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I . INTRODUCTION

1, The Conference on Dirarmamrnt submits to the forty-third session of the
Senrral  Assembly ita annual report on ite 1988  mereion, tog&her with the
pertinent dooumentn  a n d  reoordc. The Conferenao also  rubmittod,  at  the end of
the first part of itr annual coes!on ,  a  special  report on the rtatur of ite
negotiat iona and itr work to the Qeneral Aeeembly at ite third epocial aeBaiOn
devoted to  diearmament (CD/834).

I I . ORQANIZATIW  OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

a, The Conference was in session from 2 February to 29 April and from 7 July
to 20 September 1988. During this period, the Conference held 46 formal
plenary meetings, at which member States ao well as non-member Stat.0 invited
to  participate in the di6CUEBiOne  ret  forth their viewe and recommendation8  on
the varioue queationo before the Conference.

3. The Conference also held 18 informal meetings on itr agenda, prqrsmme  of
work, organiration  and prOCOdUreB~ aa well aB on items of ito agenda and other
mattore.

4. In accordance with rule 9 of the rules of prowdure, the fai.owing member
States assumed the Presidency of the Conference: Qerman  Democratrc  Republic
for Fabruary, Qermany,  Federal Republic of, for March, Hungary for April and
the recess between the firrt and second partc of the 1988 rerrion of the
Conference, India for July, Indoneria  for AUgUBtr and Iran (Islamic Republic
of) for September and the receam until the 1969 rossion 02 the Conference,

5. Reprcrentatives of the following member States participated in the work
of the Conference: Algeria1 A r g e n t i n a ?  Aurtraliar Belgium1 Bras!12 Bulgaria8
Burma1  Canada.) China,r  Cubar Caechorlovakiar  Egypt1  Ethiopia7 Fra,r?o# Qevman
Democratic Republicr Qermnny, Federal Republic of; Hungary: InGivr Indoneriar
Iran (Islamic Republic of)r Italy) Jopanr Kenya1 Mexico7 Mongoliat  Moroccot
Netherlander Nigeria!  PakiBtanl  Peru) Poland) Romania] 8ri Lanka:  Sweden7
Union of Soviet Socialist Republicer United Kingdom o
Northern Irelandj United States of America!

6. At the 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, thcr PrQBident  eubmitted
a proposal on the provisional agenda for the 1988 session and the programme of
work for the first part of the annual session in conformity with rule 29 of
the rules of Procedure. At the ~arne  plenary meeting, the Conference adopted
the proposal of the President (Cf1PV.436). The text of the agenda and
programme of work (CD/796)  readR as follows:
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“The Conform U’ on  Disarmamant,  as  the  mul t i la tera l  negotifiting
forum, ehall promote the attainment of general and complete disarmament
under effective international  control .

“The Conf erenc8, t a k i n g  into acaount,  malia, the relevant
provieion:ie  of the documents of the first and second special seesions  of
the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, ~rll deal with the cessation
of the arms race and dfsarmainant and other relevant mea8ur8n  in the
following areas 8

I .

I I .

I I I .

IV.

V.

VI.

VII.

VIII.

IX.

X.

Nuclear weapons in all aSpWtS1

Chemical weaponst

Other weapons of maes  destructionr

Conventional weaponsr

Reduction of military budgetsr

Reduction of armed forcesj

DiAarmMl8nt  and developmentr

Disarmament and international eecurityr

Co1 lateral measures) confidence-building  m4laBUr8Bt 8ff8Ctive
verification methods in relation to appropriate diserma- 8nt
m8aaur8s, acceptable to all parties concerned;

Comprehensive programme of disarmament leading to general and
complete  disarmament under effect ive international  control .

“Within the above framework, the Conference on Disarmament adopt8
the following agenda for 1988, which includes items that, in conformity
with the provis ions or sect ion VIII  of  i ts  rules  of procedure,  kould be
considered by itr

1. NUCl8ar-teat ban

2. Cessation of the nuclear-arms rac8 and nuclear disarmament

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 ua8 of nuclear
weapons
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7, New types of weapons of mass destruction  and new ryotems of
such weapons) radiological weapons

8, Comprehensive programme of dirarmement

9. Conoideration  and adoption oft (a)  the rpeaial report  to the
third special  eeesion of the ganeral Assembly of the
United Nations devoted to disarmament) and (b) the annual
report to the forty-third eeeeion of the Qeneral Assembly of
the UniL8d  Nations,

“In oompliance  with rule 28 of ite ruler of  procedure,  the
Conference on Disarmament also adopts the followinq programme of work for
t h e  firrt p a r t  o f  i t s  1905 sesrionl

2-12 February Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of
the agenda and programme of work, es well as of the
sstablishment of subsidiary bodies on items of the
agenda and other organisational gueetionc.

15-26 E’ebruary Nuclear-test ban,
Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament.

29 February-4 March Prevention of an arms race in outer rpace.

7-1X March Prevention of nuclear war, including a11 related
matters.

L4-2L Xarch Chemical weapons,

25 March-l April Effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon Water againrt the me or threat
of ufae of nuclear weapons.
New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
system6 of such wcraponsr  radiological weapons.

4-8 April COmpreh8nsiV8  programme Of disarmament,

l l - .  . April Reports of W subsidiary bodiesr  consideration
and adoption of the special report to the third
special seesion  of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to
disarmament.

“The Conference will rontinue consideration of its improved and
effective functioning and wil l  report  to the third special  sserion of  the
general Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament on that
subject .

-3-



‘@The Conference wil l  further inteneify i ts  aonsultations  in
pursuance of paragraphs 16 and 17 of its report (CD/7871  with a view to
taking a positive deaision at its 1988 annual session with regard to
ekpanoion  of its membership by not more than four Statas and the need to
maintain balanae in the membership of the Conferenae  and will inform
aaoordingly the third speaial eeosion  of the Qeneral Assembly of ths
United Nations  devoted to diearmament.

Weetings  o f  subeidiary bodIeo wi l l  be  aonvened  a f ter  aoneul ta t ione
between the Preeident of the Conferonae and the Chairmen of the
subsidiary  bodiss, according to the circumstances  and needs of those
bodice.

“The ABa Qroup of Saientific  Expert8 to Coneider International
Co-operative Measures to Dsteat and Identify Seicmic  Events will meet
from 7 to 18 Marah  1988.

“In adopting its programme of work, th8 Conference has kept in mind
the  provieione o f  rulee 3 0  a n d  3 1  o f  it8 rulee o f  proaeduro.”

7, At it6 480th and 461st plenar;  meetings reepectively, the Confsrenco
decided to olose the first part of ths 1988 eeseion on 29 April and to begin
the eeaond part on 7 July. At its 482nd plenary meeting, the Conference also
decided to close it6 annual veesion on 20 Ssptember  1988,

8. During the second part of the 1988 session of the ,onference,  th8
President aUbmitt88, at th8 465th plennry meeting, on 14 July 1988, a proposal
on the programme of work for the second part of the Ipo68ion. At the 8~8
plenary meeting, the Conference adopted th8 programme of work proposed by the
Preeidmt (CD/840). I t  r e a d s  ae follower

“In compliance with rule 28 of th8 rulsas  of procedure, the
Conference on DitU4rmm8nt adopts the following progrwvne of work for the
ercond part of! its 1986 sessions

7-15 July Statements in plenary meetingfi. Considsrotion o f
the  programme  o f  work ,  a8 we l l  oa o f  the
eetabliehment of subsidiary  bodies on items on the
agenda and other organisational queetionfi

18-29 ~July Nuclear-t0st  ban
Cessation of  the nuclear-sarms  race and nuclear
disarmament

l-5 August Prevention of an arma race in outer space
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R- 12 August

15-19 Auguet Chemical weapons

22-26 August EFf!ect.ive international arrangements to aBBure
non-nuclear weapon Statee against the UBO  OF

threat of uBe of nuclear weapons
New types of weaponw  of ma68 deatructian and new
eystems of such weapons1  radiological weapons

Prevention of nuclear war, including all relrted
matters

29 August-2 September Comprehensive programme of disarmamsnt

5-15 September Reporte o f  ti..m subeidiary b o d i e s ,  coneidsration
and adoption of the annual report to the
Qenersl Aoeembly  of  the United Natione

“The Conference will continue confideration  of it6 improved and
effect ive functioning.

“The  Conference wil l  further intensify i ts  coneultationc iq
pursuance of paragraphs 16 and 17 of its report (CD/787)  with a view to
tak ing  a poeitive  decieion e t  i t s  1988 annual seesion wi th  regard  to
expansion of its membership by not more than four Ststee and the need to
maintain balance in the membrrohip  of the Conference and will inform
accordingly the forty-third session of the General Aseembly of the
United Nations.

Weetinge of  subsidiary bodier wil l  be convened after coneultetione
between the Presiclent of the Conference and the Chairmen of the
eubeidiary bodies , according to the circumetnnces  and needs of thOBe
bodies,

“The Ad.b~c  Oroup of  Scientif ic  Experts  to  Ccneider  International
Co-operative Mensurse to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet
from 25 July to 5 August 1986.

“In adopting its programme of work, the Conference has kept in mind
the provisione of rtrles 30 and 31 of itn rules of procedure.”

9, At. itb\ 436th plenary mnsst.ing,  on 2 February 1986,  the Couferencs decided
to re-establish the M I&c Cotnmittsee on Effective International Arrangements
to assure Nan.Nuclear Weapon States Against the Uce or Threat of Use of
Nuclear Weapons and Radiological Weapono (CD/801  and CD/EO4). At the Brune
plensry meeting, the Conference further decided to ra..establiBh the Ad l&c
Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Diehrmament  uith a vimw  to
concluding negotiatione  on the programme in time for its submission to the
(lenera Assembly at it-s third Bpecinl session devoted to disarmament
(CD/803). At Its 438th plenary meeting, on 9 February 1988, the Conference
decided to re establish the A&.&C Committee on Chemic8.l  Wenpons (CD/805).  At



its 446th plenary meeting,  on I3 March 1988, the Conference decided to
re-eetablieh the Ad Committee on the Prer ation of an Arma Race in Outer
Space (CD/616). The President of the Conference and various delegation6 made
etatemente  ia connection with the re-eutabliehment of that Committee. At its
466th plenary meeting, the Conference decided to re-estahlioh  the Ad
Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Diearmament, whose mandate had
expired at the end of the firet part of the 1988 session with the adoption of
the special report tc the third opecial  session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament (CD/848).

10, In conformity with rule 32 of the rules of procedure, the following
States not members  of the Conference attended plenary meetings of the
Conference 8 Austria, Bangladesh, Demoaratic  People’s Republic of Korea,
Denmark, Finland, Qreece,  Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, POFtUqai,
Republic of Korea, Senegal, Spain, Switxerland, Turkey, V.let Nam and Zimbabwcr.

11, The Conference received and considered requests for participation in ite
work from States not members of the Conf tat28 , In accordance with the rulee
of procedure, the Conference invited:

(a)  The representatives  of  i!orway, Firaland,  New Zealand, Austria,
Ireland, Portugal, Zil,,babwe  and Qreetiz  to participate during 1988 in the
plenary meetings, and in the subeidiary bodies on Chemical Weapon@,  Prevention
of an Arms Race in c Jr Space, Effective International Arrangements to Aeeure
Non-Nuclear-Waapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons,
Radiological Weapona and the Comprehensive Proqrenune  of Dfearmamentl

(b) The representatisre of Spain to participate during 1988 in the
plenary meetings and in the above-menti0ne.l  eubeidiary bodies as well ae in
the Ad Qroup of Scientif ic  Expert6 to  Coneider International  Co-operative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events;

(c) The representatives of Denmark, Turkey and Senegal to participate
during 1988 in the plenary meetings and in the eubsidiary  bodies on Chemical
Weapons, Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Radiological Weapons and
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmementl

(d) The representative of  Switzerland to  part ic ipate  duzing 1988 in  the
plenary asetinge  and in the subsidiary bodice  on Chemical Weapons, Prevention
of an Arms  Race in Outer Space and Radiological Weepone;

(e) The representative of Malaysia to participate during 1980 in the
plenary meetinge  and in the subsidiary body on the Comprehensive Programme of
Diearmemeat;

(f) The representatives of Viet Nam, Bangladesh, the DemOCFatiC  People’6
Republic of Korea and the Republic of Korea to addrese  the plenary during 1988
on the -ompreh\  lsive programme of disarmament.
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12, The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of its membership
ie duly recognised by the Conference.

13. Requests for membership had beer1 received from the following non-member
states, in chronological order1 Norway, Finland, Auetria, Turkey, Senegal,
Bsngladesh, Spain, Viet Nam, Ireland,  Tunisia,  Ecuador,  Cam6troorb  Qreece,
Zimbabwe and New Zealand,

14, During its 1988 eeasion, the Presidents of the Conference conducted
continuing consultntions  with the member6, in accordance with establirhed
practice, on the selection of additional members. Members of the Conference
also engaged in consultation6 on this important question. Those conrultationc
were held in pursuance of paragritphs  16 and 17 of the report of the Confmwnce
to the forty-second seesion  of the Qeneral Assembly (CD1787). In that
connection, the Conference reaffirmed its decision that its membership might
be increased by not more than four States and that candidate6 for membership
should be nominated, two by the Qroup of 21, one by the Socialist Qroup and
one by the Weetern  Qroup so as to maintain balance in the membership of the
Conference. The Socialist Qroup and the Western Qroup recalled that their
candidates for membership were Viet Nam (CD/PV.345)  and Norway (CD/PV,351)
reepectively. The Qroup of 21 noted that it would select its candidate6 when
there ie agreement on concrete way6 and mean6 for implementing the
above-mentioned decieion.

15, The Conference will further inteneify it6 consultation6 with a view to
taking a positive decision at it6 next annual session and will inform
accordingly the forty-fourth cession of the General Aeeembly,

Fe -efve-of -

16. During 1988, statement6 were made at plenary meetings of the Confergnce
on it6 improved and effective functioning, including statements on the two
report6 (CD1WP.286 and 341) submitted by the informal group of 6even membero,
acting on a personal basis, which warn establiehed  to c.lnsider and make
euggestions o n  t h e  srrbject. The first report (CD/WP.286)  contained
suggestions on the questions of subsidiary bodies and the annual report to the
General Assembly of the United Nations. The second report (CD/WP,341)  dealt
with the following subjects: (a) participation of non-member States in the
work of the Conference1 (b)  participation of  scientif ic  and technical  expert6
in the work of th:l f ouferencer  (c) non-governmental organisationst
(d) diearmement con6iAltatfve c o u n c i l )  ( e )  t i m e , duration and organisation of
the 6Ihkual seesionr (f)  msmbership of the Conference. The informal group of
seven members agreed to transmit to the Conference idea6 and suggestion6  on
the f irst  three questions, while  the latter three contained opt.lons, the
consideration of which could not be concluded in view of the limited time
available. The ConEerence also devoted six informal meetinglo to the
consideration of those reports, as well as to the question in general and to
the future examination of the subject.
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17. The socialist States proposed that the work of the Conference be put on a
more intensive footing by making it work throuqhou?  the year with two or three
break6, They favoured a more active involvement of experts and scientific
centres and proponed  the establishment of a consultative aouncil at the
Conferenae  with the participation of world-renowned scientists and publia
o f f i c i a l s . They also advarlced  the proposal  of  holding sessions at  the level
of Ministers for Foreign Affairs in times of oritical importance. I t  i s  t h e i r
opinion that the Conference might beaome, in the future, a permanent universal
organ of disarmament negotiations, Members of the Group etreeoed that
difficulties in the preparation of the annual report to the Qeneral  Aseambly
often emerged when it had not been possible to set up subsidiary bodies with
suitable mandates. Socialist States supported the establishment of &UUQ
committees for each agenda item under the general mandate of the Conferrnae
and the suggestion that they should continue their work until their task had
been accomplished. Some socialist States further expressed preference for the
general debate at the opening of each annual session to be confined to two or
three weeks, after which work could continue in subsidiary bodies. They
expressed the view that non-member States should have the right to make
statements in the general debate and also participate in the work of
subsidiary bodies. The social ist  Stater, continued to support the deaision  of
the Conference on Disarmament, taken in connection with the expansion of its
membership, They put forward the candidate of their Qroup. Noting growing
interest of States in the membership of the Conference, they stressed the
neces s i ty  to  prov ide  for  the  fu l l  partiaipation  o f  a l l  S ta tes  wi l l ing  to
contribute to the work of the Conference. They favoured the continuation of
the work aimed at improving effectiveness of the Conference on Disarmament and
supported the continued activities of the Group of 8even in its present form,
considering at the seme time that such work of the Group of Seven should be
more goal-oriented and the Conference should provide it with a clear mandate
in this regard. They noted that document CDiWP.286 was a consensus paper by
the Qroup of Seven in 1987 and that document CDiWP.341  aont.ained a number of
useful euqgeetione. The social ist  States  pointed out  that  the negotiat ions on
questions of seaurity  and disarmament, which were aonducted  on a multilateral
as  wel l  as  a  bi lateral  basis, should complement one another.

18. Members ol! the Western Group made numerous contributions to the
consideration of the question of the improved and effective functioning of the
Conferenae including on the two report6 of the Qroup of Seven. Somn  Western
delegations emphasised  the need to balance alternative periods of negotiation
and recess during the annual session. In this  connection,  the suggestion of
holding five sessions each of five weeks, Jpread out over the year, was
advanced. Western deleqationb also maintained that universal membership would
not make the Conference more effective and would duplicate the functions of
deliberetive  bodies . The agreement on expansion by four members could b*:
implemented on a case-by-case basis, since the need for consensus would make
the requirement of political balance unnecessary. Accordingly, it was
proposed that the candidate proposed by the Western Group be admitted to the
Conference as a first step towards implementing this agreement. Some members
of the Group also expressed the view that participation of non-members could



be facilitated by simplifying present procedures. However, other members of
the Group expressed doubts about the advisabilfty  of chaaqjrlg  the praatice of
prior consideration, during each annual session, of requests for participation
from non-members, Consideration could also be given to explorinq ways and
means of increasing the participation of scientists and technical experts, as
appropriate, in the work of the Conference. Some Western States expressed
preference for a concentrated general debate at the opening of each annual
session to enable the Conference to devote the remainder of its seseione  to
substantive WQY’~;, Mqarding  the decision-making process of the Conference
they stressed that rt could only conduct its work under the rule of
consensus. It wc;s a&so noted by some delegations members of the Qroup that
the agenda had been drawn up almost a decade ago and suggested that the
Conference review it in the light of new developments. In that context these
delegations recalled that the decalogue given to the Conference in the final
document of the first special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to
disarmament was not fully reflected in the current annual agenda of the
Conferenae, Members of the Qroup stated that the report of the Conferenae
should be concise and factual and should not repeat or attempt to sumwise
statements already contained in verbatim records. While indicating preference
for the automatia continuation of some subsidiary bodies from year to year0
Western countries expressed serious doubts with respect to the suggestion of
establishing &.&g committees for each agenda item without specific
mandates. It was also noted that rule 23 of the Conference’s rules of
procedure allowed all of the necessary flexibility and took account of the
fact that some subjects were ripe for technical consideration but not
necessari ly  for negotiat ion, and that generic mandate proposals could thus be
considered to be at variance with thrt rule. The view was also expressed that
it might be useful to retain as a general rule the practice, as understood by
members of the Group in accordance with rule 23, of deciding annually which
agenda items held the prospect for in-depth consideration by the Conference
and deciding accordingly which subsidinry  bodies should be established. In
that context one delegation proposed the establishment by the Conference of an
inter-sessional contact group to consider the future agenda of the
Conference, Some members of the Qroup expressed regret that the Group of
Seven appeared to have departed from its stated mandate of operating on the
basis  of  the part iaipst ion of  i ts  members in a  personal  capacity ,  as  in their
view this was the only basis on which useful and practical euqgestione could
be advanced to improve the effective functioning of the Conference, Members
of the Group nevertheless expressed great appreciation for the work of that
Group and noted that documents CDIWP.286 and CDiWP.341  contained a number of
useful suggestions which the Conference could consider implementing. One
delegstion  was of the view that, as the Qroup had accomplished its mandate, it
would be an error to turn it into a permanent organ of the Conference. The
members of the Western Group also noted that while progress in its work was
frequently diff icult  and slow it  could not be said that i t  had been impoeeible
for the Conference to achieve concrete results. The advanced state of
negotiation6 in the field of a chemical weapons convention was 41 case in point.
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19. Members of the Qrouy of 21 stressed the importance of maintaining the
politiaal  balanae in the membership of the Conference. They favoured an
annual session lasting not less than seven months with two main working
periods. Plenary meetings would be held regularly throughout the annual
80181013. It was noted,  in this  oonnection, that  delegations should be
encouraged to participate at the highest level during the general debate.
Members of the Qroup emphasised that, pursuant to the rules of procedure,
reports should reflect the positions of delegations and should provide full
and reliable information as to why progress, in their view, had not been
made. The Qroup supported the establishment of ~ committees for eaah
agenda item under the general mandate of the Conference, as well as the
suggestion that they should continue with their work until their task had been
aacomplished. In that  respect ,  i t  was stated that  the general  negotiat ing
mandate of the Conference was fundamental and that rule 23 of the rules of
procedure could only be interpreted in this aontent. Members of the Qroup
stated again that the rule of consensus should not be used to prevent the
establishment of subsidiary bodies. They expressed the view that the
expertise of national delegations should be strengthened, as well as that more
use should be made of rules 22 and 23 of the rules of procedure for the
establishment of groups of experts on such subjects as the prevention of an
arms race in outer space and the emergence of new types of weapons of mass
destruction. The suggestion of extending invitations by the Conference to
independent eminent scientists to address it on technical issues was
advanaed. Some members of the Qroup maintained that the Conference should
remain a negotiating body of limited sise, With regard to the agreement on
expansion by four members, the Qroup reiterated that the decision adopted at
the second special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament
should be implemented simultaneously. In this conneation they stressed the
need to preserve the political balance of its composition, which precludes a
arse-by-case approach on this matter. The Qroup agreed that new developments
aall for an updating of the agenda through the addition of new items relevant
to the work of the Conference, as  ref lected in the decalogue. It was also
noted that the importance of organisational arrangements should not be
over-emphasised, as political conditions were determinant in aahieving
progress in ths Conference. The Qroup of 21 expressed its appreciation and
support for the work that, in compliance with its stated mandate, had been
carried out by the Qroup of Seven. It was also suggested that the informal
group of seven members could be mandated to identify the causes as to why
during 10 years it had been impossible for the Conference to achieve concrete
resu l t s ,

20. One delegation, not belonging to any group, believed that the Conference
on Disarmament had in the main worked in normal conditions under the present
rules of procedure, and that it was useful to continue the consideration of
its improved and effective functioning. It noted that CD/WP.286  was a
consensus paper by the Qroup of Seven in 1987. It considered that the present
annual schedule and division of the Conference’s annual session into two parts
should be maintained, with the possibility of ~~JAQC arrangements, as
necessary, for subsidiary bodies and keeping in mind that special sessions of
the Conference could be convened. It welcomed the fact that an increasing
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number of States had requested membership in the Conferenoe. In this regard,
the rule of consensus should be applied with the acceptance of eaah candidate
on a case-by-case basis. It appreaiated  the interest of many non-member
States in participating in the work of the Conference and suggested that they
should be enabled to make statements in plenary meetings while their requests
to take part in the work of the subsidiary bodies were subject to deaisions  by
the Conference) these decisions should remain in effect for as long as the
related subsidiary bodies were at work.

21. While the exohange of views held in the Conference on the question of its
improved and effective functioning was not conclusive, its members noted with
appreciation the work done by the informal group of seven members, including
the two reports submitted by it. The Conference will continue its
aonsideration  of all aspects of the question of its improved and effeative
functioning nt its  next annual session.

0. Meaeuras to tha siu
oI-

22. At the 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, the Personal
Representative of the United Nations Secretary-Qeneral and Searetary-Qeneral
of the Conference made a statement noting the need for reduction and
re-programming of activities financed by the United Nations budget to
continue, As was the case with the 1987 session, the Conference needed to
consider how to implement the target reduction of 30 per cent in services
a l loca ted  to  i t , In order that the work of the Conference would be the least
impaired while bringing about the required rate of saving, the Conference
should continue to concentrate on reducing the number of weukly meetings,
rather than imposing a 30 per cent reduction in tire duration of the annual
session. Those savings would mean the allocation to the Conference of
10 meetings per week, with full servicing, and 15 meetings per week, also with
fu l l  s erv ic ing , during the sessions of the J&&S Qroup of Soientific  Experts
to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Detest and Identify Seismic
Events. The Secretary-Qeneral of the Conference also recalled the measures
accepted by the Conference at the informal meeting held on 22 April 1986
concerning documentation.

23. At the sane plenary meeting, the President of the Conference stated that
the Conference agreed to the arrangements described by the Secretary-Qeneral.

L4. In accordance with rule 42 of the rules of procedure, listu of all
communications from non-governmental organioations  and persons were circulated
to the Conference (documents CD/NQC.17 and CD1NQC.18).
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I I I , SUBSTANTIVE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE DURINQ ITS 1988 SESSION

25, The substantive work of the Conference during its 1988 eeesion  wa6 baaed
on ite agenda and programme of work, The liet of documents issued by the
Conference, ae well a8 the texts of those documents, are included a8
appendix I to the report. An index  of the verbatim records by aountry and
subject, listing the statements made by delegations during 1988, and the
verbatim records of the meetings of the Conference, are attached as
appendix II to the report,

26. The Conference had before it a letter dated 21 January 1908 from the
Secretary-Qeneral  of the United Nations (CD/793)  transmitting all the
resolutions on diearmament adopted by the Qeneral Assembly st its
forty-second eerlsion in 1987, including thoee entrusting specif ic
responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament1

42/26 A

42/27

42/31

42132

42133

42135

42/37 A

42/30 B

42/3% F

42/30 L

42139  c

42/42  A

42/42 B

42142  C

42/42 D

42142  I

42/42 K

42/42 L

42142  M

Ceesation o f  a l l  n u c l e a r - t e s t  explosiona

Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty

Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the
strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against
the utle or threat of use of nuclear weapons

Conclueion  of effect ive international  arrangemente to assure
non-nuclear weapon States againet the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons

Prevention of an arms race in outer space

Prohibition of the d:,velopment and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mase destruction and new eyatems  of such weapons

Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons

Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons

Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons

Prohibition of the production of fissionable material for weapons
purposes

Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nuclear Weapons

Non-use of nuclear weapons and prevention of nuclear war

Review of the implementation of the recommendations and decisions
adopted by the Qeneral Assembly at its tenth special session

Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament

Prevention 0E nuclear war

Comprehensive programme of disarmament

Report of the Conference on Disarmament

Report of the Conference on Diearmament

Implementation of the recommendations and decisions of the tenth
spec ia l  s e s s ion
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27. At the 436th plenary meeting of the Conference, on 2 February 1960, the
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-Qeneral and
Secretary-General of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a meesage  from
the Secretary-Qeneral of the United Nations at the opening of the 1988 session
(CDIPV.436).

28. In addition to documents separately liated under specific items, the
Conference received during the jcond part  of  the 1988 session the followings

(a) Document CD/842, dated 22 July 1966, submitted by the delegation of
Poland,  entit led ~~Communiyu~  of  the meeting of  the Pol i t ical  Consultat ive
Committee of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty”)

(b) Document CD/844, dated 29 July 1988, submitted by the delegation  of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entit led “Joint  statement at  the
Moscow Summit, dated 1 June 1988, issued following the meeting between
M. 6. Qorbachev, Qeneral-Secretary of the Central Committee of the COMnUniSt
Party of the Soviet Union and R. Reagan, President of the United States of
Afnerica”l

(c) Document CD/846, dated 29 July 19b8, submitted by the delegation of
the United States of America, entitled “Joint statement between tde
United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics issued following
meetings in Moscow, UBSR - 29 May to 1 June 1966”;

(d) Document CD/859, dated 15 August 1986, submitted by the delegation
of India, entitled “Action plan for ushering in a nuclear-wespon-free and
non-violent world order”,

29. The item on the agenda entitled “Nuclear-test ban” was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
15-26 February and 16-29 July 1988.

30, The Conference had before it the progress reports on the twenty-fifth and
twenty-sixth sessions of  the A&.-&G Qroup of  Scienti f ic  Ek, art.s to  Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seiemic  Events as
contained in documents CD/s16 and CD/853. The Ad-&s  Qroup met from 7 to
16 March and from 27 July to 7 August 1988, under the Chairmanship of
Dr. Ola Dehlmen of Sweden. At its 455th and 476th plenary mastings, the
Conference adopted the recommendations contained in those progress reports.
Several delegations commented on them.

31, The following documents were submitted to tho Conference in connection
with tho agenda item during the second part of the 1988 session;

(a) Document CD/852, dated 5 August 1988, submitted by the delegations
of Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka and Yugoslavia entitPed “Proposed
amendment to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and Under Water, on the twenty-f i fth anniversary of  i ts  s igning”;
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(b) Document CD/860, dated 22 August 1988, submitted by the delegation
of Venesuela,  entit led “Tr)xt of  a  conununiaation  sent by the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Veneauela  to the Foreign Ministers of the Depositary
Countries of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere,  in
Outer Space and Under Water, concerning a proposed amendment to the Treaty
submitted jointly by the Qovernments of Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka,
Venesuela and Yugoslavia”r

(c) Document CD/882, d&ted 23 August 1988, submitted by Norway, entitled
“Verification of a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban! Establishing a Qlobal
Seismological Network Incorporating Small-Aperture Ariays”I

(d) Document CD/863, dr,tud 23 August 1960, submittsd  by the delegation
of Csechoslovakia, entitled “Draft mandate for the MJ~.~G Committee on item 1
‘Nuclear-test ban”‘.

32. 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, during the 1988 session, under the guidance of
i ts  successive Presidents , a rlrmbar  of informal consultations on the
establishment of an ahoy committee on item 1.

33, An account of the Conference’s consideration of the agenda item since the
beginning of the second par+ of the 1982 session, including the first part of
the 1988 cession,  was contained  i.n paragraphs 42 to 56 of the special report
of the Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the
United Nations Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD1834).

34, In accordance with its programme of work for the second part of the A988
session, the Conference continued its informal consultations on the
establishment of a subsidiary body on Item 1 of its agenda. No consensus,
however, could be reached on any of the proposals eubmitted,  both formally and
informally, for a mandate for such a subsidiary body.

35. Many delegations addressad various issues relating to a nuclear-test ban
at plenary meetings of the Conference, Those statements appear in the
verbatim records of the Conference  on Disarmament,

36. Members of th8 Qroup of 21 continued to attach the utmost importance to
the urgent conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty as a significant
contribution to the aim of endjng the qualitative improvement of nuclear
weapons and the development of new types of such weapons as well as of
preventing their  prol iferation. Yeveral  members of the Qroup, parties as well
as one non-party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
underlined the particular importance of a comprehensive tert ban in their
statements made in connection with the twentieth anniversary of the opening
for signature of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Many delegations referred to
the Declaration adopted by the Fighth Conference of Heads of State or
Qovernment  of Non-Aligned Countries held at Harare in September 1986 in which
they emphasised the pressing need to negotiate and conclude a comprehensive
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mult i la tera l  nuclear-tes: ban treaty prohibiting all nuclear-weapon tests by
al l  States  in all  environments for al l  t ime. These delegations also recalled
that the special ministerial meeting devoted to disarmament issues OS the
Co-ordinatlng bureau of the Non-Aligned Countries held at Havana in May 1988
had insisted on the immediate need for all State8 to negotiate and sign a
comprehensive test-ban treaty an8 regretted that the Conference on Disarmament
had not made any progress in this direction, as a result of the obstacles
raised by a group of countries, Some members of the Group recalled that the
Organisation of the Islamic Conference had repeatedly culled for serioue
negotiations under the aegis of the Conference on Disarmament on a
comprehensive test-ban treaty. Some other delegations drew attention to the
Kathmandu  Declaration of the Heads of State or Qovernment  of the member States
of the South Asian Association for Regional Co-operation (SAARC)  calling for
the early conclusion in the Conference on Disarmament of a comprehensive
test-ban treaty. During the session, members of the Group of! 21 continued to
strese .hat the Conference on Disarmament as the single multilateral
negotiating body had the primary role in negotiations to achieve a
comprehensive test ban. In an effort to find a possible common denominator
for the commencement by the Conference of its work  on the item, the 21 members
of the Qroup reintroduced in document CD/829 the mandate proposal that had
been eubmitted  in 1987 by 8 of its members in document CD/772 and through
which the Conference on Disarmament would decide “to establish an U.h~.c
committee on item 1 of its agenda with the objective of carrying out the
~multilateral negotiat ion of  a  comprehensive nuclear-test  ban treaty”.  In
connection with the submission of that proposal, which was ,oneiclerecl to be a
good basis for discussions on the subject by all groups, except for a group US
Western States, it WHS stated that each delegation would be entitled to make
an interpretative declaration of the meaning and ecope it ati;ributed to tho
terms “with the objective of”. In the view of the sponsors, it would thus be
possible to approve by consensus a mandate to which the members of the
Conference gave a different meaning, since the proposed mandate would permit
delegations to interpret it au referring to an “immediate” or 4 “long-term”
objective anti thus to accept it without abandoning their positions, Th.\
proposal of the Group of 21 also included a footnote that indicated that it
constituted a clear proof of the flexible approach adopted by the Group,
adding that iS a similar Slexibility was reciprocated by the other groups the
new draft mandate could replace the one contained in document CD/52G/Rev.2  of
21 March 1986. Members of the Qroup continued to maintain that the mandate
contained in CD1521,  which had been tabled in 1984 and was already then
considered to be inadequate by members of the Group of 21, without any
attempts at developing a generally acceptable compromise, could not be
interpreted as a sign of either serious intent or Llexibility. Some mombere
of the Qroup also expressed their readiness to coneider a mandate proposal
made initially on an informal basis by the President of the Conference for the
month of April 1987 and formally tabled as CD/863, as  a  poss ible  epproach  for
negotiating a compromise Sormula. Some other members of the Group reiterated
that the convergence of views on this item should facilitnte the adoption of a
negotiating mandate for an 9fl.Jhp.c committee in the ConSeronce  on Disarmament.
Members of the Qroup stated that over the years the Group of 21 had repeatorlly
demonstrated its flexibility in the search Sor a consensus on the
establiehment of an ad .hpc commjttee  on agenda item 1, as evidenced by the
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various propoaals it had put forward to that end. They noted that tho draft
mandate contained in CD/829 was best suited to accommodate the positions of
all  the States  represented in the Conference, Furthermore, they noted that
this draft mandate had already been found aaoegtable  by the Group of Soaialist
States and a nuclear-weapon State not belonging to any group, Members of the
Group continued to believe that the proposal contained in CD/829 constituted a
sound baeie for developing a consensus. Some members of the Qroup, commenting
on the negotiations between the two major nuclear-weapon States on nuclear
tseting on a stage-by-otage basis, reiterated their  view that  the exist ing
bilAterA1 threeholds did not preclude the modernisation of nuclear weapone and
thus failed to contribute to the cessation of the qualitative development of
nuclear weapons. Rather than vorifying these thresholds, what was repuired,
in  the ir  view, was  thl;t a l l  nualrar t e s t s  be  aomplstrly prohib i ted .
Intermediate agreements to limit testing would serve a useful purpose only if
they served to aurb the qualitative development of nualear weapons and
aonstituted  steps towards the conclueion of A  comprehensive test-ban treaty at
an early and epecified date. In thia regard, several  delegations reaalled the
statement made by the six heads of State or Qovsrnment of the Six Nations’
Initiative for Peace and Disarmsment in their Stockholm Declaration of
21 January 1988:

“Any agreement that leaves room for continued testing would not be
acaeptable. We strese once again that a comprehensive teat ban ie
al ready long overdue. Pending that, we reiterate our call for an
immediate suepension of all nuclear testing, by all States . .  .  This
requires multilateral negotiations within the Conference on
Disarmament. ” (A/43/125-8/19478,  annex)

Delegations in the Qroup urged the two major nuclear-weapon State6 to inform
the Conference regularly on the progress of their negotiatione.

37. During the eecond part of the session, five members of the group that
co-sponeored  Qeneral Assembly resolution 42126 B informed the Conference that
they had formally submitted  to the three Depositary Qovernments of the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and
Under Water, on the twenty-fifth anniversary OS its eignature, an amendment
proposal intended to convert that Treaty into a comprehensive teet ban
(CD/852). Another member of the group further informed the ConLerence on
Disarmament of its similar action in this regard (CD1860).

38. During the session, members of the Qrouy of Ejocialist  States continued to
regard the earliest elaboration of A treaty on the complete and general
prohibition of nuclear-weapon tests among the most urgent and significant
measuroa for halting the nuclear.-arms race and preventing the prolisoration  of’
nut lear weapons, Members OS the Group further believed thnt all avenue8
ehould be used to achieve progress on that priority issue, including,
i~tar-._alLa, b i l a t e r a l , t r i la tera l  or  ~nrrltiletaral nagot.intionn, appropr ia te
interim measures and the convening of a conlorence of States Parties to the
1963 Partial Test Ban Treaty to consider possible amendmentn  aimed  at
converting i t  into a comprehensive  test  ban. While expressing  their support
for the ongoing full-scale stage-by-stage negotiations between the two major
nuclear-weapon Statee, members of the Group reaffirmed their strong intereet
in the parallel work within the ConSerence  on Disarmament aimed at an early
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aukiavement  of a oomprahenaive  teat  ban. In thet aonnection, they considered
the mandate proposal of the Croup of 21 (CD/fJ29; aa a good baeie for etarting
practical  work on the item, At the same t ime, they lent their support  to  a
mandate proposal made initially on an informal basis by one of the members of
the Ursup in April  1987 and formally tabled afi CD/BCIJ,  Membsre  of  the
Soaialiat Oroup also advocated the setting up by the Conferenae of a special
group of scientif!io  experts who ehould  be requested to submit recommendations
on the structture and :unctions of a system of verification for any poeeible
agreement not to uonduct nuclear-weapon tests a8 well an ths establishment of
an international cyetem of global radiation safety monitoring involving the
we o f  egace aommuniaation  l i n k s .

39. A nuclear-weapon State, member of that Q~OUQ,  stresesd throughout the
sassion its oontinued commitment to an Rerly aahievement of a comgrshensivo
teat ban  ant!i ita readinesc to  utre a l l  pOaEibiliti0fJ  l ead ing  to  the  fu l f i lment
of  that  object ive. While pursuing with another major nualser-wagon  Stats
ful l-saals  otage-by-ctage  negotiat ions leading to a  complete  ban on nualear
tes t ing ,  i t  oontinued  to  eupport  para l l e l  efforte with in  the  Conferenae  on
Disarmament  aimed at the pregarntion of a multilateral treaty on the complete
and general  prohibit ion of  nuulear-woopon  tests , I t  ale0 cupported  i n
prineiplo  thu idea of expanding the ocopo of tho 1963  Moscow Treaty by a ban
on underground nuclear tcrrtte.

40. A qroup of  Waetsrn  countries  continued to etreoe during the seoeion ite
commitment, to a bsn on all nuolear tests by all States in ~11 euvironmants for
a l l  t ime  as we l l  atr ito roadinese  to  contr ibute  to  tha t  objec t ive  by  ac t ive ly
participating in praotioal  work within e eubeidiery  body of! the Conferonce on
Diaarmamont,  o n  t h a t  ineuo. In thnt  context, membore of tho group repeatedly
atreoaed that the draft ; .  mandnte  contninod  in CD/S21  ~8 well  a8 the draft
programme of work aontained in CD/821 continued to provide a viable framework
in which to commence And carry out the eubstantivo eremination  of many iosues
relating to a comprehensive taat ban. As  wao mado c lear  then ,  the  term8  of
CD/S21  ropreRented  a compromiee  pPOpOOOd by a group of Western States.  None
t h e  ~BOR, they oxpraosod their  readineoe  to enter into diecueeions of  a
mandAto  propooal  tnado init ial ly  on an informal basifl by the President of  the
Conferanoo  for tho month of  April  1987  and formnlly  tabled a6 CD/863, an a
poociblo basis for rowching  agraomont on the establishment of an ,&,hpc
committee under itom 1 of the agenda, They noted t-he fame  willfngnRse had
boon OxpreOfJed  by the Group of Socialist Statee and by a nuclear-weapon State
not belonging to any group, but exproeosd regret;, howovor, thst a oimilar
indication  had not boon  given by the Oroup of 21. Indeed they noted that no
reply had boon  given by the Croup of  21 to roqunotc that i t  agree s imply to
bogin diecuooione  o n  t h s  boeie  o f  CD/QG3. In responea to the tabling of the
draft  msndato contained in CD/B29,  a  group of  Weetarn StRt.es indicated that
the text; wau the oafno  HA that given in CD/772 on which itn ponition  had
alroudy  b o o n  mndo claarj thu utatomantn o f ’  the (Irouy of 2 1  wit.h rayat’d  t o
their nsw f lexibi l i ty hnd not been flubatantiated by an-y altartrtion in the text
of the mandate; and the eugguntion  that CD/QZQ  could be edoptcd  through the
onunciatfon o f  ovartly  d.ifforont intorprotationo  o f  i t s  tormc w o u l d  load t o
confusion in the purpone of any work that might: be conducted under such
concli tions~ Membera  o f  t h e  group Iurther mni:lCoillocl  theta the eLogo,.,by-.etago



approach to the subject of nuclear testing offered the best chance for early
progress and welcomed in that connection the ongoing bilateral talks between
the two major nualear-weapon States. They expressed the hope that the Joint
Verification Experiment undertaken by the two major nuclear-weapon States in
the months of August and September 1956 would bring about a speedy resolution
of the verjfication  problems that had hindered the ratification of the 1974
Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the 1976 Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty and
could thus mark an important step forward on the way to the final objective of
a complete cessation of nuclear tests. Some members of the group expressed
reservations with respect to the proposal contained in CD/552 and CD/660
which, in their view, could only detract from the meaningful work to be
undertaken by the Conference on the item.

41. A nuclear-weapon State, member of the Western group of delegations,
reaffirmed throughout the session that a comprehensive tent ban rcdmained its
long-term object ive to  be achieved in the context  of  s ignif icant reductions in
the existing arsenals of nuclear eapons, the development of substantially
improved verification measures, expanded confidence-building measures and a
greater balance in conventional forces. It was therefore not in favour of
amending the 1963 Limited Test Ban Treaty in the absence of those condit!ans.
It continued to pursue with another major nuclear-weapon State agreements on
nuclear-testiilg on a stage-by-stage basis  leading - in associat ion with
reduction and ultimate elimination of all nuclear weapons - to limitations and
the ultimate ending of nuclear testing. It  noted that an integral  part  of  the
nuclear-testing negotiations was the unprecedented agreement that it and the
other major nuclear-weapon State conduct a joint verification experiment at
each other’s  nuclear-test  site, the first phase of which apparently went as
planned  a t  i t s  t e s t  s i t e , Following conclusion of the verification protocols
of each treaty, it expected that the Threshold Test Ban Treaty and the
Peaceful Nuclear Explosions Treaty would be ratified by each Party.
fmm~~distely  a f te r  that , it expected to enter negotiations on ways to implement
a step-by-step programme of limiting, and ultimately ending, nuclear testing,
in association  with a parallel programme to reduce, and ultimately eliminate,
all nuclear arms. With regard to the role of the Conference on Disarmament,
it reaffirmed its readiness to support the establishment of a subsidiary body
on the item with an appropriate non-negotiating mandate,

42. Another nuclear-weapon State from the same group reiterated its
commitment to the ultimate ob.jective of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. It
remained ready to telre part in substantive work in a subsidiary body of the
Conference on issues such as scope and -7erification. In i ts  view,  as  wel l  as
the need for effect ive verifjcation, pol i t ical  and security real i t ies  had to
be taken into account. It also considered that tho stage-by-stage approach,
being pursued in the bi lateral  negotiations on the subject ,  offered the best
hope of progress.

43. Another Western nuclear-weapon State reiterated its view that
internotional  commitments in the field of nuclear testing can be considerlbd
only  i.: the overall context of nuclear disarmament, and maintained that ‘the
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cessation of nuclear-weapon teuting  was not a pre-condition for progrebs
towards nuclear disarmament  but, on the contrary, could become significant at
the end of a long-term process resulting in real and effective nuclear
disarmament. It  again strrbssed that i t  could not agree to the obsolescenae of
its limited nuclear deterrent and that it had conducted only the nuclear
explosions necessary to maintain i ts  credibi l i ty . I t  a l so  s t ressed  that ,  in
the context of deep reductions of  nuclear weaponrl,  the problem of rel iabi l i ty
of the remaining weapons ooulQ, in its view, only become more important. It
was therefore not in a position  to participate in work whose objeative  was the
negotiation cf an agreement to which it could not subscribe.

44, Yet another nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, continued
to streos 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 all types of nuclear weapons and drastically reducing their
nuclear arsenals, to take corresponding measures. I t  r e i t e r a t e d  i t s
willingness to participate in a subsidiary body of the Conference on
Disarmament on item 1 of its agenda in the case of its re-establishment as
well aa its flexible approach with regard to that body’s terms of reference.

45. The AB Qroup of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and identify Seismic Wsnts continued its work
on measures that might be established in the future for the international
exchange of seismological data under a treaty prohibiting nuclear-weapon teets
covering nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes in a protocol that would be
an integral  part  of  the treaty, in accordance with the terms of reference
given to it by the Committee on Disarmament in 1979 (CD/PV.48).  An account of
the work of the M.-&Q Qroup since the beginning of the second part of the
1982 session and including the ;!:tst part of the 1909  session was contained in
paragraph 56 of the Conference’8  special report to the third special session
of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834). During the second
part of the session, the Ad Group continued to review a draft of ite fifth
report to the Conference, describing initial concepts for a modern
international seismic data exchange system based on the expeditious exchange
of waveform (bevel II) and parameter (Level I) data and the processing of such
3ata at International Data Centres (IDCs). The Qroup also continued its
discussions on plans for the conduct of a large-scale experiment (GSETT-21,
which would have as its main focus the exchange of seismic waveform segments
(Level II data) and the analysis of those data at experimental international
data centres  (EIDCs). This experiment, which would also cover signal
parameters (Level I data), wo:lld be conducted using accessible channels of
communication, including the World Meteorological Organisation/Qlobal
Telecommunications System (QTS) and satellite transmission where pc.luible. In
connection with that experiment, the Qroup reported, in its progress report to
the Conference on its twenty-sixth session held during the second part of the
Conference’s sess ion (CD/853),  that as a result  of certain start-up act ivit ies
being carried out, the first phase of the GSETT-2  had commenced.
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46. The item on the agenda entitled Yesuation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament” was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its
progremme  of work, during the periods 15-26 February and 18-29 July 1966.

47, The following new documents were submitted to the Conference in
connection with the item during the second part of the 1980 sessionr

(a) Document CD/835, dated 6 July 1905, submitted by the delegation of
Sweden, entitled “Joint statement by the Nordic Foreign Ministers on the
twentieth anniversary of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, 1 July 1968”1

(b) Document CD/836, dated 7 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Mexico, entitled “Statement by the Qovernment  of Mexico on the occasion of the
twentieth anniversary of the ogening for signature of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons”;

(c) Document CD/837, dated 7 July 1988, submitted by t%e delegation of
the United Kingdom of Qreat Britain and Northern Ireland, r.ntitled Yt’wentieth
anniversary of the Non-Proliferation Treaty8 Statement by the Secretary of
State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, Sir Qeoffrey Howe, 1 July 1985”r

(d) Document CD/538, dated 7 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of  Soviet  Social ist  Republics , entitled “Text of answers given by
Mr. N. I. Ryshkov, Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the USSR, in reply
to questions from the TASS correspondent, published in the newspaper &@&is  of
1 July 1988”r

(e) Document CD/639, originally submitted on 7 July 1985 and dated
13 July 1968, submitted by the delegation of the United States of Amerj.ca,
containing texts entitled “Presiuontial  statement commemorating the twentieth
anniversary of the signing of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons” and “Statement by Marlin Fitewatsr, Assistant to the President for
Press Relations”!

(f) Document CD/641, dated 15 July 1986, submitted by the delegation of
Hungary, entitled “Declaration by the Foreign Affairs Committee of the
Parliament of the Hungarian People’s Republic on the twentieth anniversary of
the opening for signature of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons” ;

(g) Document CD/850, dated 1 August 1966, submitted by the delegation of
Egypt,  entit led “Statement by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the occasion
of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signature of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons”j
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(h) Document CD/855, dated 8 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of
Australia, entitled “Statement by the Honourable R. J. L, Hawker  AC,
Prime Minister of Australia, on the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of
the opening for signature of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons ‘I I

(i) Document CD/956, dated 31 August 1988, submitted by the delegation
of Canada, entitled “btatement  by the Right Honourable Joe Clark, Secretary of ,
State for External Affaire, on the ocoasion  of the twentieth anniversary of
the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)“.

48. In accordance with ite programme of work, the Conference held, during the
1988 session, under the guidance of ite euccessive Preeidents, a number of
informal consultations on the procedure to be followed in dealing with agenda
item 2.

49. An account of the Conference’s consideration of the agenda item eince the
beginning of the eecond part of the 1982 seesion, including the f irst  part  of
the 1968 session, was contained in paragraphs 57 to 76 of the epecial  report
of the Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the
United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834).

50. In particular, at the 45lst plenary meeting, on 24 March 1988, after
receiving a request from the Group of 21, the President put before the
Conference for decision a proposal of that group, contained in document
CD/819,  on a draft mandate for an U committee on item 2 of the agenda.
In accordance with that proposal, the Conference would establish an aB
committee under item 2 of its agenda and would request it, a8 a first step, to
elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session
of the General Assembly, the first devoted to disarmament, and to identify
aubetantive issues for mult i lateral  negotiat ions, On behalf of the Group of
Western States, it was etated that although Western delegations were prepared
to participate in informal plenary meetinqe on the subject matter of item 2,
they had not boen convinced that creation of a subsidiary body would
contribute to the caueu of nuclear disarmament and, therefore, were not in a
position to join in a coneenaus  with regard to the proposed mandate. The
President of the Conference noteP that there was  no consensus at that time on
the draft mandate contained in document CD/BlP. The delegation of the
nuclear-weapon State not belonqinq to any group stated that it could go along,
in principle, with the draft mandate submitted by the Group of 21. At the
same time, it expressed its willingness to consider other waye and means to
enable the Conference to play its role on item 2 and hoped that consultations
to that effect would continue. Speaking on behalf of the Group of Socialist
Gtates, a delegation expressed the support of that Group for the draft mandate
proposed by the Group of 21, While further expressing its  regret  that a
coneensue had not been reached, it advocated, in view of the forthcoming third
special session devoted to disarmament, the continuation of  consultation8 in
order to find an organisational framework acceptable to all that would allow a
substantive discussion on item 2 of the Conference’s agenda. The Group of 21
expressed regret that despite the preliminary work carried out on the subject
during 1986 and 1987, it  had stall not  been possible  to set  up a subsidiary
body on item 2, It was further stated that th8 Group of 21 remained firmly
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committed to the implementation of paragraph 50 of the Final Doaument of the
firrt special session devoted to disarmament and that the eetabliehment by the
Conference of a euboidiary  body on item 2 of its ag-nda provided the best
means to achieve that objective.

81, Also,  durirrg the f irst  part  of the 1988 seseion,  the documents relat ing
to the Treaty on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range
Missiles were submitted to the Conference by the two major nuclear-wsapon
States (CD/797,  CD/798, CD/799 and CD/SOO). They were generally welcomed by
the members of the Conference. The hope was further expressed for an early
conolusioa by those States of a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their
strategic offensive arms within the framework of the Geneva  nuclfiar and spaae
ta lks .

52, In accordance with its proqrsmme of work for the second part of C,he 1988
seseion, the Conference continued its informal consultations on the proaedural
aspeats of agenda item 2 but no consensus aould be reached.

53, At the invitation of the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, delegates to the Confermae  on Disarmament were present at one of
the first eliminations of miesiles  under the Soviet-US INF Treaty. The
demonstration of the elimination of Soviet missiles, subject to destruction in
aonformlty with the INF Treaty, took place on 28 August 1988 in the area of
Volgograd. Upon completion of the trip, the President of the Conference on
behalf  of the participating delegations expressed his  gratitude to the Soviet
Government,

54. Delegations welcomed the entering into force of the Treaty between the
two major nuclear-weapon States on the Elimination of Their Intermediate-Range
and Shorter-Range Missiles and many reaffirmed the hope for an esrly
conclusion of  a  treaty on 50 per cent  reductions in their  strategic  offensive
arme. Some delegation8 expressed the view that the effect of any such
quantitative cuts would be negated if the arms race wac carried into outer
space or efforts were made to compensate for these reductions by qualitative
improvements in nuclear weaponry, Delegations recalled that the INF Treaty
showed that ,  given pol i t ical  wil l ,  a l l  obstacles  could be removed,  including
verif icat ion. . Indeed, the Treaty’s provisions on verification provided useful
guidelines for future agreements, but much more remained to be done. The arms
race had not even been halted, let alone revtarred. New nuclear weapon6 were
sti l l  being constructed and tested. The INF Treaty was, however, significant
evidence that a reversal was possible. No time must now be lost before more
far-reaching nuclear disarmament agreements were achieved. The two States
concerned circulated during the second part of the session the ja.tnt statemont
issued by them at the Moscow summit (CD/844 and CD/846) as well as the
Agreement on Notifications of Launches of Intercontinental Ballietic Missiles
and Submarine-launched Ballistic Missiles, signed in Moscow on 31 May 1988
(CD/845 and CD/847).
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55. Several delegations of States Parties as well as of one non-party to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons made statements and issued
documents in connection with the twentieth anniversary of the Opening fOl
signature of the Treaty (CD/835, 836, 837, 838, 839, 841, 850, 855 and 866,
and CD/PV,468, 472, 474, 476 and 478).

56, Many delegations addressed various issues relating to the cessation of
the nuclear-arms race and nuclear disarmament at plenary meetings of the
Conference. Those statements appear in the verbatim records of the Conference
on Disarmament.

57, The Group of 21 reaffirmed ite conviction of! the paramount need for
urgent multilateral negotiations on the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament through adoption of concrete measures leading to complete
elimination of nuclear weapons. The Group of 21 reaffirmed its position that
al l  nations had a vital  interest  in negotiat ions on nuclear disarmament,
because the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of a handful of
States and their quantitative and qualitative development directly jeopardised
the security of both nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States, Some delegations
pointed out that States that had voluntarily renounced the nuclear-weapons
option had done so in the larger interest of contributing to the qoal of a
world free of nuclear weapone and in the expectation that the nuclear-weapon
States would also come to abjure them. To deny to the non-nuclear-weapon
States the right to participate in the elaboration of measures for nuclear
disarmament would therefore be morally indefensible as well as legally
incorrect . It  would also be a short-s ighted pol icy,  these delegations
emphasised, for the viability of any measures in an area that impinged so
profoundly on the security and survival of every State depended on such
measures being in accord with the security interests! of all, The Group of 21
coneidered  that the doctrines of  nuclear deterrence,  which in the ult imate
analysis were predicated upon the willingness to us8 nuclear weapons, far from
being responsible for the maintenance of international peace and security, lay
at  the root  of  the continuing escalation of  the quantitat ive and qualitetive
development of nrlcloar armaments and led to greater insecurity and instability
in i n t e r n a t i o n a l  relati ~6, Military doctrines based on the possession of
nuclear weapons and thus explicit ly  or implicit ly  admitt ing the possibi l i ty  of
the use of nuclear weapons, were indefens tile, for it was unacceptable that
the threat of annihilation of human cjvilieation be used by some States to
promote their 6ecurit.y. The future of mankind could not be made hostage to
the perceived security regl:irements of a few nuclear-weapon States. While
welcoming the bilateral negotiations between the two major nuclear-Weapon
States , the Group reiterated that because of their limited scope and the
number of parties involved, they could never replace the genuinely
multilateral search for universally applicable nuclear-disarmament measure6
and called upon the Conference on Disermament as the sole multilateral
negotiat ing body to  Play i ts  role . Some delegations pointed out that  the
encouraging conditions now omerginy  in international relations should
stimulate disarmament negotiations in a multilateral sphere. In this  respect
they regretted that an underlying and unjuutiffed  sentiment of mistrust
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pereiotecl  with regard to the constructive negotiating taeku the Conference on
Disarmement could accomplish in the field of ceeeation of the nuclear-arm6
ram and nuclear diearmament, Accordingly, the Qroug of 21 reiterated its
proposal  regarding the eetting up by the Conference of a subsidiary body
entrusted to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the firet
epecial eeseion devoted to disarmament and to identify eubstantive issue6 for
multilateral negotiation of agreements ,  with adequate measure8  of  verif icat ion
and in appropriate etage6, for the aessation of the qualitative improvement
and development of nuclear weapons syetemst cessation of the production of a31
types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and the produation of
fissionable material for weapon6 purposesr and the substantial reduction in
existing nuclear weapon6 with a view to their ultimate elimination. On the
occaeion  of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for eignatur,  of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, some delegation6
emphasised  the need for strengthening the non-proliferation regime  by
additional measures such a6 the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty,
the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free aones,  a66urances  to
non-nuclear-weapon States against the u6e or threat of l16e of nuclear weapon6,
the promotion of co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear technology and
the adoption of measures at the bilateral and regional levela, to promote
mutual confidence among countries of different areas of the world about each
other’6 nuclear programmes. During the second part of the seesion, one member
of the Qroug circulated a document ,  or ig ina l ly  i s sued  at  the  th ird  spec ia l
session devoted to diearmament, containing an action plan for ushering in 6
nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world order. The plan aalled for
negotiation6 towards a binding commitment for elimination of all nualear
weapon6 by the year 2010 (CD/859). The action plan ie divided into three
stages antl over a period of 22 years presents a programme for the elimination
of all nuclsar weapons. While nuclear disarmament form6 the oentral element
of the plan, at each stage, other measure6 are aleo included to further the
procees in a comprehensive manner. The hope ie expressed that in accordance
with a programme for nuclear disarmament (CD/859),  multilateral negotiation6
could be initiated for a new treaty, which could replace the discriminatory
Non-Proliferation Treaty, Emphasis is placed on the need for establishment of
an international  mult i lateral  verif ication system under the aegis  of  tha
United Nations, a6 an integral part of a strengthened multilateral framework
required to ensure peace and eecurity  during the process of disarmament, a6
well a6 in a nuclear-weapon-free world. A number of member6 of the group
reiterated that  the participants in the bi lateral  talk6 ehould keep the
Conference on Disarmament appropriately informed on the progress achieved in
their  negotiat ions. Members of the Qroup of 21 noted that since the entry
into force of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapon6 in 1970,
nuclear weapons had multiplied several times over, thereby increasing the
threat of annihilation poeed by the very exietence  of such weapons. Other
member6 of the Qroup  called to mind the Treaty’s significant contribution to
international  etability and security,

50. Member6 of the Group of Socialist States continued to strese the primary
importance they attached to the ceesation  of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament. While  underl ining the s ignif icance of  the bi lateral  effort6 to
conclude a treaty on a 50 per cent reduction in the two major nuclear-weapon
States’ btrategic  o f f e n s i v e  weapone, in strict compliance with the ABM Treaty
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in its 1972 form and with no withdrawal from it within the time agreed,
member6 of the Group at the same time favoured the beginning of multilateral
negotiations with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States within the
‘:onf erence on Disarmament, Consequently, they supported the proposal by the
Qroup of 21 to establish a subsidiary body of the Conference on the issue.
They also supported proposals aimed at conducting an in-depth consideration of
the substance of agenda item 2 in informal plnnary meetings of the
Conference . One member of the Qroup further reiterated, during the second
part of the session, its proposal concerning the setting up by the Conference
of a sub-committee composed of the five nuclear-weapon States, Members of the
Socialist Qroup continued to believe that the stage-by-stage programme for the
achievement of nuclear disarmament by the year 2300 put forward in 1986 by the
nuclear-weapon State belonging to the group could represent a good starting
point  to  the multi lateral  negotiat ions on the subject .  They also general ly
supported a comprehensive proposal put forward in 1988 by a member of the
aroup o f  2 1  (CD/8591  a Members of the Croup  consistently critici6ed  the
doctrine of nuclear deterrence and advocated a strictly defensive character of
military doctrines and thinking. They reaffirmed their commitment to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and urged universal
adherence to it, In response to the requests, Malia, made by a number of
members of the Conference on Disarmement,  a nuclear-weapon State, member of
the Socialist Croup, presented, at the 471et plenary meeting on 4 August 1908,
i ts  detai led account of  the status of  the bi lateral  talks on nuclear and space
arms it was conducting with another major nuclear-weapon State.

59. The nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Group of Socialist States drew
attention to the programme for the progressive elimination of nuclear weapons
throughout the world by the year 2000 (CD/649).  The delegation of this State
pointed out that after the signing of the Treaty on the Elimination of
Intermediate-Range and Shorter-Range Missiles a prospect had opened up for
reaching agreement on a more difficult question! 50 per cent reductions in
strategic offensive arms in condition6 of compliance with the ABM Treaty, as
signed in 1972, and non-withdrawal from it for a specified period of time.
The same delegation also stressed that bilateral efforts, undertaken through
bilateral  negotiat ions, should be complemented by efforts on a multilateral
l eve l . It was neceaeary to know when and under what conditions the other
nuclear-weapon State6 would join tho process of nuclear disarmament. In the
view of  the delegation of  this  State , the real prospect of reducing by half
strategic offensive arms of the Soviet Union and the United States opened up
the poseibility  to start already now the discussion at the Conference on
Disarmament of concrete directions for multilateral efforts in the domain of
nuclear diearmament. For that reaeon, i t  sugges ted  s tar t ing  to  ident i fy  in
practice the substance of  possible  mult i lateral  measures in thie f ie ld.  The
delegation concerned also proposed a series  of  points  for the act ivit ies  of
the Conference; establishment of a comprehensive, phased programme with an
agreed timetable for the complete elimination of nuclear weaponsl preparation
of principles to serve a6 a basis for implementing nuclear disarmament1
examination of the relationship between nuclear disarmament measures and
measures for reducing conventional weapons, of the order in which nuclear erm6
would be eliminated, of control and verification,  a6 well as the cessation of
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the production of fissionable mate.ials  for weapon6 purposes by proposing to
this end to create in the framework of the Conference a group of experts with
the participation of  al l  nuclear Powers at  the otaga of  romplete  el imination
of their nuclear weapons. On the question of security concepts relating to
nuclear arm6, the eeme delegation compared the criterion of a “reasonably
ouf f icient level” with the concept of deterrence based on the threat of use of
nuclear weapons, a concept that, in  i ts  v iew,  aimed at  mil i tary superiority
and constituted the basis for continuation of the arms race. It advocated the
establishment of a compreheneive  system of international peace and security to
replace the deterrent role played by nuclear weapons.

60. Members of the Qroup of Western countries continued  to stress the
importance they attached to the subject-matter addressed under the agenda
item, in particular to substantial  and verif iable reductions of  nuclear
weapons, In this context, t!iey welcomed the ongoing bilateral negotiationv
between the two major nuclear-weapon States and stated that those negotiation6
played a vital role in any process for the cessation of the nuclear arms race
and nuclear A isarmament, They welcomed the successful outcome of the
negotiations by the two main Powers for the elimination of their
intermediate-range nuclear forces, They also hoped that an agreement could be
concluded in the near future for the 50 per cent reduction of the same two
State6 ’ strategic arsenals and welcomed their commitment to the ultimate
elimination of nuclear weapon6, De lega t ions  o f  Lhe Oroup coneidered  that  the
establishment of a subsidiary body wea inappropriate at the present stage and
that, under current circumstances, informal and plenary meetings constituted
the most suitable framework for the continuation of! work on the cessation of
the nuclear-arms race and nuclear diearmament. Members of the Qroup aleo
emphssized  that nuclear-arms reductions could not be divorced from other
Aiscirmament  measures and should be pursued so as to enhance international
stehility and security. In this regard, it was noted that deterrence could
not be assigned a purely nuclear status and that there wers instance6 of
competit ion in arms at  regional  rather than global  level ,  typical ly  in
conventional arms, which ofton were the product of mutual suspicion and
mil i tary and foreign pol ic ies , 1x1 the context of the twentieth anniversary of
the opening for signature of the Treaty on the Non-Prolifsration of Nuclear
Weapons, Western delegations parties to the Treaty notecl that it made a major
contribution to international  peace and security end they urged universal
adherence to it.

til. One nuclear--weapon  State belonging to the Western Oroup  observed that it
did not  bel ieve that  an arm6 race could btt declt. with es an abstract  issue,
It WOE essentitll. to take into account the teneions between States or groups of
St.tit.es Lhat. caused a buiid--up of arms. State6 hat! acquired nuclear weapons
fur the same reason ttrtit made them decide to acquire conventional  ones - to
enhtince secur i ty . Nuclear weapons, it reiterated, were an essential component
of  the strategy of  deterrence,  which,  in i ts  opinion,  contributed to
proserving peace between super-Powers  and their allies, and such weapons would
remain pert  of  it6 arsenal  for the for.eseeRble  Luture.
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62. Another nuclear-weapon Stake belonging to the Western Qroup etresaed  that
its tlecurity would depend for the foreseeable future on nuclear deterrence,
Meanwhile, its aim was to maintain continuing security and peace at lower
leve l s  o f  nuc lear  forcefi, cornbind with complete elimination of chemical
weapons and proqresa towards conventional stability at lower levels of forces
taking into account imbalances, The most realistic way to make progress was
through bilateral negotiations between the two major Powers aim& at
step-by-s tap mutual, balenced  and  e f f ec t ive ly  verifiable agreements .  I t
welcomed progress in this direction. Qiven the minimum nature of its own
nuclear deterrent, it did not 8ee any scope for making a contribution to any
reductiona in present circumstances, and would maintain the credibility of its
deterrent.. It welcomed recognition by both sides that this was legitimate.
If there were very substantial reductions in the strategic arsenal8 of the two
major nuclear-weapon States and there were no significant changes in their
ckfensive  c a p a b i l i t i e s , it would be ready to review its position.

63. A nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Oroup reaffirmed its
support for steadily greater nuclear-arms control. From that point of view,
it streesed the priority of reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the two main
nuclear-weapon States, in particular the priority objective of a 50 per cent
reduction of their offensive etrateqic  weapons. While recoqniainq  the
importance of the INF Treaty, i t  stressed that  i t  should not  be expected to
lead to the clenuclearieation  of Europe and that the priority in this region
waB the  establiehment o f  convent iona l  s tab i l i ty , That State recal led that  i t
would be willing to take part in the process of nuclear disarmament as soon ae
three conditions were metr a very subetantial reduction in the disparity
between the two main Powers’ and its own arsonale, the non-deployment of
defensive  systems, and a return to a balance of conventional forces together
with the elimination of chemical weapone.

64. One nuclear-weapon State, n o t  belonginy  t o  exry g r o u p ,  roiteratetl  ite
consistent call for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of
nuclear weapons, It  had repeatedly stated that  i ts  l imited nuclear force
oolely  served defence purposee. It had undertaken, s ince  the f i r s t  day  of  Ate
poseessicn of nuclear weapons, not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
under any circumetances  and unconditionelly  pledged not to use or threaten to
~88 nuclear weepons against non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free
tnonelj  * It he14 that the two States possessing  the larqeet and moat advance
nuclear arssnals bore special reeponsibility  for curbing the nuclear-arms race
and carry.:ny out nuclear disarmament. It  WRB of  the view that, the s igning and
entering into force of  the INF Treaty between thm, a f irst  posi t ive  ctep
towards nuclear Ai,earmament.,  should be followed, inter.a.lia, by an agreement
on the 50 per cent reduction of their otrutoqic nuclear woapone. It
maintained that, to promote n\,r:lear  disarmament, yreat importance s?~ould  be
accorded to the issues of conventional disarmament and curbing the arms race
In outer space. The same State reiterated that the two major nuclear-weapon
States ahould take the load in halting the testing, product.ion  and deployment
of all types of nuclear woapons and drastically reduce them, 60 88 to create
favourable conditions for Lhe convocation of a broadly repreeentative
international conference with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon



Stats6 to disause measurea  for further nualaar diearmament and thorough
dsstruatlon  o f  nuolear weaponal It was of the view that the nualear-arms raoe
ehould atop both quantitat ively and qualitat ively, It  also agreed that
bilateral and multilateral negotiatione  ehould complement eaah other and
reiterated its support for the eetabliehment by the Conference on Disermamsnt
of a subsidiary body under item 2 of ite agenda,

85, Some delegations drew attention to paragraphs 72 to 76 of the speaial
report of the Conferenae on Bisarmement  to the third egeaial seesion of the
General Aseembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834),  whioh noted the significant
aontribution  existing and future nuclear-weapon-free moms made to
international arms aontrol and disarmament ef forte.

66, The item on the agenda entitled l’Prevention of nualoar war, inaluding all
related matters” wae coneidered  by the Conferenae, in aaaordanoa  with it6
programme of work, during the periods 7-11 Marah and 8-12 Auyuet 1958,

67, The following new doauments were oubmitted  to the Conferenae in
connection with the item during the eeoond part  of  tho 1988  oesoionl

(a) Doaument CD/545, dated 25 July 1988, submitted by the clolegstlon  of
the Union of Soviet Soaialiet Republias, e n t i t l e d  “Text  o f  t h e  Ayreement
between the Union of Soviet Snaialist Rspubliau  and the United States of
Amerlaa  on Notif ications of  Launaheo of  Interaontinontal  Ball ist ic  MissilOs
and Submarine-Launched Ballietia  Missilee, signed in Moeaow on 31 May 19fl8”I

(b) Doaument CD/847, darted 28 July 1958, aubmitted by the delegation  of
the United Statoo of Ameriua, ontitled “Text uf tha Ayrcremorrt  Between the
United State8 of! Ameriaa and the Union of Soviet Soaialiut  Hopubliae on
Not i f i ca t ions  of’ Launcheo of  Xnteroontinental I3allistio  Missileo and
Submarine-Launahod Balliotia  Mieeiloe,  eiynd In Mosoow on 31 May 1988”.

60. In connection with agenda itenr 3, aonoultatione  were held under the
guidenao  of the President of  the ConPoronaa  to  conulder wn agproyriato
oryaniaational  arrangement: to do&l with tho itom, Inc luding  proposala  for  the
establiehmont o f  a  tiubaidiary bocly,  but  no agroumont cou ld  bo  roached during
thoeo consultetions.

BQ, At the 457th plenary mooting, on 14 April .LDRR, t,hs Confaronaa  had baforo
i t  f o r  d e c i s i o n  a d r a f t  mandab f o r  an ad 1~00 cnmmitt.ns  011 Aqsnds 1Lom  3,
proposed by the Croup of 21 (CD/515/Rov,4). U n d e r  the propoand rnandat0,  the
a.4 ha.e committee would, OEJ  G Birnt atop, consider al l .  propannlu rolovant to
agenda item 3, including epproprieto and practical mcanub:Po far the prnvantion
o f  nuclear wf3r. The Uroup  of Western States cou:lcl not: aunnc:lnt..n  ituolf with a
consensus on the propocod mandate. T h e  Croup  was dinappo~atad  that ouch a
mandate wan onae again put heforo the ConCerenaa  Lor decision uince it did not
faci l i tate  work on the subject. The Croup also strooeed the aigniEicanc!o it
at tached  to  an In-*depth  cons iderat ion  OP. i t e m  3  stnco the time i t  had  boon



inraribed on the ngsncla  of the Conferrnaa  and thue regretted that it had not
been QOBaible  to reaah agcasmrnt on an appropriate  farmrt for ruah
aonxid8ration. It exgresaad  t h e  hoQe t h a t  i t  w o u l d  rtill prove Qorriblr
during the lPU0 session to have a xubstantive  discurxion  of all the argrctr
involved in agenda item 3. I t  s t a t e d  It.0 continued  willingnrox  t o  j o i n t l y
search for and define an approprinte  framework for dealing with tho agenda
item, The Oroup of  21 regretted the inability  of the Confaranoa  to ert UQ an
&.-hog committse  under agenda item 3, I t  n o t e d  t h a t ,  i n  deferrnae t o  the
poeition  o f  o ther  dalsyat.ion@, it had put forward a non-nrgotiating  mandatr
that would permit x thorough considerstion of  al l  aopecta  - legal ,  pol i t ical ,
tsahniaal, m i l i t a r y - of a31 thm proposcrla  beform the Conf@renoe, It  bel ieved
that ouah  coneichration  would not only  contribute to a bettor undorxtanding  of
th subject but aloo pave the way for negotiations for an agreement on tho
prevention of nualear war, an objaotive  that could not be aahieved through
dieaulraiona  irk plenary or informal mootinge, The Oroup  l xpreaxed the hopo
that the 1mportanco of  the matter would lead t-0 x rr-thinking  on tho part  of
those who had exgresaed  reservation0 on the propooed  mandate, Tho QrouQ of
Social is t  Stat,an exgrreuad  itr full  support  for  the draft .  mandate QrOQOaOd  by
the CIroup  of 21 and ragratted that the Conference  was not in a porltion to
aAogt i t . It noted that: the proposed mandate wan goal-oriented, floxiblo and
aotnprehrnsive  and  dea l t  equnlly wi th  n11 the  elomrntn of  thr  agenda itom,  thus
allowing far the considnraLion  of both the prrvention  of nuclear war and of
roll r e l a t e d  mattare, While tha Qroup believed that a eubridiary body would br
the moot appropriete  format to deal  with agenda i tem 3,  i t .  etated that i t  wan
open tOa other procedural srrangamrnte  that would lrllow the Conforrnas  to
commence cancrete work on t.hn i tern, One nuclear-wsspon State, not belonging
to any group, aould acaopt the draft mandate contained in dooumont
CD/515/Hav,4  and Agreed thrt, meanwhile, Lho Confersnco  could aleo carry out
ita work on item 3 in other forms,

‘I 0 I In the abaenae of  conflenxus on an appropriete  format to  deal  with item 3,
ix~uea aonc!arn.ing  t.hn pravont.ion  o f  nualsxr wxr, 1 ncluding nil related mnttorr
were addressed at. plenrrry maetingw of the Confererlucr,

‘I 1. I T h e  Qroup o f  21 rett.arat..st\  itr convictjon  t:hrrt the gr@at.rot peril f a c i n g
mfinkind  W&I the thrcrat:, to survival poood  by nuclear weapon@  and that,
uonxeyuently,  t..hn prnvclnt  i o n  o f  n nucloxr war was  a  mntter o f  t h e  highert
pr ior i ty . ft . ,  therefore, notrd with concern that no progrrrr had boon madr in
the C o n f e r e n c e  o n  ltnm  3 E~JXW  i t s  i n c l u s i o n  I n  t h e  Conferonco’x agenda aI a
rrrprrata item, The GIroup uf 2 1  conriatent,ly  expreoHed  the belief t h a t  t h o
rrutwrl: way t:,o remova  thn ciangnr of  nuoleer  war lny in the el imination of
n u c l e a r  wanpons  arrd Lhnt, p e n d i n g  t.hs achiovemenl  o f  nuclrar  dirarmxmsnt,  t h e
u80 o r  threat; uf UYB)  o f  nut Laar wsspons rhould b e  prohibdtrd, The Uroup o f  2 1
conridarecl  that.  while nuclear-..wenpon  Strtea hxd t:he primary rargonribility  for
nvoiding  a ZJUC!laJ$J  WBLL, y.lven tha catatitrophic conu@quenc@o  t h a t  euch R w a r
cwlU hxve f o r  mnlrk  i nd MYI  R whola, including tha danger of a nuclerrr winter,
all natlow h a d  I v i t a l  lntarsat i n  t h e  JmgUti~thn  o f  me(IYuroa  L o r  t h e
prrvention of nuclear war, 111 this regard , t.he Ilroup recal led the repeated
rsyuentm adUrewsrrl1  t-o t.he Confarenc:a b y  t h e  Uenrrsl A s s e m b l y  to undort..rko, a n
n  mst:.tar o f  t.he h.iyhout.  +fJ~.tt.y, negot.lat..ionu wi t.h n v.iow  t.0 nchirv.ing
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agreement on appropriate and praatiaal measures for the prevention of nualear
war and to establish fob* that purpose an ~ committee, The Qroup
reaff i rmed that it was unaaaeptable  that  the security of all  States an8 the
very survival of mankind should be held hostage to the threat of a nuclear
holoaaust, The Qroup welcomed the declaration of the leaders of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics  and the United States of America that a RuGlear  war
cannot be won and must never be fought and stated that it was time to
translate i t  into a binding aommitment. Members of the Ornup  considersA  that
the b.?lief in the maintenance of world pesce through nuclear deterrence was
tbd h;oet  dangerous fal lacy that  existed, Members of the Qroup also considered
that nuclear weapons posed a unique threat to human survival and, therefore,
aould not acaept the view that the question of the prevention of nuclear war
should be dwalt with in the context of the prevention of all armed conflicts.
Beyond that, they were of the view that, nuclear weapons being weapons ot mass
destruction, the Charter of the United Nations could not be invoked to justify
their UPJ in the exercise  of the right of  self-clefence  against  armed attack
not involving the use of nuclear weapons. Many members of the Qroup
reaffirmed the conalueion of the Seventh Conference of Heads of State or
Qovernment  of Non-Aligned Countries that nuclear weapoAr6  were more than
weapons of war, they were instruments of mass annihilation, They also
recalled that the Harare Declaration, adopted at the Eighth Conference of
Heads of Btate or Qoverm-ent  of Non-Aligned Countries, etated that “use of
nualear weapons, besides being a violation of the Charter of the
United Nations, would also be a crime against humanity. In this regard, we
urge the nuclear-weapon States to agree, pending  the achievement of nuclear
disarmament, to the conclusion of an international treaty on the prohibition
of the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons”. In this connection, many
members of the Qroup endorsed the statement in the Stockholm Declaration
Grlopted  by the heads of State or Qovernmsnt of Argentina, Qreece,  India,
lexiao and 6wede.r  und the First President of Tansania (CD/807),  that no nation
has the right to use nuclear weapons and that their use should be explirctly
prohibited by international law through a binding international agreement.

72. Tha socialist countries reaffirmed that the prevention of nuclear war was
ths most urgent task at present. They believed that changes in international
relat ions, the increasing interdependence of States, and the existence of
weapons of unpr%edented destructive power called for a new approach to the
issues of war and peace, disarmament and other complex global and regional
problems, and for the abandonmen’, of the concept of nuclesr deterrence, which,
in their view, was a constant threat to strategic stability and a permanent
sourae of fuelling the arms race in pursuit of military superiority and
perpetual  international  tensions, They shared the view that article 51 of the
Charter of the United Nations could not be invoked to justify the use or
threat of  use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of  the right of self-defence
in the cam of armed attack not involving the use ?f nuclear weapona,  since
nuclear war would threaten the very survival of mankind. They affirmed that
in a nuclear war there could be no winners and underlined the importance of
the statement at the ,&unit  meeting  at; Qeneva  between Qensral Secretary
Qcrbachev and President Reayan  that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never
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b e taught , that any war between the Union of Soviet Social.ist Republfas and
the United States of America,  whether nuclear or conventional, must be
prevented and that the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America will not seek to achieve military superiority,  The
socialist countries called for the creation of a comprehensive system of
international security embracing measures in the military, political, economic
and humanitarian spheres and leading to a nuclear-free and non-violent world.
They emphasised that, under p:esent-day  conditions, recourse to military mean8
to resolve any disputes was  inadmissible. They pointed to tiae defensive
nature of the military doctrine of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty,
whiah wae underlined by their determination never uadsr any circumstances to
initiate military action unless they were themselver  the target of an armed
attack, by their firm intention not to be the firat to use nuclear weapons, by
the absonce of territorial  claims on their  part  to any other States ,  and by
the fact that they did nrrt view any Stnte or any people as their enemy. They
noted the proposals of the States parties +,o the Warsaw Treaty to the member
States  of the North Atlantic  All iance to enter into aonrultations in order to
compare the military doctrines of the two alliances, so aa to guarantee that
the military concepts and doctrinea of the two mil.itary  blocs acd their
members would be based on defensive prinalples. Other posrible  subjeats for
consultation included imbalances and assyrnetrical  levelr in certain aategorior
of armaments and armed forces, Thtry  noted that, in conformity with the
defensive nature of their  mil i tary doctrine, they were pursuing the following
object ives; f irst ,  general  and compl&e  prohibit ion of nuclear tsrt~ag, the
gradual reductior  and fina. elimination of nuclear weapons and the prevtntion
of an arms race in tiuter space)  second, prohibition and elimination of
chsuioal weapons and other categories of weapons of mass destructionr third,
reduction cir’  the armed forces and conventional armsments in Europe to a level
where neither sidr would have the means to stage a surprise attack or
o f f ens ive  opera t ions  In  general] fourth ,  s t r i c t  ver i f i ca t ion  of  a l l
disarmament measures through a combination of national teahnical  means and
international procedures, including the establishment  of appropriate
international bodies, the exchange of military information  and on-rite
inspections? fifth, establishment of nualear-weapon-free and
chemicel-weapon--‘ree scnes in various areas of Europe and in other regions, ae
well as sones of thinned-out arms concentration and increased mutual trust,
introd,lation  of military confidence-building measures on a reaiprocal baris in
Europe and agreemer2ts  on ouch measures in other regions of the world,
including seas and oceanel sixth, they regarded the divieion  of Europe aa’
unnatural and favoured the simultcruRous dissolution of ths North Atlantic
Alliance and the Warsaw Treaty with a view to the final establishment of a
comprehensive system of international security. They emphasised the
significance of the programme proposed by the nuclear-weapon State belonging
to the Qroup for the complete eliminatjon of nuclear wenpone  and nther weapons
of mass destruction by the end of the year 2000 and the prohibition of
space-strike weapons, They also reiterated the importnnce  of commitments on
non-first-use of nuclear weayons and reiterated their support for the propoeal
for the conclueion of a convention to prohibit the use of nuclear weapons and
their readiness to consider confidence-building measures, such as measures to
reduce danger of the outbreak of nuclear war as a result of misinterpretation,
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misaalaulation or aaaident and the avoidance of the possibility of surprise
attaake. In this aontert,  attention wae drawn to the agreement aonaluded by
the two major nuclear-weapon States on the eetablishment of nualear-risk
rrduation aentreu and its two protoaole (CD/814 and 81s) and to their
agreement on notifiaation of launches of intercontinental and
submarine-launahed  b a l l i s t i c  mireilee  (CD/846  a n d  847).

73. Weetern  delegatione, inaluding three nualear-weapon States, while
reaffirming that they attaahed  the utmoet importanao to agenda item 3,
undcrlinsd that  i te  titlrr “Prevention of nuclear war, inaluding al l  related
matters” refloated the comprehensive nature of the eubjeat-matter. They
reiterated that the question of preventing nuclear war aould not be isolated
from the problem of preventing war and that the guration at ieeue wae how to
maintain peaae and intekqational  security in the nualear age, They etreeeed
that thie comprehensive agcr oath to the pre-,lsntion of war wae in no way
designed to belittle the aataetrophic oonsequenaee and the inadmieeibility  of
a nuclear war, They underlined the effsativeneee  of nuclear deterrenae in
preventing war and preserving peaae in Europe since 1945, while noting that
millions of aaeualtiee have been inflicted around the world in non-nualear
aonfliate during the came period. They noted that large numbers of human
being6 continued to be killed in aonventional ware. They also observed that
deterrenae was not a Western pnenomenonr  rather, it wae a faat of life and a
key element in the mil i tary doctrine of  the other s ide.  Weetern  delegations
further aonsidered that deterrence had made a eignifiaant aontribution to
East-West  s t a b i l i t y . They shared  tha views expressed by Qeneral Secretary
Qorbaahev and President Reagan  in their joint conununiqui  of November 1985
about the importaaoe of avoiding any war between them, whether nualear or
aonventional, and welcomed their aommitment to the ultimate elimination of
nualear weapons, They emphaeired that that etatement reflected the
comprehensive nature of the problem and the need to addreem  the question of
war prevention in al l  i ts  aspects . They held that, in the preeent
circumstances, nuclear weapons aontinued to be a basic element in the balanae
needed to maintain peace and eeaurity, They pointed to the exietenae of
eerioue imbalances in the conventional, chemical and nuclear fields and
reaffirmed that at present there was no alternative to the Western concept for
the prevention of war - the etrategy of deterrence based on an appropriate mix
of adequate and effective nuclear and aonventional foraee, caoh element being
indispensable. At the came  time, Western countries reiterated that none of
their weapons would ever be used, except in reeponee to armed attack. They
again emphaeiaed that etriat compliance by all States with the Charter of the
United Natione,  in particular the obligation to refrain from the threat  or uee
of forae and to eettle all Aieputes  by peaceful means, was e key element in
:he prevention of nuclear war, They also stressed the importance of deep and
verif iable reductions of  nuclear weapone, but considered that reductions in
one claee of weapons must not make the uee of other types of weapons more
probable and that, therefore, in  order  to  mainta in  s tab i l i ty  and secur i ty ,  i t
was necessary to take into account the thr--F* 2oeed by converrt’ f.zal and
chemical weapons. Western countries highlighted the eigniEicant  contribution
of confidence-building measure9  to lessening the danger of  .;ar, including
nuclear war. Beyond that, they noted the value of  measures to  reduce the
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r i sk  of  the  in i t ia t ion  of  nualebr ww b y  mieaalaulation,  mlsinterprutation  or
accident and reference was made to the activation of R t:hird
direat-communications system between the two major nuclear-weapon StaLea and
to their agreements on the establishment of nuclear-risk reduation centres
(CD/814 and 815) and on the notifiaation of launches of intercontinental snd
submarine-launahed bollietic mieeilee  (CD/845 and 847).

74, One nuclear -weapon State, not belonging to any group, believed that the
effeative prevention of nuclear war called for a stable international
anvironment. It believed that to safeguard peeae and security it wae
imperative to oppose hegb!U@!is~~apil  power politics, check aggreesion and
axpension  and eliminate regional trouble spots. It was of the view that irll
aountries should honour the prinaiples of mutual reepeat for sovereignty and
terr.torinl integrity,  mutual  non-aggression, non-interference in eaah other ‘a
internal  affairo,  eguality and mutual  benefit ,  and peaaeful  cosristenae.  It
underlined that all countries should respect and observe the Charter of the
United Nations and renounce the use or threat of force in international
relations and settle disputes by peaceful means. I t  reaalled that  i t  had
always held that the fundemental way to the eliminatio?  of the nuclear threat
and the prevention of nuclear w&r lay in the complete prohibition t ld total
destruction of all nuclear weapons, It held that the two major nuclear Powers
bear a epeaial  responeibility  towards the prevention of nuclear war. I n  i t s
view, to reduce the danger of a nuclear war and create oonditions  for its
complete elimination, all nuclear-weapon States should undertake not to be the
first to use nuclear weapons in any circumstances and should unconditionally
pledge not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon Itates or nuclear-weapon-free #ones and, on this bilcie, en
internak.ional  aoavention  prohibiting the use of nuclear weapons should be
concluded, with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States. I t  further
aonsidered  that,  alo:lg  with the prevention nf nuclear war,  conventional  w&re
should also be prevented, It  noted,  in particular,  that the outbreak of a
conventional war in areas with a high aonaentration of nuclear and
conventional weapons, involved the danger of escalation into a nuclear war.
Therefore, it considered that the two military blocs should reach agreement on
the drastio reduation of their conventional armed forces and armaments.

75, The item on the agenda entitled “Chemical weapons” was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its progremme  of work, during the periods
14-25 March and 15-19 Auguet 1988.

76. The list of new docunente  presented to the Conference under the agenda
item is contained in the report submitted uy the M..W Committee referred to
in the following paragraph.

77, At its 483rd plenary meeting, on 20 September 1988, the Conference
adopted the report of the AB Committne re-eetablished by the Conference
under the agenda item at its 438th plenary meeting (see para. 9 above). That
report (CD/874) is  an integral  past of  thio report  and reads as  follows1

-33-



1’ I , INTRODUCTION

"I * At its 438th plenary meeting on 9 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmexnent  adopted the following decision on the re-establishment of the
Ad&z9 Committee on Chemical Weapons (CD/805)r

‘The Conferenae on Disarmament, keeping in mind that the negotiation
of a Convention should proceed with a view to its final elaboration at
the  ear l i e s t  poseible da te , in accordance with United Nations Oeneral
Assembly resolution 42137  A, and in discharging its responsibility to
conduct as a priority task the negotiations on a multilateral convention
on th? complete and affective prohibition of the development, production
and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction, and to
ensure the preparation of the convention, decides to r-e-establish,  in
accordance with its rules of procedure, for the duration of its
1988 eeseion,  the 8&&C Committee to continue the full and complete
process o f  negot ia t ions , developing and working out the convention,
except  for  i t s  f ina l  draf t ing , taking ixlto account al l  exist ing proposals
and drafts ae well as future init iat ives  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
negotiat ions, should be recorded in the report which this M_Han
Committoe  will submit to the Conferenae at the end of the second pal t of
i ts  1988 sess ion.

‘The Conferexrce further decides that trio 8&m Committee will
report to the Conference on the progreae  of its work before the
conclusion of the f irst  part  of i t s  1988 eeeeion,  in view of  the
convening of the Third Specfal Gessfon  of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to
disarmament. ’

“II L ORQANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

“2 . At its 438th plenary meeting on 9 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Bogumil Gujka  of Poland as Chairman of the
A&JQJE Committee. Mr. Abdelkader Benemail, Senior Political Affairs Officer
of the Department for Disarmament. Affairs, continued to serve BR Secretary of
the &BQ.G Committee,

II 3. The &d.R~.c.  Committee held 21 meetings from 12 February
to 12 Septombsr  1988, I n  additian, the Chairman held a number of
informal con8ultation8  with doloqatione.

“4 . At  the ir  requeet, the representetivcs  of  the fol lowing States  not  members
of  the Conferenc? part ic ipated in the work of  the Ad.R.oc Commitkee; Austt-  la,
Denmark, Qreece, Finlarkl,  Ireland, New Zealand, Norwey,  Port.uqnI,  Spin,
Turkey, Switzsrlend and Zimbabwa.
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"5, In accordance with the above-mentioned  decision (CD/805),  the Ad
Committee presented to the Conference a Special Report in view of the
convedng of the Third Special Session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to
disarmament (CD/831 and Corr.1) which contained an account of the work done by
the A&.&G  Committee since the Second Special Session of the Qeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament in 1982.

“6 e During the 1988 seanion, the following official documents dealing with
chemical weapons were presented to the Conference on Disarmament.

- CD/789, dated 16 December 1987, entitled “Letter dated 16 December 1987
from the Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics addressed
to the President of the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting a Working
Paper entitled, ‘Information on the presentation at the Shikhany Military
Facility of standard chemical munitions and of technology for the destruction
of chlemical weapons at a mobile unit “‘.

- CD/790, dated 13 January 1988, entitled “Letter dated 12 January 1908
froa the Representat.ive  of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, addressed
to the President of the Conference on Diearmament, tranemitting  the tent of
the Statement by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics of 26 December 1907”.

- CD/791 (also  issued a8 CD/CW/WP.lBJ),  dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled “Verification of
non-production” t the case for &Jug. checks”.

- CD/792 (also iesued as CD/CW/WP.184),  dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of  the Federal  Republic of  Qermany,  entit led “Super-toxic
lethal chemicals (STLCs)”  .

- CD/795, dated 29 January 1988, entitled “Report of the &&.tipc  Committee
on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament on itip work during the
period 12-29 January 1988”.

- CD/802 (also issued as C!D/CW/WP.lBB),  dated 5 February 19881, submitted
by the delegation of the United States of America, entitled “Threshold for
monitoring chemical activities not prohibited by a convention”,

- CDi805, dated 9 February 1988, entitled “Decision on the Re-establishment
of the A&_Hpr; Committee on Chemical Weapons”.

- CD/808 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.188),  dated 19 February 1988, entitled,
“Letter dated 18 February 1988 from the Representative of the Union of Soviet
Social ist  Republics , addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament, transmitting a document entitlsd ‘Memorandum on multilateral data
exchange in connection with tho elaboration of a conventicn on the complete
and genera!.  prohIbition  and destruction of chemical weapons (proposnl  hy
the USSR 1 ’ ‘I.

-i?5-



- CD/809 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.189), dated 26 February 1988, submitted
by the delegation of Argentina, entitled "Assistance for protection against
chemical weapons".

- CD/812, dated 4 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the German
Democratic Republic, entitled "Chemical Weapons Convention: The Executive
Council: composition, size, decision-making and other procedural matters".

- CD/821 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.196), dated 29 March 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled "Letter
dated 28 March 1988 from the representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics to the President of the Conference on Disarmament transmitting a
text of the Statement of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the USSR on
16 March 1988".

- CD1822 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.197), dated 29 March 1988, submitted by
the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and Italy, entitled "The
order of destruction of chemical weapons".

- CD/823, dated 31 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of Canada,
entitled "Chemical Weapons Convention: Factors involved in determining
verification inspectorate personnel and resource requirements"'.

- CD/826, dated 11 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of the Federal
Republic of Germany, entitled "Note from the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany evoked by the recent reports about the use of chemical
weapons in the war between Iraq and Iran".

- CD/827, dated 12 April 1988, entitled "Letter dated 11 April 1988 from
the Permanent Representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament, containing the list of occasions
of use of chemical weapons by Iraq against Iran from January 1981 to
March 1988".

- CD/828, dated 12 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of the Federal
Republic of Germany, entitled "Provisions of data relevant to the chemical
weapons convention".

- CD/830 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.201), dated 19 April 1988, entitled
"Letter dated 18 April 1988 from the Representative of the United States of
America addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting the text of a document entitled 'Information presented to the
visiting Soviet delegation at the Tooele Army Depot, 18-21 November 1987"'.

- CD/831 and Corr.1, dated 20 April 1988, entitled "Special Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament".

- CD/843, dated 25 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of Finland,
entitled "Letter dated 21 July 1988 addressed to-the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Charge d'affaires a.i. of Finland
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trentimittiny  YI document sntitlacl, ‘Standard Operating Procedureo for the
Ver i f i ca t ion  o f  Chemica l  Diearmament! D.1, A Proposal for Procedure6
Supporting the Rnf’ersnce Database ‘I’.

C D / 0 4 9  (also i s s u e d  a s  CD/C.W/WP.205),  dIrtted 2 8  J u l y  l!l88, submitted  b y
tha delegation of the United States of America,  ant.itled “Destruction of
Chemicr\l  Weapons Production Facilitias”.

- CD/854, dat;sd  8 A u g u s t  1 9 8 8 , submitted by the delegation of Australia,
entitled “Latter dated 8 August 1980 from the Permanent Representative of
Australia sddressed  to the Secretary-Qeneral of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting a statement by Mr, Bill Hayden M.P., Australian Mid ister for
Foreign Affairs end Trade, dated 5 August, on the subject of the use of
chemical weapons in the Gulf War”.

- CD/il56,  dated 17 August 1.988, submitted by the delegation of the United
Kingdom of Qx:eat  Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled “Working paper: Paat
production of chemical warfare agents in t.he United Kingdom”.

- CD/057, dated 12 August  1988, submitted by the delegation of Norway,
entitled “Letter dated 12 August 1908 addresaad  to the President of the
Conference on Dicarmameat  from the Chargt$  d’affaires  a.i. of Norway
transmitting a Research Report entitled ‘Verification of a Chemical Weapons
Convention I Developmoxrt of Proceduree  for Verification of Alleged Wee of
Chemical Warfare Ayexrts, Part, VII”‘,

- CD/8Gl, dated 22 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of Norway,
enti t led “Verif icat ion of  al leged UQ~ of  chemical  weapona”,

- CD/BBS, dated  30  August  1908, submitted by the delegation of Canada,
entitled “Letter dated 29 August 1988, addressed to the Secretary-General of
the Conference of Disarmament, from the Deputy Representative of Csnada  to the
Conference on Disarmament., tronsmittiny Compendin  comprising plenary
otetoments  and working papers relnting to chemical weaponfl  from the 1987
session  of the Conference on Diearmament”.

.- CD/869 (aleo issued HB CD/CW/WP.ZlO),  dated 6 September 1988,  submitted
by the delogntivn  of the Federal Republic VE Glormany, ontitlod  “Verif icat ion
of non-production of chemical  wnnyoxro  I ad ~Q.G checks”.

- CD/871  ( a l s o  i s s u e d  a s  CD/CW/WP,212),  dated 1 2  S e p t e m b e r  1988,  submitted
by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic, entitled “Chom.ir*nl
weEIpons  coxlvont.  Lur1 I prov1.dvn  o f  dntn rnlovnnt. t.a t.he chsmian1  woolbonn
cvnvsntian” .



Conference on Diearmament  transmitting a statement made in Canberra on
9 September 1988 by the Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade,
Senator Jereth Ikane, on the reported use of chemical weapons dtgainnt Kurdish
tribes in Northern Iraq”.

- CD/873, dated 12 September 1988, submitted by the delegation of Finland,
entitled “Letter dated 2 September 1986 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of Finland
transmitting a doaument entitled ‘Computer-aided teahniques for the
verif icat ion of chemical  diflarmamentr E. 1 verification database”‘,

“7 . In addition, the following Working Papers were presented to the A&.&G
Committees

- CD/CW/WP.182,  dated 15 January 1908, eubmitted by the delegation of
Mongolia, entitled “Order of deetruction of chemical weapons stocks”.

- CD/CW/WP,183  (also issued as CD/791), dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of  the Federal  Republic  of  Qermany,  ent i t led “Verif icat ion of
non-production1 t h e  cane f o r  whpg checka”,

- CD/CW/WP.184  (aLso iseued aa CD/792), da ted  25  January  1988,  submit ted  by
the delegation of the Federal Republic! of Germany,  entitled “Super-toxic
lethal  chemicals  (STLCe)“.

- CD/CW/WP.185,  dated 27 January 1988, entitlea “Draft  Report of  the A&&G
Committee on Chemiaal Weapone to the Conference on Disarmament on ite work
during the period 12-29 January 1988”.

- CD/CW/WP.186  (aleo issued a8 CD/S02), dated 5 February 1988,  eubmittsd by
thl! de l egat ion  o f  tho  Uni ted  S ta tes  o f  America,  ent i t l ed  “Threaholde for
monitoring chemical activitieo  not prohibited by a convention”.

- CD/CW/WY.187, dated 12 February 1988 entitlad, “Working Paper presented
by the Chairman1 outline for the organisation and programme of work of l;he
Ad. Committee on Chemical Weirgone  for the first part of the 1388 wwaion”.

- CD/CW/WP.lElB  (a l so  iseued aa CD/SOti), da ted  19  February  1988 ,  entitLecl,
“Letter dated 16 February 1988 from the Repreeontativs of t-he Union of Soviet
Social ist  Republics , addreeeed  to  the President of  the Conference  on
Diearmament, tranemitting  a document entitled ‘Memorandum on multilateral date
exchange in connection with the elaboration of a convention on the complete
and general prohibition and deetruction of chemical waRpanti  (proposcnl by the
USSR) ’ “1

- CD/CW/WP,  181) (el.eo .lesueU CM CD/8OY),  dated 2 6  February  19Rfl, ~uulmJ.t,t;sdl
by the delegation of! Argentina, entitled “AEA~R~~Ic~~  for prot:ac!t.ion  uqn111at.
chemical wQap~~nti”.
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- CD/CW/WT,IOO,  da ted  9  MPrrah 1981, submit ted  by  the  de legat ion  o f  I ta ly ,
entitled “Convention on (:hemioel Weapone 1 Borne remark6  on thn toxicity index
( L D  S O )  choaerr r*u paramst:ar  Lv .idantiPy chemicala  n o t  l i s t e d  i n  8chadulee  [l],
[2] o r  131".

- CD/CW/WP.lDl,  dateA 11 March 1088, submitted by the delegation of  the
Federal Republ  .i (! nf Oormany, entitilad “Some aspocte of a challenge inspection
r8gima”.

- CD/CW/WP. 192, datad 11 March 1908, trubmitted  by the delegation  of the
Federal  Republic  of  [;lermany, entit led “Non-production1 Annex to
Article  VI (11”.

- CD/CW/WP.193,  dated 10 March 1988, oubmitted by the delegation of
Auetria, entitnloel “ A r t i c l e  VI”,

- CD/CW/WP.lYQ,  datod 18 March 1988, submitted by the t.¶elegation  of the
Qerman DemvCrAtiC Republic, entitltzd “ChtNniCAl weapons aonventionr provisions
to  enoure tho confidential i ty  of  informat,ion  provided in  connection with
vurif  ication act iv i t ies” ,

- CD/CW/WP.195,  dated 22 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Qerman Democratic Republic, entitled “Artinle VII Rdgime f o r  chemicels i n
Schedule [ 13”.

- CD/CW/WP.196  (alao isouod aa CD/821), Hated  29  March  1988 ,  en t i t l ed
“Letter datetl 20 March 1988 from the representative of the Union of soviet
Soaialiet  Republics to the Preuidont of tho Cvnfarenco on Diearmament
tranemitting a text of the Statement of tho Ministry of Foreign AffAirs of the
UBSR on 16 March 1988”.

- CD/CW/WP.S97  (also issued 80 CD/822), <flat@&  29 March 1988,  submitted by
the delsyetiona  of the Federal Nopublic  of Oormany and Italy, entitlad “The
order of Qeutruction  of! ohemical  wonpons”.

- CD/CW/WP.l98,  dabed 5 Apri l  1988,  submitted by the delegaticn  of  the
BormAn  Democratic Republic, entitled “Chemical Weapone Convention8 on-6 1 te
inepectbbtl o n  chnllonga .. guidel ines on tho International  Insprotorateq’,

- CD~CW/WY,199,  dated 7 April  19ll%, submitted by the Qolsgetion of  France,
entit led “Security et:.ocksl propoRed  amendmsnta”,

.- CD/CW/WP.%OO,  &tad :15 A p r i l  :11)88, ontitled “Draft  Special  Report.  of  tho
A,&.&vc  Committao  on Chamicnl Waupons  to the Cvnforonce on DienrmaPnent”.
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- CD/CW/WP.%O%,  d a t e d  8 J u l y  19aI3,  entil:lad “Praqrme se wark  f o r  tha
oeaond part of the 19BR session’11

.- CD/CW/WP.  2 0 3 ,  d a t e d  If) Ju ly  1000, submitted by the delegation of the
Netherlands, ent i t l ed  ~‘Provi~ion  o f  da ta  re levant  to  the  ahomioal  weapona
aonvention”.

- CD/CW/WP.204,  d a t e d  1 9  J u l y  l(ftIR, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic; of Qermany, entit led “Verif iaat ion of non-produotion of
ahemiaal weapons : ‘8amgle Naw, Analyse Later’ ( UNALl) aystclm  J!or  t h e
retrosgeotivo v e r i f i c a t i o n  o f  non-produation”,

- CD/CW/WP.205  ( a l e s  i s s u e d  a s  CD/R48), d a t e d  2 8  J u l y  1908,  oubmitted  b y
the delegation of the United dtetes of Ameriaa, entitled “Daetruation  of
Chsmiael  Weapons Production Facilities”,

.” CD/CW/WP.206,  dated 10 August 1988, uubmitted  by the deleyation  of  the
United Kingdom of Qreat  Britain and Northurn Ireland, entitled “Provision of
data relevant to the Chsmiaal Weapans  Convention”,

-- CD/CW/WP.207,  deed 10 August 1988, submitted by tho delegation of the
Federal Ropublia of Qermany, ent i t l ed  “Provieion  o f  drta re levant  to  the
Chemical Weapon0  Convention”,

- CD/CWlWP.  208, dated 28 August 1968, submitted by the delegation off tha
Uerman Demooratiu  Regublie, ontitlod “Outline of a manual Par the acttivitios
of  inspeators nonduating inepsetiona  under Artiols IX oJ! tha Convention",

d CD/CW/WP.209,  dated  1  loptombor  XYBR, ent i t l ed  “Draf t  Report  o f  tho
um Committee on Chemical Wonpona  to the CenJ!orenoe  on Diesrmwwtl',

- CD/CW/WP.210  (alma ioeuscl a s  CD/869), d a t e d  8 Beytsmber  1980,  s u b m i t t e d
b y  t h o  Ualogation  o f  t h e  Fadaral Hepublic! o f  Clermany,  antitled “Vsrifiaatiun
of' non-production of ohemioal weapono  1 ad Run oheak6”.

- CD/CW/WP.211,  d a t e d  7  Beptembor  19811, submitted by the delrgation  of the
Union of  Boviot Socialist  Rnyublics, ont.itled “Aaaoaament  OAI t h e  FrenuJt
propoeal  on eecuri ty stocke”.

- CD/CW/WP,212  (a l so  ieoued era  CU/871), QlrteQ 12  September  1906, submit ted
by  tho  de l ega t ion  o f  tha Qerman  Damoaratie  RePublie,  ent i t l ed  “Chrmiaal
woapono c.onvent ion 1 p r o v i s i o n  o f  data rolrrvant,  t o  the ahamiual  weagona
convsnt.1  on”.
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"III. SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1988 SESSION

"8 . In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee continued the
negotiation and further elaboration of the convention. In so doing, it
utiliaed Appendices I, II and III of CD/795 (Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons on its work during the period 12-29 January 1988), Appendices
I and II of CD/831 and Corr.1 (Special Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on
Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament), as well as other proposals
presented by the Chairma::  of the Committee and by delegations.

"9. The Committee agreed to deal with all the Articles of the draft
convention as follows:

"Cluster I:
- Article I: General provisions on scope
- Article II: Definitions and criteria

*'Cluster II:
- Article III: Declarations
- Article IV: Chemical weapons
- Article V: Chemical weapons production facilities
- Article X: Assistance

0 uster III:
- Article VI: Activities not prohibited by the convention
- Article XI: Economic and technological development

” 1Custer
- Article VII: National implementation measures
- Article VIII: The Organieation
- Article IX: Consultations, co-operation and fact-finding

"Cluster V:
- Article XII: Relation to other international agreements
- Article XIII: Amendments
- Article XIV: Duration, withdrawal
- Article XV: Signature, ratification, entry into force
- Article XVI: Languages
- Preamble

"To this end, it was agreed that Group A, under the Chairmanship of
Mr. Andrej Cima of Czechoslovakia, would deal with Articles VI and XI; that
Group B, under the Chairmanship of Mr. Pablo Macedo of Mexico, would deal with
Articles I, II, III, IV, V and X: and that Group C, under the Chairmanship of
Mr. Sadaaki Numata of Japan, would deal with Articles VII, VIII and IX. The
Chairman of the Ad Committee conducted open-ended consultations aimed at
the elaboration of Articles XII, XIII, XIV, XV XVI and the Preamble. Under
the auspices of the Ad Hoc Committee, and at the request of the Ad Hoc
Committee Chairman, Ambassador Rolf Ekeus of Sweden held informal, open-ended
consultations to prepare the ground for multilateral trial inspections in the
chemical industry.

-41-



“IV. C0RCLUs’.0t?S  AND RECOMMEND~~TIONS

“10, - &/panb)t.x_;li  represents the present stage of elaboration of the
provisions of the draft Convention.

- BOpBW contains papers reflecting the results  of work undertaken
so far OH issues under the Convention. They are enclosed as a basis for
future work,

“11, The u-9 Committee recommends to the Conference on Disarmamentr

“(a) that lppendix  I to this Report be used for further negotiation and
draf t ing  o f  Lhe \ Jnventionr

“(b) that ether documents reflecting the results  of  the work of  the
~Jiu.c committee, as contained in Appendix II to this Report, together with
other relevant present and future documents of the Conference, also be
utilised in the further negotiation and elaboration ?f the Convention;

“(c) that the Committee will further examine in full the question of
undiminfshsd  security during the destruction period,  starting with the
inter-sessions1  work in 1988. Such further eraminpcion  should include the
qrrestion of the proper place in the text of the Convention for provisions
concerning this  iesuo. To this end, some material relevant to the issue is
reproduced in Appendix III, on t.he understanding that it does not conslAt.-lte  s
precedent for future reports.

“(d) that work on the Convention, under the Chairmanship of
Ambassador 8. Sujka of Poland, be resumed es followsr

l’(i) that, in preparation for the resumed session, open-ended
consultations  of the P&L&c Committee bs held between
29 November and 15 December 1988 including, when necessary,
meetings with ful l  service&i;

“( i i )  that  the  A$Jnr: Committx.J  ho ld  CI seseion o f  l imi ted  durat ion
during the period 17 January to 3 Februsry 1989.

“(e) that the A&Hoc.  Committee be ro-established  at the outset of the
1989  session  an’ that the decision on Chairmanship and mandate of the
A&.&c Committee be taken at the beginning of the reconvening of the
Conference i:~ 1989.

“(f) that the Conference approve the following procedure for the
prep-ration of reports on the chemical weapons negotiationgr

“Documents ahall only ba list.ed in reports tag the United Nations
General Asssmbiy. h(o document shall be listed i.n more than one such
repor:. .
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“R&&xminaQ to aat with a view to aahieving effrative progrroc  towards
general end complete disarmament under striat and effective international
control,  including the prohibition and elimination of a11 type of weapons of
ma88 deetruction,

@I- to oontribute to the realimation of the Purposes and prinaiples
of the Charter of the United Nationa,

“l@r&u that the Qeneral Aseembly of the United Nations Osganination
has repeatedly condemned all aotiohs aontrary to the prinaiplss  and objeativec
of the Protocol for Prohibitioc  of the Use in War of Aoghyxiating,  Pofsonoue
or Other Qases, and of Bacterjo;agica,l Methods of Warfare, eigned  at Qmeva on
17 June 1925,

“RQQm that the Convention reaffirms prinoiples  and objeativeo of
and obligations asoumed  under the Qeneva  Protoao1 of 17 June 1925, and the
Convantion on the Prohibition of the Development, Produatioa and Stookailing
of Elacteriologiaal (Biological)  anJ Toxin Weapone  and on their Destruation
signed at I,ondon,  Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

“Ev the objective aontainsd in Article S.X of file Convention
on the Prohlbition of the Development, Produation  and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction,

‘Q,QL~ fo r  the Pako  of all  mankind,  to oompletely  sxalude tha
poseibility  o f  t h e  uue o f  ahemiaal weapon@, through the implementation of the
provisiona of this Convsntlon, thereby complementing the obligatlono  assumed
under the Geneva  Protocol of June 1925,

18C~werinu  that the aohievements  in the firld of ahomiatry ohould hr,
ueed exelueively for the benefit:  of mankind,

“Cm that the aomplete  and effective prohibit ion of  the
devslogment,  production and stockpiling of chemiaal  weapons,  and their
daotruct ion ,  ropresonts a  neces sary  steg towardo the  auhievement  o f  those
common objectivse.

“We..mrmd  ae fol lows I

“11 6ome d e l e g a t i o n s  coneider  tnat the t.ext,n cont.aincad  i n  the ~r~runbls
require  further coneideration.
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II I . QENERAL  PROVISIONS  ON lCOPE A/ 21

“1 . Each State Party undertake8 not to1

develop,  produae, otherwies aoquire! etoakgile  o r  r e t a i n  ahemical
wexpon~, o r  tranefer,  direatly or indireotly,  ohemiaal  weapon6  t o
anyone.

“2 . Eaoh State Party undertakes not tor

aesist, anoourage or induce, in any wayr anyone to engage in
activities prohibited to Parties under thie Convention,

‘*J,/ One delegation pointrd aut, in  CD/CW/WP,199  o f  7  Apr i l  1986, the
preoccupying effects, in ita view, on the eeaurity of State8 deriving from the
very large disproportion, during the transit ional  period,  between exist ing
chenioal weapone oapabilitiee  . In this  oontext ,  i t  reoal led ite opinion that
i t  ie neceeeary  to  prov ide  for  the  poeeibility,  fo  the  Statec whiah wish to
do 80, to eetablieh, upon entry into foroe of the Convention and until the end
of the lo-year period, a  t rane i tory  r6gime organilting  a  l imi ted  secur i ty  etock
which would be destroyed during the laet two ysare. The building up and the
maintenance An good oonclition  of thic stoak wou?d  be eneured by one oingle
pl’oduction  faci l i ty  attached to i t ,  plaoed under international control ,  end
destroyed during the ninth year.

“21 Other delegations stressed that,  in their  view, the continuation of
the production of chomioal wea>one nfter the entry into force sf the
Convention would have preoccupying  effects from the point of view both of the
epread oC chemical weapone and of ‘:he dietortion  of  the very object ive of  the
Convention. As t.c\ the disproportion between existing chemical weapone
cepabilitiee, the solution would be,  in their  view, the strict  implementation
of the Convention’e  provis ions concerning the declarations,  verif icat ion,
continuoue  monitoring of etocka, their subsequent destruction on11  the
cessation of the production f5f chomicnl weaponrt  from t:he beg~nt~lt~~.
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“3 . Each Btate Party undsrtakee not to uoe chemical wbqonOl A/ 21

“4 , [Each State Party undertakes not to [conduat other activitieo in
preparation for UIST of ahsmical weapons] [engage in any military preparations
for use of chemioal  weapona]. ]

“5 * Eaoh State  Party undertakea  to  destroy chemioal  weagot~e  whioh are in its
poesession  or under ita [jurisdiation  or’]  control ,  a/

"8 I Eaah State Party undertakes to deetroy  chemical weapone production
faci l i t ies  which are in Ite poeeession  or under its  [juriediation  or]  control ,

“11 I t  ie u n d e r o t o o d  t h a t  thic provicion  ia c l o r r l y  linkotl  t o  t h r
definition of chemical weapons in another part of the Convention, the final
formulation of which ilo yet to be rrgroea  upon. It ie also underotood that
thie provis ion does not  apply to the uee of  torio chemioalr  and thrir
yreoureora for permitted purposes still to be defined and to be provided for ’
in the Convention. Thie provieion ia aleo olocely  l i n k e d  t o  a  provision i n
the Convention  to be agreed upon relating to reeervationur

“21 The queetlon of  herbioides ie eubjeot to  ongoing coneultatione,
The 1988 Chairman of theae open-ended ounsultationa  has euggsoted the
following formulation for a provision on herbicidea “Each State Party
undertakee not t.o we herbicidee  ae a method of warfare) such a prohibit ion
should not preclude any other use of herbicidae”.

“.$/  The view wag expressed that  the application of  this provieion to the
destruction of diecovered old chemical weapons needs to be further diacuetled,
Anothar view wae expreewd that the application of  this  provieicn  AO~A not
6110~ Eor any exceptions.
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“11, DEPINIT%ON$  AND CRITERIA

Vor the purposes of this Conventicnr

“1 ,A/ The term ‘8ahemiaal  weapons” shall  apply to the fol lowing,  togethsr
or separatelya 21

‘l(i) toxic  chemioals ,  including super-toxio lethal  chemioals ,  other
lethal chemicals, other harmful chemioals and their preoursors,
including key precursors [and key components of binary and/or
multicomponent chemioal systems for chemioal wenpons],  31 except
such chemioals intended for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention as long as the typee and quantities involved are
oonslstent with such purposesr

“(ii) munit ions and devices , speoifically  designed to oause death or other
harm through the toxic properties of those toxio chemionls,  as
referred to above, whiah would be released as a result of the
employment of suoh munitions and devicasr

“11 The definitions of ahemical weapons are presented on the
understanding that problems related to irritants used for law enforoement and
riot  control , and also to chemicals  intended to enhan% the effect  of  the uss
of ohemicsl  weapons if their inolusion in the Convmtion is agreed oould be
handled outside the definitions of chemioal weapons if this will result in a
more clear and understan+lable  definition. Preliminary suggestions to solve
these problems are given below and consultations on them will be continued.

“a/ One delegation expressed its reservation on the present formulation
of the definition of chemical weapons and on the terminology used in (i) that
faiha to ref lect  the general  purpose criterion.

“a/ Some delegat ions oonsfder  that further del iberation is  required in
order to clarif;y at a later stage of the negotiations the implioations of this
definition Sor othor parts of the Convention. This  applies  to  other relevant
parts of the Appendix. Other delegations con6ider  that key oomponent of
binary and/or multicomponent ahemical  system for ahomical weapons means8  a
component which poses a special risk to the objectives of the Convention as it
can be an integral part in a chemical weapons munition or device and can form
toxic chemicals at the moment of their employment and possesses the following
charaoteristics~ (a) reacts (in.,eraots)  rapidly with other component(s) of
binary and/or  multicomponent chemical system during the munition’s Plight to
the target  and gives  a  high yield of  f inal  toxic  ct tmicalr  (b) ploys an
important role in determining the toxic  properties of the final product;
(c) may not be used, or be used only in minimal quantities, for permitted
purposes;  (d) possesses  ths stskil!ty  necessary for long-term storeqe.
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“(iii)  any  equipment  spec i f i ca l ly  deeigned for  uwt direc t ly  in  conneation
with the employment of such munitions or daviceer

[The term “aherniae  we~lpona’~ shbll not  apply to those ohemiaalo
which are not super-toxia lethal, or other lethe chemiaalo  and
whict are approved by the Consultative  Committee for uee by a Party
for domestic law enforcement and domestic riot aontrol purposes.]

[States  Part ies  agree not  to  [develop,  praduoe,  stoukpile  or]
utilise for ahsmicrl  weapona  ahemicale intended to mhanae  the
effeat o f  t h e  use o f  suoh weapon@,]

“12, “Toxio ahemiaals”  merins  I

ahemiaale [however or wherever they are produced], [whether produced in
plants, munitions or elsewhere) [regardless of the method snd pattern of
production] whoee  toxia properties aan be utilised to oauee death or temporary
or permanent harm, to man ur animals involvinga]

“[2. ‘Toxic ohemiaale  I moan8  l

any ahem.\cal, regardless of its origin or method of produation which
through ite ahemiaal aation on life proceaoss  aan  aauoe death, temporary
inaapaaitation, or permanent harm to man or animale

l’T~xi~  ahemicale are divided into the following aatsgorise:)

“(0) I euper-toxic  lethal  chsmicalc  I, which have a median lethal doee
which ie less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg  (cubautaneour administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m 3 (by inhalation) when meaeured by an agreed method 11 eet
forth in . . . 21

“lb) ‘other lethal ahemicale’, which have a median lethal dose which ir
greater than 0.6 mg/kg (eubcuteneoud administration) or 2,000 mg-minim3  (by
inhalation) and lest than or equal  to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneouo  adminietration)
or 20,000 mg-minim 3 (by inhalation) whnn measured by an agreed  method oet
forth in . . . 21

“l(C) ‘other harmful chemicale’, being any [toxic] chemicals not covered
by (a) or (b) above, [including toxic chemicals which normally cautie temporary
incapacitation rather than death] [at eimilar doses to those at which
ouper-toxic  lothal chemicale  cause death].]

“A/ It was noted that after such measurements had actually been
perfortnod, the figuree mentioned in this and the following section might: be
subject to alight champs  in order to cover eulphur muster-d  gas under the
f irst  category.

‘I.21 Recommended procedures for toxicity  AetnrminationR ~ILW cwnl:nineil  in
pages 138-142 of thin dor!ument.
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"[and 'other harmful chemicals' has a median lethal dose which is greater
than 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-minim3 (by
inhalation) +I

"3 . 'Purposes not prohibited by the Convention' means:

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

"(b) protective purposes, namely those purposes directly related to
protection against chemical weapons: 11

"4. 'Precursor' means:

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

“ta) ‘Key Precursor' means:

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

"It may possess [possesses] the following characteristics:

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

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

"[(iii) it may [is] not be used, or [is] used only in minimal quantities,
for permitted purposes.] 21

"Key precursors 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] [guidelines].

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

"2/ The position of this paragraph should be decided in relation to how
some  chemicals, for instance, isopropylalcohol, are dealt with in the
Convention.
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“Chemicals which are not key precursors but are deemed to pose a [threat]
[particular risk] with regard to a Chemical Weapons Convention should be
included in 6 liet.

“[(b) Key component of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems For
chemical weapons means81

‘*[a key precursor which forms a toxic chemical in the binary or
multicomponent weapons munition or dsvice and which has the following
addit ional  characteristicb  (to  be elaborated)r]

“5 1 The term ‘chemical weapons production facility’8  11

“(a) means any equipment, as well as any building housing such equipment,
that was designed, constructed or used since 1 January 19468

(i) as  part  of the stage in the production of  chemicals  (‘f inal
technological stage’) where the material flows would contain,
when the equipment is in operation, any Schedule [l] chemical,
or any other chemical that has no use for permitted purposes
above . . . kilograms per year but can be used for chemical
weapons purposes) 21 or

( i i )  for  fill,43 chemica l  weapons .  11

“(b) does not  include any faci l i ty  with an annual  capacity for synthesis
of chemicals specified in suhparagraph (a) (i) above that is less than
(l,OOO-2,000]  k i lograms .  Q/ S/

_,_.__..-  .- _-_

“1/ A view was expressed that this definition may need to be reviewed to
take into account further elaboration of Article VI.

“2/ Any such chemical should be included in a relevant schedule of
chemicals in the convention.

“a/ The f i l l ing of  chemical  weapons includes,  malial

- the f i l l ing of  Schedule 1 chemicals  into munit ions,  devices,  or bulk
storage containers:

- the filling of chemicals into containers which form part of assembled
binary munitions and devices and into chemical submunitions which
form part of assembled unitary munitions and devices)

- the loading of the containers and chemical submunitions into the
respective munitions and devices.

“4, The disposit ion of  such faci l i t ies  should be decided in the context
of Articles III and VI of the Convention,

“.s/ This threshold should be decided once an agreed definition for the
term “capac i t.y” has been developed. Furt-her  work is necdt~d OII it , t.i\k i tiq i 111 (1
account, i.nte.r alia, t h e  r e p o r t .  nn how Lo define prOduc*tioIl  (*il1l;-l"it)
reproduced in Appendix IL.
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“(0) does  not inaluds the s ingle small-saale  production faci l i ty  provided
under the Annex to Article VI [l] of the Convention.

“III I DRCLARATImS  A/

I‘ 1, Eaah State Party shall submit to the Consktative  Committee, not later
than 30 days after the Convontion enters into force for it, the following
dealarations  I

“(a)

“(1)

“ ( i i )

“ ( i i i )

“(b)

“(1)

“ ( i i )

“ ( i i i )

whether it has any ahemical  weapons under its jurisdiction or
contro l  21 anywhere1

whether it has on its territory any chemical weapons under the
jurisdict ion or control  of others, including a Stat8 not Party to
the Convention)

whether it has transferred or received any chemical weapons and
whether it has transferred to or received from anyone the control
over such weapons since (1 January 19461 [26 March 1975J.

Pro-n FW

Whether  it has any chemical weapons production facilities under its
jurisdict ion or control  anywhere or has had such faci l i t ies  at  any
t ime since [l.l.l946]r

whether it has any chemical weapons production facilities on its
territory under the jurisdiction or control  of  others,  including a
State not  Party to this  Convention,  tbr has had such faci l i t ies  at
any time since [1.1.1946];

whether it has transferred or received any equipment for the
production of Ch8miCal  weapons [and documentation relevant to th8
production of chemical weapons] since [1.1.1946],  and whether it has
transferred to, or received from, anyone the control of such
equipment [and documentation].

“2, The view was 8Xpr8Ss8d that the Anne?  to this  Article  needs to be
reviewed.

“a/ I t  i s  agreed  that  the  concept  o f  ‘ jur i sd ic t ion  or  contro l ’  requires
additional discussion and elaboration. To facjlitate work on the issue an
Informal discussion-paper dated 20 March 1987 was prepared, on the request of
the Chairman of the Committee, by Dr. Bolewski  (Federal Republic of G8rmany),
Dr. Se&&i (Hungary) and Mr. Effendi (Indonesia).
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“The preciee l o c a t i o n , nature and general acope of activities of any
faci l i ty  and eetablirhment 21 on ite territory or under itr jurirdiction  or
under its control  arrywhers 31 designed,  conetruated or uerd since [1.1,46] for
development of chemical weaponb, inter al& laboratories and tert and
evaluation eitee.

II 2. Each State Party making affirmative rtatements  in regard to any of the
provisions under subparagraphs la and lb of thir Artfale rhall carry out all
relevant meaeurea  envisaged in any or all of Articles IV and V.

“A/ One delegation held the view that theee provisiona  do not apply to
the production faci l i ty  attached to the securi ty etockpile  a8 def ined in
document CD/CW/WP.199.

“21 The scope of the phraee ‘any faci l i ty  and establ ishment is  to  be
clarified and an appropriate formulation found.

“31 I t  i s  agreed  that  the  concept  of ‘on its  territory or under its
juriediction  or under its control anywhere’ requires addit ional  discussion and
elaboration.
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“IV, CHEMICAL WEAPONS fi/

"1‘ The provisions of this article and i ts Anner shall apply to any and all
ahemicrl weapons under the jurisdictjon  or control of a State Party, regardless
of location,  including those on the territory of another State.

“2, Each State Party, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for it, shall  submit  a declaration whichr

“(a) specif ies  the [precise  location,]  21 aggregate quantity  and
detailed inventory of any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or controlr

*l(b) report8 any ahemioal  weapons on its territory under the
jurisdict ion or control  of  others, including a State not Party to this
Conventionr

“(c) specif ies eny transfer or receipt by the State Party of any
chemical  weapons s ince [l January  19461  [26 Maroh 19751  or any transfer of
oontrol by that State Party of such weapons) and

“(d) provides its general plan for destruction of its chemics  1 weapons.

“3, [Each State Party shall, immediately after the declaration utider
paragraph 2 of this Article has been submitted, provide access to its chemical
weapons for the purporle of systematic international on-site verification of
the declaration through on-site inspection. Thereafter, each State Party shall
ensure, through aoce8s to its chemical weapon8 for the purpose of systematic
international  on-site  verif ication and through on-site  inspection and
continuous monitoring with on-site instrwnente, that the chemical weapons are
not removed except to a destruction facility.] 21

“4, Eaoh State Party 8hall submit detailed plans for the destruction of
chemical weapons not iater than six months before each destructkou period
begins. The detailed plans shall encompass all 8tOCk8 to be dtdstroyed  during
the next coming period, and shall include the precise location and the
detailed aomnosition  of the chemical weapons which are subject to destruction
during that period.

“5. Each State Party ehallr

“(a) destroy all chemical weapons pursuant to the Order specified in
the Annex to Article IV, beginning ?omlater  than 12 month8  and finishing not
later then 10 yeers after the Convention enters into force for itl

“A/ One delegation held the view that the provisions of this Article
and it8 Annex shall apply without exception other than the rules relating to
the security etock ns defined in document CD1CW1WP.199.

“31 One delegation reserved its position on this question.
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l’(b) provide information annually regarding the implementation of its
plans for destruction of chemical  weaponel and

‘l(c) cer t i fy ,  not  latet than 30  days af ter  the  des truct ion  ptoceso  has
been completed, that all chemical weapon@ have been destroyed.

“6 * Each State Party shall provide accese  to any chemical weapons
des truc t ion  fac i l i t i e s  and  the  fac i l i t i e s ’  Gtotage for  the  purpose of
systematic  international  on-site  verif ication of  destruction through the
continuous presence of inepectore and continuous monitoring with on-site
instruments, in accordance with the Annex to Article IV.

“7 . Any chemical weapons discovete1  by a State Patty after the initial
declaration of chemical weapons shall be repotted, secured and destroyed, as
provided in the Annex to Article IV. 11 21

“e I All location@ where chemical weapon@ ate [stored or) a/ deattoyed ehall
be subject  to  systematic  international  on-site  verif ication,  through on-site
inspection and monitoring with on-site insttuments in accordance with the
Annex to Article IV.

“9. Any State Patty which has on it@ territory chemical weapone which ate
under the control of a State that is uot a Party to this Convention shall
ensure that such weapons ate removed from its territory not later than
[30 days] after the date on which the Convention entered into force for it.

“10 I The declatation, plans and information submitted by each State Party
under this article shall be made in accordance with the Annex to Article III
and the Annex to Article IV.

“[ll, Reminderr undiminished security during the deettuction  period.] 4/

"A/ Consultation@ were carried out on this iseue. The rr ‘lult@ ate
re f l ec ted  in  CD/CW/WP.177/Rev.l. Diffetent views were expressed, ,a-
on the question of the responsibility for the destruction of three weapons.
Further work is needed.

“2/ For Borne delegation@, the question of the applicabi l i ty  of  this
Annex to obsolete chemical weapons (ordnance@) rettieved  from the cambat  Gone@
of World Wat I will have to be resolved later.

“2, One delegation reeetved its  posit ion on this  question.

“4/ The question of the proper place in the text of the Convention for
provisions concerning undiminished security during the destruction  period is
to be further discussed.
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“V 1 CHEMICAL WEAPONS 1 XXlCTION  FACILITIES A/

“1. The ptovieions  of this article shall apply to any and all chemical
weapon@ production facilities under the jurisdiction or control of a State
Party,  regardless  of  location.  21

“2 . Each State Patty with any chemical weapons production facility shall
cease immediately all activity at each chemical weapons production facility
except that requited for closute.

81 3. No State Patty shall conetruct any new facility or modify any existing
facility for the putpose of chemical weapc?s  production ot for any other
purpose prohibited by the Convention.

“4 . Each State Patty, within 30 days after the Convention enters into force
for it, shall submit a declaration which1

“(a) specifies  any chemical  weapons production faci l i t ies  under i ts
jurisdict ion ot  control , or on its tettitory under the control of others,
includiq a State not patty to this Convention, at any time since
[l Januaty 1946)  [at  the t ime of  entry into force  of the Conventionlr

“(b) specif ies  any t ransfer  or any receipt  by the State  Party of  any
equipment for the production of chemical wrJapons  [and documentation relevant
to the production of chemical weapons] since [1,1.1946] ot any transfer of
control by that Party of such equipment [and documentation]#

l’(c) specifies actions to be taken for closure of each chemical weapon@
productjon  f a c i l i t y ;

“(d) outl ines i ts  general  plan for destruction for each chemical
weupons production faci l i ty ,  and

“(e) outline@ its general plan for any temporary conversion of any
chemical weapon@ production facility into a facility for destruction of
chemical weapons.

“5. Each State Patty shall, immediately aftet the declaration, under
paragraph 4, ha@ been submitted, provide access to each chemical weapons
production faci l i ty for the purpose of [systematic]  international  on-site
verif ication of  the declaration through on-site  inspection.

“I., One delegation held the view that the provisions of this Article
shall apply to any and all chemicsl  weapons production facilities, except the
production faci l i ty  aeeigned  to the security stock 0s dealt  with in
dor.ument  CD/CW/WP.  199.

“2/ It is understood that tha above provisions also apply to any
fecillty on the territory of another State [regardless WE ownership nnd form
of contract , on the basis  3f which they have been set  up nncl  ~~~nc:t.ior~~rl  ~(II
the purpose@ of production of chemical weapons].
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“6. Each State Party Ghallr

“(a) close  wi th in  three months after  the Convention enters into force
for it, each chemical weapons production facility in a manner tk: will render
each  facjlity inopetablet and

“(b) provide access  to  each chemical  weapons ptoduction faci l i ty ,
subsequent to closute, for the purpose of eyetematic international on-site
verification through periodic on-site inspection and continuous monitoring
with on-site instrument6 in order to en@ute that the facility remain@ ClOGed
and is @Ub@@tque!itly  destroyed.

II 7. Each State Patty shall submit detailed plans for destruction of ecrch
fac i l i ty  not  la ter  than  [J] [6] months  be fore  the  des truct ion  of  the  fac i l i ty
begins.

“CL. Each State Patty shall!

“(a) destroy all chemical weapons production faciliti.,s, and related
facilities and equipment epecified in Section II-C-3 of the Annex to
Article V, in accordance with the provision@ of that Annex, beginning not
later than 12 months, and finishing not later than 10 ywts, after the
Convention  enters into forcer

‘l(b) provide information annually reqardinq the implementation  of  i ts
plans for the destruction of its chemical weapon@ production facilities, and

“(c) certify, not later than 30 day@ after the destruction procese  ha@
been completed, that its chemical weapons production facilities have been
dertroyed.

“9. A chemical weapon@ production facility may be temporarily converted for
dG@trUCti  .1 of chemical weapons. Such a converted facility must be destroyed
a@ soon as it is no longer in use for deetruction of chemical weapons and, in
apy easer mot later than 10 years after the Convention enters into force.

“10. Each State Party shall submit all chemical weapons production facilities
to eystematic international  on-site  verif ication through on-Gibe inspection.
and monitotin(r  with on-site instrumonts in accordance with the Annex to
Articltr V.

“11. The declaration, plans and information submitted by each State Patty
under thi@ article shall be made in accordance with the Annex to Article V,

I’[ -1.2  I Reminder 1 undiminished secutity  during the destruction period.] j,/

“I/ The question of the proper place in the text of the Convention for
provisions concerning undiminished  security during the Aectrur::.ion perlocI  i s
to be further discussed.
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“VI I ACTIVITIES NOT PROHIBITED BY THE CONVENTION f/ 2/

“1 4 Each State Party8

“(a) has  the  r ight ,  s;rbject to  the  prov i s ions  o f  this Convent ion ,  to
develop, produce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer end use toxic chemicals
and their precursors for purposes not prohibited by the Convention.

l’(b) s h a l l  ens.ure  t h s t  t o x i c  chemil  a l e  a n d  t h e i r  precursore  a r e  n o t
developed, producetf, otherwise acquired, reteined, transferred,  or used within
its territory or anywhere under its jurisdiction or control for purposes
prohibited by the Convention,

“2 l Toxic Chemicals and their Precursors1

“(a) Toxic chemicals and their precursors considered in the Annexes to
Article  V I  [l], [2], [3] a n d  [...I, 31 w h i c h could be used for purposes
prohibited by the Convention, as  well a8 faci l i t ies  which produce,  procese or
consume these toxic chemicals or precursors, shall  be subject  to international
monitoring as provided in those annexes:

Annex to Article VI [l] Schedule [l] I Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals and
[especially dangerous key precursorti]
[key components of chemicals weapons
sys terns 1,

Annex to Article VI [2] Schedule (21, Key Precursors.

Annex to Article VI [3] Schedule [ 31 I Chemicals produced in large commercial
quantities and which could be used for
chemical weapons purposes.

“1, One delegation considers that the terminology used in this article
and its annexes should be consistent with the final definition of chemical
weapons to be agreed upon.

'W One delegation expressed the view that the question of collection
and forwarding of data and other information to verify non-production requires
further consideration. This delegation made reference to the Working
Paper CD/CW/WP.159  of 19 March 1987, which includes draft elements for
inc lus ion  in  the  ro l l ing  text .

“2, Some delegat ions ccnsjder that  these chemicals  shuuld bo cleolC.

with in the Annex to Article VI [2 J Schedule [2). Other delegat:iunt;  (IotIs  idor
that. a separate Annex [4 ] is required. U n t i l  thi8 issue i~ rc~jolve!o,  the
designation Annex to Article VI I...] is used.
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Annex to Article VI [. , .)I Production of super-toxic lethal
chemicals  not  l isted in Schedules [l],

“(b) The schedules of chemicals contained in the annexes may be
revised a Modalities for  revision are contained in the Annex to
A r t i c l e  [ V I ]  [O.]. 11

“3 I Within 30 days of the entry into force of it, each State Party shall
declare data on relevant chemicals and the facilities which produce them, in
accordance with the Annex to Article VI (11, (21, [3] and [...I.

“4 . Each State Party shall make an annual declaration regarding the relevant
chemicals in accordance with the Annex to Article VI (11, (21, [3] and [...I.

“5 I Each State  Party undertakes to subject  the chemicals  and [ faci l i ty]
[facilities] under the Annex to Article VI (11 to the measures contained in
that Annex.

“6. Each State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and facilities
under the Annex to Article VI [2] and [... 1 to monitoring by data reporting
and routine systematic  internationnl  on-site  verif ication,  through on-site
inspection and use of on-site instruments as long as production and processing
are not impaired.

“7 . Each State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and facilities
under the Annex to Article VI [3 J to monitoring  by data repotting,

‘I,. The provisions of this art.icle shall be implemented in a manner designed
in so far as possible to avoid hampering the economic or technological
development of parties to the Convention and international co-operation in the
field of  peaceful  chemical  act ivit ies  including the international  exchange of
scientific and technical information and chemicals and equipment for the
productlon, processing or use of chemicals for peaceful purposes in accordance
with the provisions of  the Convention,  Z/ 31

” 1/ Furthermore, work wau carried out on guidelines for considering
inclusion of  chemicals  in Schedule (11. The result of this work is enclosed
in Appendix II to serve RR a basis for future work.

“2/ It WRY agreed that pt ovisions ;.o onsure the  conf ident ia l i ty  o f  the
informatiorr PI-ovideci  ~horrld b e  elabotst sd.

“3/ The inc!lrlsir,n  o f  thlw pafagrsph in this Artirle ifi t o  b e
considered further.



“9 I I n  conduoting  v e r i f i c a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s ,  t h e  :Loaeultative  Camnittee)
shall!

“(a) avoid undue interference in the Iltate Party’s  peaceful  chemical
activitiesa

“(b) take every piecaution  to protect coafiUsntia1  information coming
to its knowledge in the implementation of the Convention) J,/ and

“(c) require only the clnimum amount of information and data necessary
for the carrying out of its reeponsibilities  under the Convention.

“10. For the purpore of on-cite  verification , each State Party shall qrant to
the  (Coneultative Wnmittee)  acce88 to  fac i l i t i e s  a8 required  in  the  Annex  to
A r t i c l e  V I  [l], [2), [3] a n d  [...).

-

“1, It wax agreed that provisions to ensure the confidentiality of the
information provided should be elaborated.
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“VII.  NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES

“Each State  Party to  thif fdnvention rhall adopt any meaeuroa  it
conriderr necessary in accordance with ite conrtitutional  procerroa  to
implement thie Convention and, in particular, to prohibit and prevent anywhere
under ite jurisdiction or control any activity that a State Party to thir
Convention ir prohibited from conducting by thir Convention.

“In order to implement theee obligations, each State Party rhall,
according to ite need6 and rrpecific  conditions, designate or ertablirh a
national  authority.  21

“Each State Party undertakes to inform the ConrultatLve Committee
concern ing the national  authority aA other legis lat ive and adminirtratiw
meaaurea taken to implement the Convention.

“Each State Party undertaker to co-operate with the Conrultative
Committee in the exrrcfre of all ite functionr and in particular to provide
aeristance to the Conrultative Committee including data reporting, arrirtance
for international  on-site  inopectionx,  provided for in thir Convention,  and a
rerponre to all ite requeets for the provision of expertire, information and
laboratory rupport.

“ N a t i o n a l  21

“1, It wae suggested that guideline6 for the functioning of the
national authority for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated,

“2/ It was eqqasted  that no reference to National Technical Means is
needed in a future Colbvctntion.
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“VIII, THE ORQANIZATIQN  A/

“ A .  -al Provw

“1. The States Parties to the Convention hereby establish the Organisation
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, to  achieve the object ives  of  the
Convention, to ensure the implementation of its provisions, including those
for international verification of compliance with it, and to provide a forum
for consultation and co-operation among States Parties, 2/

“2. All States Parties to the Convention shall be members of the
Organisation.

II 3. The seat of the headquarters of the Organisation shall be ,,,

“4. There are hereby eetabliehed a8 the organs of the Organisation the
[Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference], the Executive Council and the
Technical Secretariat.

‘2. [Theve Committee1 [Thea1 Conference]

“(a) m or-r9 m

“1. The [Coneultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall be compoeed  of
all  the States Parties  to this  Convention. Each State Party to the Convention
shall have one representative in the [Consultative Committee] [General
Conference], who may be accompanied by alternates and advisere.

“2 . The first session of the [Consultative Committee] [general Conference]
shall be convened by the Depository at (venue) not later than 30 days after
the entry into force of the Convention.

‘9 3. The [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] shall meet in regular
sessions which should be held annually unlese it decides otherwirre. I t  shRl1
meet  in special  se6eion6, as the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference]
may decide, at the request of the Executive Council or at the request of any
State Party supported by [R-lo] 21 [one third of] the States Parties. When
neceseary  a special session ehall be convened at short notice.

“A/ One delegation has expretrsed reservations with regard to the
approach being given to the concept of an Organisation for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons, or any other similar solution for this purpose, and has
expressed the view that before proceeding further in the examination of thii,
question, there is  a  need to define the principles  that  wil l  govern the
financing of such an Organisation.

“2/ A view was expressed that the achievement of these objectives
should be sought in close co-operation with the United Nations.

“I/ A view was expressed that a smaller number oE Stnt.es YRr.t..iv:;
supporting such a request could also be suffic!j.ent..
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“4. Seseione  ehall take place at the headquarters of the Organisation unless
the [Consultative Committee] [Qensral  Conference]  decides otherwise.

“5. The [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall adopt its rules
of procedure, At the beginning of each regular session,  i t  shall  e lect  itr
Chairman and such other officers ar may be required, They ahall hold office
until a new Chairmali  and other officere are elected at the next regular
mebaion.

“5 I A majority of the members of the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral
Conference] shall conrtitute a quorum’

“7, Each member of the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall
have one vote.

“8, Decimions on questions of procedure, including decisions  to convene
special rerrionx  of the [Consultative Committee] [Oeneral  Conference], rhall
be taken by a simple majority of the members present and voting. Decisionr on
questionr of subrtance  shall be taken by a two-thirds majority of the members
present and voting unless otherwise specifically provided for in the
Convention. When the issue arises as to whether a question is one of
substance or not, that question shall be treated as one of rubrtance unlose
otherwise decided by the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] by ths
majority required for decisions on questions of rubstance’ I/ 21

“1. The [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall be the
[principal]  [supreme] organ of  the Organisation.  It  shal l  consider any
questions, matter6 or irruer within the scope of the Convention, including
thoee relating to the powers and functions of the Executive Council and
Technical Secretariat. It may make recommendations and take decisions 2/ on
any questione, matters or issues related to the Convention raised by a State
Party or brought to its attention by the Executive Council.

“2 , The [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] shall oversee the
implementation of the Convention, and promote and [aesees] review compliance
with  it. It  shal l  also oversee the act ivit ies  of  the Executive Counci l  and
the Technical Secretariat and may iseue guidelines in accordance with the
Convention to either of them in the exercise of their functions.

“A/ It has also been proposed that decisions should be taken by
consensus, except as specified elsewhere and, if a consensus were not possible
within 24 hours, by a simple majority of the members present and voting. It
has also been pointed out that there should be no differentiation between
decisions on questions of procedure and those of substance.

“2/ A view was expressed that the report of a fact-finding inquiry
ehould not be put to a vote, nor s h o u l d  8n.y d e c i s i o n  b e  tmketr NB t.o whr UWI  (I
Party is complying with th6 provssions of the Convention.
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II 3, In addition, the powers and functions of the [Consultative Committee]
[General Conference] shall be;

l’(i) To consider and adopt at  i ts  regular sessions the report  of the
Organisation, consider other reports 11 and consider and adopt the
programme and budget of the Organisation, submitted by the
Executive Council)

“(ii) to [enaourage]  [promote]  international  co-operation for peaceful
purpoeee in the chemical field;

“( i i i )  to  review scient i f ic  anal  technological  developments which could
affect the operation of the Convention)

“(iv)  to decide on the scale  of  f inancial  contributions to be paid by
Sta te s  Par t i e s ;  21

“(v) to elect the members of the Executive Council;

“(vi)  to appoint  the Director-General  of  the Technical  Secretariat)  31

“(vii) to approve the rules of procedure of the Executive Council
eubmitted  by the lattert

“(v i i i )  t o  ee tab l i eh  euch subs id iary  organs  as i t  f inds  necessary  for  the
exercise of  i ts  functions in accordance with this  Convention.  91 51

“(ix) . . . .d/

“1, It has been proposed that report8 should be cent to the
United Nations.

“2/ The entire problem of the costs of the Organisation needs to be
considered.

“3/ The option of candidates being  proposed by the Executive Council
and by States Parties for appointment should be diecuseed.

“A/ It hae been proposed that a Scientific Advisory Council be
established as a subsidiary body.

“5, It has been proposed that a Fact-finding Panel be established as a
subeidiary body.

“fi/ The question of functions relating to the implementation of
Articles X and XI will be considered at a later stage. Other functfont;,
e . g . the action to be taken in the event of  non-r:omplifinr:e  by a  St.at.~!  F’Hrt..y,
could be included as well.
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“4 * The [Coneultative Committee] [Qensral  Conference] shall, after the
expiry of 5 and 10 years from the date of entry into force of thir Convention
and at ouch other times within that time period aa may be agrred  on, meat in
special aeseions to undertake reviewe  of the operation of thie Convention,
Such review6 shall take into account any relevant scientific and technological
developments. At intervals  of f ive years thereafter,  unlece otherwire agreed
upon by a majority of the States Parties, further rrrrionr of the
[Consultative Committee] [general Conference] rhall be convened with the rame
objec t ive .  11

“[5. The Chairman of the [Conoultativr Committee] [Qonoral Conforonco] #hall
serve atr non-voting Chairmall  of the Executive Council.]

“(To be elaborated)

“1 1 The Executive Council ehall be the executive organ of the [Conrultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference], to which It shall be rsoponribls, I t  r h a l l
carry out the power6  and functiona entrusted to it under the Convention and
ite Annexes, as  well  as  such functions delegated to i t  by the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference], In 80 doing, i t  @hall act  in conformity
with the recommendations, decieione  and guideline6 of the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference] and aaeure their continuous and proper
implementation.

“2, In particular, the Executive Council shallr

“(a) promote the effective implementation of, and compliance with, the
Convention)

'l(b) superv i se  the  ac t iv i t i e s  o f  the  Technica l  Secre tar ia t ;

“(Cl co-operate with the appropriate national authoritiee of State8
Parties and facilitate coneultatione and co-operation among States  Psrtirr at
their request;

-_._._...  - --_.

“1, The placement and wording of this provision as well 8s the
possible need for separate review conferences require further consiclerntlon.
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“(d) consider any issue or matter within i ts  competence,  affect ing the
Convention and its implementation, including concerns regarding compliance,and
cases of non-compliance, 1/ and, as appropriate, inform States Parties and
bring the issue or matter to the attention of the [Consultative Committee]
[Oeneral ConferenceJr

“(e) consider and submit to the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral
Conference] the draft programme and budget of the Organisation)

“(f) consider and submit to the [Consultative Committee ] [Qeneral
Conference] the draft report of the Organization on the implementation of the
Convention, the report on the performance of its own activities and such
special reports as it deems necessary or which the [Consultative Committee]
[Qeneral Conference] may request)

“(9) conclude agreements with States and international organizations  on
behalf of the Organization, subject to approval by the [Consultative
Committee] [General Conference], and approve agreements relating to the
implementat ion of  verif icat ion act ivi t ies , negotiated by the Director-General
of the Technical Secretariat with States Parties;

“(h) ( i )  m e e t  f o r  r e g u l a r  s e s s i o n s . Between regular sessions,  i t
shall meet as often as may be required Ear the fulfilment of
its  functions;

[ ( i i )  e l ec t  i t s  Cha irman; ]

( i i i )  e laborate and submit  i ts  rules  of  procedure to the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference] for approval)

(iv) make arrangements for the sessions of the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference] including the preparation of
a draft agenda,

11 3. The Executive Council may request the convening of a special session of
the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference]. 21

“I/ A view was expressed that the report of a fact---finding  inquiry
should not be put to a vote, nor should any decision be taken as to whether a
Party is complying with the provisions of the Convention.

“2/ It has been proposed that the Executive Council shou.l.d reyuet;t.  t:tw
convening ol a  special  sess ion OF the [Consultative Committee]  [Gerwral
Conference J whenever obligations set  forth in Alticle  1 of tht! (:onvt!nt.iolI  ;\rf’
violated.
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“1 * A Technical  Secretariat  shal l  be establ ished to assist the [Consultative
Committee] [Qenersl Conference] and the Executive Council in the performance
of their functions, The Technical Secretariat shall carry out the functions
entrusted to it under the Convention and it8 Annexes, as well as such functions
assigned to it by the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral  Conference] and the
Executive Council.

“2, In particular, the Technical Secretariat shall8

“(a.)  address and receive communications on behalf of the Organisation
to and from Statee Parties on matters pertaining to the implementation of the
Convention;

“(b) negotiate the subsidiary agreements with States Parties relating
to systematic  international  on-si te  verif icat ion for approval  by the Executive
Councils

‘l(c) execute international  verif ication measure provided for in the
Conventionr 11

l’(d) inform the Executive Council of any problems which have arisen
with regard to the execution of i ts  functions, and of [doubts, amhiguitiee or
uncertainties about compliance with the Convention] which have COB.@  to its
notice in the performance of  i ts  verification  activit ies  and/or which i t  has
been unable to resolve or clarify through its  consultations with the State
Party concerned;

“(e) provide technical  assistance and technical  evaluation to States
Parties [in accordance with] [in the implementation of the provisions of] the
Convention1 21

“(f) prepare and submit to the Executive Council the draft programme
and budget of the Organisation)

“(g) prepare and submit to the Executive Council the draft report of
the Organisation on the implementation of the Convention and buch other
reports be the Executive Council and/or the iConsultative  Committee]
[Qeneral Conference] may request;

“(h) provide administrative and technical  eupport  21 GO the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference], the Executive Council and other
subsidiary bodies.

“1, It has been suggested that the International Inspectorate may
request  inspections for some insuff iciently clear s i tuations in the context  of
t h e i r  systematic v e r i f i c a t i o n  a c t i v i t i e s .

“2/ The phrasing of this paragraph needs to be considered further in
the  l ight  o f  the  e laborat ion  o f  the  re l evant  prov i s ion  o f  the  Conventi~ln, Tt
hss been suggested that the technical a s s i s t zinc@ O f  evaluation mr3y  1'eIilt.f?,

titer aue, t o  d e v e l o p i n g  technic01  procedures, improvinq t.tic ef factlvctws.5  r)f
verification methods, and revis ing l ists  of  chemicals .
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"3 . The International Inspectorate shall be a unit of the Technical
Secretariat and shall act under the supervision of the Director-General of the
Technical Secretariat. Guidelines on the International Inspectorate are
specified in . . . JJ

"4. The Technical Secretariat shall comprise a Director-General, who shall
be its head and chief administrative officer, and inspectors and such
scientific, technical and other personnel as may be required.

"5. The Director-General of the Technical Secretariat shall be appointed by
the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] [upon the recommendation of
the Executive Council] 21 for [43 (51 years [renewable for one further term,
but not thereafter]. The Director-General shall be responsible to the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference] and the Executive Council for
the appointment of the staff and the organisation and functioning of the
Technical Secretariat. The paramount consideration in the employment of the
staff and in the determination of the conditions of services shall be the
necessity of securing the highest standards of efficiency, competence and
integrity. Only citizens of States Parties shall serve as international
inspectors or as other members of the professional and clerical staff. Due
regard shall be paid to the importance of recruiting the staff on as wide a
geographical basis as possible. Recruitment shall be guided by the principle
that the staff shall be kept to a minimum necessary for the proper execution
of its responsibilities.

"6. In the performance of their duties, the Director-General of the
Technical Secretariat, the inspectors and other members of the staff shall not
seek or receive instructions from any Government or from any other source
external to the Organization. They shall refrain from any action which might
reflect on their positions as international officers responsible only to the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference] and the Executive Council. In
particular, subject to such responsibilities, they shall not disclose to any
unauthorixed persons any confidential information coming to their knowledge in
the performance of their official duties. The Director-General shall
establish a regime governing the handling and protection of confidential data
by the Technical Secretariat.

"7 . Each State Party shall undertake to respect the exclusively international
character of the responsibilities of the Director-General of the Technical
Secretariat, the inspectors and the other members of the staff and not seek to
influence them in the discharge of their responsibilities.

“A/ Because of considerations under way in some  capitals, the question
of how to approach these guidelines will be decided later. For the convenience
of delegations Attachment (A) of the Report of the Co-ordinator for Cluster IV
(CD/CW/WP.175)  for the 1987 session, complemented by the work in Group C
during the 1988 session, is included as Addendum to Appendix I.

"21 It has been proposed that the Director-General of the Technical
Secretariat be appointed by the [Consultative Committee] [General ConEerencej
upon the recommendation of the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
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“IX * CONSULTATIONS, C&OPERATION AND PACTS-FINDINO  f/ 21

“1 * States Partiea shall consult and co-operate, directly among themrelver,
or through t);o Consultative Committee or other appropriate international
procedures, including procedures within the framework of the United Nation@
and in accordance with its Charter , on any mettrr whiah may be raised relating
to the objectives or the implementation of the provisions of thir Convention,

“2 * States Parties to the Convention shall make every posriblr effort to
clarify and resolve, through exchange of informstion and consultations among
them, any matter which may cause doubt about compliance with this Convention,
or which gives rise to concerns about a related msttor  which may be considered
ambiguous. [A Party which receives a request from another Party for
clarification of any matter which the requeoting Party believer causea such
doubts or concerns shall provide the requeeting Party, within ,,, days of the
requec.t,  with information sufficient to answer the doubts or concern@ raired
along with an explanation on how the information provided resolvrr the
matter.] Nothing in thie Convention affects the right of any two or more
States Parties to this Convention to arrange by mutual coneent  for inspectione
or any other procedures among themsrlvss  to clarify and resolve any matter
which may cauxe doubts about compliance or gives rire to concerns  about a
related matter which may be considered ambiguous, Such arrangements shall not
affect the rights and obligations of any State Party under other provirionr  of
this Convention.

,I 3. A State Party shall have the right to roquest  the Executive Council to
assist in clarifying any situation which may be considered eunbiguouc  or which
gives rise to doubts about the compliance of another State Party with the
Convention, The Executive Council shall provide appropriate information and
data in i ts  possssrion  relevant to the s ituation which can dispel  such doubts,
whilst [taking every precaution in] protecting commercial and industrial
secrets and other confidential information coming to its knowledge in the
implementation of the Convention.

“4 , A State Party ehall have the right to request the Executive Council to
obtain clarification from another State Party on any situation which may be
considered ambiguous or which gives rise to doubts about its compliance with
the Convention. I n  euch a  case, the  fo l lowing  sha l l  apply!

“1, Somo delegations expressed the view that the issue of verification
or alleqed use of chemical weapons and procedures for conducting such
inspections had not yet been coneidered  in-depth and should be discussed at a
later stage on the basis of the proposed Annex to Article 1% (documents CD/766
and CD/CW/WP.173),

“a/ One delegation held the view that the specific procedures of the
challenge inspection riqime  applicable to the security stock shal l  he those
defined in document CD/CW/WP.199.
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"(a) The Executive Council shall forward the request for clarification
to the State Party concerned within [24 hours] of its receipt.

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

"(c) The Executive Council shall forward the clarifi...ation 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.

"(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 oubmit a factual report to the
Executive Council on its findings.

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

“5. A State Party shall have the right to request the Executive Council to
clarify any situation which has been considered ambiguous 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 s~;sll inform the States Parties to this Convention
about any request for clarification provided in this Article.

"7. [If the doubts or concerns of a State Party about compliance have not
been resolved within [t&o 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 Consultative
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.]

"Procedure for reauestina a fact-findina mission

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

“11 Consultations on this issue were carried out by the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee for the 1987 session and the Chairman of Group C for the
1988 session. The state of affairs, as seen by them is presented in
Appendix II with the aim of facilitating further consideration of the issue.
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“X . ASSISTA;7CE  A/

"XI. ECONOMIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT A/

"XII. RELATION TO OTHER INTERNATIONAL AGREEMENTS P/

"Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way impairing
the obligations assumed under the Protocol for the Pro,hibition  of the Use in
War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods
ef Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925 and in the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London,
Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972.

"XIII. AMENDMENTS 21

"XIV. DURATION, WITBDRAWAL 21

II
. . .

"The withdrawal of a State Party from this Convention shall not in any
way affect the duty of States to continue fulfilling the obiigations assumed
under any relevant rules of international law, particularly the Geneva
Protocol of 17 June 1925.

“xv . SiCl?ATURE,  RATIFICATION, ENTRY INTO FORCE 21

"XVI. LANGUAGES 21

'*A/  Work on this Article continued. With the aim of faciliteting
further consideration of the issues involvod, the text reflecting the currant
stage of discussion is included in Appendi? II.

"2/ During the 1988 session, work on this Article was undertaken. With
the aim of facilitating further consideration of the issues involved, the text
reflecting the current stage of discussion is included in Appendix TI.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE I II

“I * DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

“1 . Possession of chemical weapons on own territory

N o e.....

“2. Poesession,  jurisdiction or control over chemical weapon8 aleewhere

Yes ..*..

No . . . ..(

Ye8 . . . . .

No . . . . . .

“C. mattransfers

Yes . . . . .

No . . . . . .

“II. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PROFUCTION FACILITIES

“1 . Posseeeion of chemical weapon8 proauction facilities on own territory

Yes . . . . .

“2 . Po88e88ionr  jUri8diCtiQn or control over chemical weapons production
facilitiee elsewhere

Y e s  .a...

N o I . . . . .
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"B.
. . . . . .

l&j&&we  on the territorv of anyshmacal  weBDon proWtl.oa facllltles
n- else

Yes . ...*.

No . . . . . .

“C. . . .
Past transfers of =mummLJ~r  t~dxauml documentatlonl 11

Yes . . . . . .

No . . . . . .

"[III. OTHER DECLARATIONS]

"1, The view was expressed that technical documentation should not be
included.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE IV

“I . DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

“A, The declaration by a State Party of the aggregate quantity
[,location],  11 an8 detailed composition of chemical weapons Under its
jurisdiction or control  shall  include the fol lowing1

“1. The aggregate quantity of each chemical declarecl.

“[Z. The preciee location of each declared storage site of chemical
weapons, expressed byl

- naxnej

- geographica l  co -ord inates . ]  A/

“3. Detailed inventory for each etorage facility1

“(1) Chemical8  tiefined as chemical  weapono in accorclenco with Article  XI:

“(a) Chemicals shell be declared within the schedules specit’ied in the
Annex to Article VI, 2/

“(b) For 8 chemical not listed in the Schedulee in the Annex to
Article VI, 21 the information required for possible assignment of the
chemical to one of the proper schedules shall be provided, including the
toxicity of  the pure compouncl. For a precursor Chemical,  the toxicity  end
identity  of the principal  f inal  reaction procluct(s)  ah811 be providec!.

‘l(c) Chemicals ehall be identifioc4  by chemical name in accordance with
current IUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry)
nomenclature, structural formula and C’.smical  Abstract6 Service registry
number, if assignecl. For a precwsor  Chemical, the toxicity and identity of
the principal  f inal  reaction product(s)  Shall be provided,

“(~3) In cases involving mixture6 of two or more chemicals, all such
components  shell be identified and the percentage of each component shall be
provided, and the mixture shell be declared under the category of the most
toxic chemical.

“11 One  de legat ion  reservecl  i t s  pos i t ion  on  th i s  ques t ion .

"21 A view was expressed that  in the context  of  Article  IV,
consideration shoulc3  he given to the development of schedule6 applicable to
chemical weapons declared under the Article.
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“(0) In cases involving multi-component munitions, devices, bulk
containers, and other containers, the quantity of each chemical component
shall be provided, as well as the projected quantity of the final principal
reaction product obtained, Such items shall be drclared under thr category of
the [key precursor] [key component].

‘l(f) For each chsnical the form of storage, i.e. munitions,
sub-munitions, devices, equipment or bulk containers and other containers
shall be declared. For each form of storage the following shall be listed1

- type

- s i s e  o r  c a l i b r e

- number of  itams

- we ight  o f  chemica l  f i l l  per  i t em.

“In addition, for chemicals stored in bulk the percentage purity shall be
declared.

“(g) For each chemical  the total  weight present at  the storage s i te  shal l
be declared,

“(2) Unfilled munitions and/or sub-munitions and/or devices and/or
equipment, defined as chemical weapons, For each type the information shall
include 1

I’( a) the number of items

“(b) the f i l l  volume per i tem

‘l(c) the intended chemical  f i l l ,  i f  known,

“(3) E,quipment  spec i f i ca l ly  des igned  for  use  d i rec t ly  in  connect ion  wi th
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment under points
(1) a n d  (2).

“(4) Chemicals  specif ical ly  designed for use direct ly in connection with
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment under points
(1) a n d  (2).

“B, Detailed information on any chemical weapons on the territory of a
State Party which are under the jurisdiction or control of others, including a
State not Party to the convention (to be developed),

“c! * Past  transfers and receipts .

“A State Party that has transferred or received chemical weapons shall
declare this  (these)  transfer(s! or receipt(s) ,  [provided the amount
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transferred or received exceeded one metric tonne [of chemicels] [per
chemical] per year in bulk and/or munition form], This  declaration shall  be
made according to the inventory format in paragraph 3 above. This declaration
shall  also indicate the supplier and recipient aountries and,  as  preaisely a8
possible,  t iming and current location of  the transferred items,

“II. INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC MONITORINQ OF STORAQE FACILITIRS, INTERNATXONAL
VERIFICATIQN  OF REMOVAL OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS FOR DESTRUCTION J,/

“(a)  Each s i te  or  location Where,  pending their destruction ch8miCal
tieapons, declared in accordance with Article IV, are stored on the territory
of a State Party or under i ts  jurisdict ion or control  elsewhere,  shall
hereaf ter  be  deSignat8d as  ‘ s torage  fac i l i t y ’ .

“(b) At the time of the submission of its declaration of chemical
weapons, in accordance with Article IV, 8 State Party shall provide the
Technical  Secretariat  with the detai led description and location of i ts
storage facility(ie6) containing1

- boundary mapt

- l o c a t i o n  o f  bunk8rs/storag8  a r e a s ,  w i t h i n  t h e  f a c i l i t y )

- th8 detailed inventory Of th8 content6  Of 88Ch bunker/storage areaLI

- relevant detai ls  of  the construction of bunkers/storage areasl

- recommendations for the emplacement by the Technical Secretariat of
se816 and monitoring instruments.

“(a) Jot later than when submitting its tleclaration  of chemiaal weaponsr
8 State Party shall take such measures as it consider6 appropriate to secure
its storage facility(ies)  and shall prevent any movement of its chemical
weaponor  except  their  removal  for  destruction,

“11 One delegation  eXpreSSed reservations on this  whole SeCtiOn in view
of i ts  posit ion on the issue of  declaration  of  locat ion of  chemical  weapons
stocks in Article IV.
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l’(b) In order to  prepare i ts  storage facility(i86)  for international
verifioation, a State Party shall ensure that its-Ch8miCal  weapons at its
storage facility(i86)  are so configured that seals and monitoring devices  may
be effectively applied, and that such configuration allows ready aaaess for
such verif ication.

“(c) While the storage facility remains clos8d for any movement of
chemical weapons other than their removal for destruction activities necessary
for maintenance and safety monitoring by national authorities may continue at
the f8Cility.

“(a) With in  [6] months after entry into force of the convention,
States Parties shall conclude with the Organisation agreements cIn subsidiary
arrang8mentS for v e r i f i c a t i o n  O f  their Storage faCilitio6. Such agreements
shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify for each storage
faoility the number,  intensity,  duration of  inspections,  detai led inspection
procedures and the installation, operation and maintenance of the seals end
monitoring devices by the Technical Secretariat, The Model Agreement shall
include provisions to take into account future t8ChnOlOgiCal d8velOpm8ntS.

‘l(b) States  Parties  shal l  ensure that  the verif icat ion of declarations of
ohemical  weapons and the initiation of the systematic monitoring of storage
facilities can b8 accomplished by the Technical Secretariat at all storage
facilities within the agreed time framos after the convention enters into
f o r c e .  2/

“ 4 .  Wof d - o f -

“(a) Intarnatianal  verification  on-m

“(i) The purpose of the international verification of declarations of
chemical weapons shall be to confirm through on-site inspections the
accuracy of the d8clarati.ons made in accordance with Article IV. a/

“(ii) The  Internat iona l  Inspectors  sl 11 conduct  this  verif icat ion
promptly after a declaration is  submitted.  They shal l ,  inter
verify the quantity and identity of ch8mica16,  types and number of
munitions, drovic83  8Ud other equipment.

“11 The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements is to be discussed.

“Z,/ Procedure6 to ensure the implementation of the Verification  scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed,

"11 The 8ppliCability  of  Article  IV,  paragraph 2(b)  is  to  be discussed.
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“(iii)  They shall employ, as appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other
inventory control proaeduree  to facilitate an accurate inventory of
the chemical weapons at each storage facility.

I’( iv) As the inventory progresses, International  Inspeators shall  instal l
such agreed seals as may be necessary to clearly indicate if any
stocks are removed, and to ensure the securing of the storage
f a c i l i t y .

“(b) S&-or&l&iQaJor  m o f  ELkSKAW

“In conjunction with the on-site  inspections of  verif ication of
declarations of chemical weaponsr the International Inspectors shall undertake
necessary co-orc¶ination  for measures of systematic monitoring of storage
f a c i l i t i e s .

“(a) The purpose of the international systematic monitoring of storage
facilities shall be to ensure that no undetected removal of chemical weapons
takes place.

l’(b) The international systematic monitoring shall be initiated as soon
as possible after the declaration of chemical weapons is submitted and shall
continue until all chemical weapons have been removed from the storage
f a c i l i t y . I t  sha l l  be  ensurecl, in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, through a combination of continuous monitoring with on-site
instruments and systematic  verif ication by international  on-site  inspect ions
or, where the continuous monitoring with on-site instruments is not feasible,
by the presence of International Inspectors.

l’(c) If the relevant agreement on subsidiary arrangements for the
systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons storage facility is concluded,
International  Inspectors shall  instal l  for the purpose of this  systematic
monitoring a monitoring system ae referred to below under (e). If no such
agreement has been concluded, the International  Inspectors wil l  init iate the
systematic monitoring by their continuous prssence on-site until the agreement
is concluded, and the monitoring system installed and activated.

“(d) In the period before the activation of the continuous monitoring
with on-site instruments and at other times when this continuous monitoring is
not  feasible , seals installed by International Inspectors may only be opened
in the presence of an International Inspector. If an extraordinary event
requires the opening of a seal when an inspector is not present, a Stat8 Party
shall immediately inform the Technical Secretariat and International
Inspectors will return as soon as possible to validate the inventory and
re-es tab l i sh  the  sea l s .
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‘l(e) Monitoring with instruments.

“(1)

“ ( i i )

For the purpose of the systematic monitoring of a chemioal
weapons storage facility, International Inepeatora will
install, in the presence of host country personnel and in
conformity with the relevant aqreement on subsidiary
arrangements, a monitoring syetem consisting of, inter,
sensors~ anc i l lary  equipmen’, and transmission syetems. The
agreed types of these instruments shall be specifisd in the
Model Agreement. They shall  incorporate,  AM, seals  and
other temper-indicating and tamper-resistant devices as well as
data protection and data suthentication features.

The monitoring eyetem  shall have such abilities and be
installed, adjusted or directed in such a way as to correspond
s tr i c t ly  and  e f f i c i ent ly  to  the  so le  purpose  o f  det8Ctinq
prohibited or unauthorised act ivit ies  within the chemical
weapons storage faaility  as referred to above under (a). The
coverage of the monitoring system shall be limited
accordingly, The monitoring system will signal the
Technical Secretariat if any tampering with its aomponents or
interference with its  functioning occurs.  Redundancy shall  be
built into the monitoring system to ensure that failure of an
individual component will not jeopardise the monitoring
capability of the system.

‘@(iii)  When the monitoring system is activated, International
Inspectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of
chemical weaponts,  as required.

‘I( iv) Data will be transmitted from each storage facility to the
Technical Searetariat  by means (to be determined). The
transmission syetem will incorporate frequent transmissions
from the storage facility and a query and reeponee system

.between the storage faci l i ty  and the Technical  Secretariat .
International Inspectors shall periodically check the proper
functioning of the monitoring system.

“(VI In the event that the monitoring system indicated any
irregularity, the International Inspectors would immediately
determine whether this resulted from equipment malfunction or
ac t iv i t i e s  a t  the  s torage  fac i l i ty . I f ,  a f t e r  t h i s  eremination
the problem remained unresolved, the Technical Secretariat
would immediately ascertain the actual situation, including
through immediate on-site inspection or visit of the storage
fac i l i t y  i f  neces sary . The Technical Secretariat shall report
any such problem imI68diat8ly  after its detection to the
State Party who should assist  in i ts  resolution.
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“(vi) The State Party shall immediately notify the Technical
Searetariat i f  an avent a t  the  s torage  fac i l i t y  oacurta, o r  m a y
occur, which may have an impaat on the monitorlnq  system. The
State Party shall co-ordinate eubsequent anticd with the
Technical Searrtcriat  with a view to restoring the operation of
the monitoring system, and establishing interim measures, if
n8cessary, a8 Boon as pousible.

“(f) Systematic  on-s i te  inspections and vis i ts .

l@(i)  Visits to eerviae the monitoring 6ytItem  may be required in
addition to systematic on-site ilrY;-ctions  to perform any
neceseary maintenance, replacement of equipment or to adjust
the coverage of the monitoring system, if required.

“ ( i i ) (The guidelines for determining the frequency of systematic
on-site  inspectiona are to be elaborated.)  The partiaular
storage faci l i ty  to  be in6p8Oted shall  be chosen by the
Technical Secretariat in such a way as to preclude the
predict ion of precisely when the faci l i ty  is  to  be inspeoted,
During each inspection, the  Internat iona l  Inspeotors wi l l
verify that the monitoring system is functioning correctly and
verify the inventory in agreed percentage of bunkers and
storage areas.

l@(g)  When all chemical weapons have been removed from the storage
faai l fty,  the Technical  Secretariat  shal l  cert i fy the declaration of  the
National  Authority to that  effect , Af ter  th i s  cer t i f i ca t ion ,  the  Technica l
Secretariat shall terminate the international systematic monitoring of the
storage faaility and will promptly remove all devices and monitoring equipment
instal led by the International  Inspectors.

“6. rnternational o f  the_.remo~&Lof~~B

“(6) The State Party shal l  notify the Technical  Secretar:nt  [14] days in
advance of the exact timing of removal of chemical weapons from the storage
faci l i ty  and of the planned arrCva1 at  the faci l i ty  where they wil l  be
destroyed.

“(b) The State Party shall provide the Inspectors with the detailed
inventory of the chemical weapons to be moved. The International Inspectors
shall be present when chemical weapons are removed from the storage facility
and shall verify that the Ch8mlC61  weapons on the inventory are loaded on to
the transport  vehicles . Upon completion of the loading operations, the
International  Inspectors shall  seal  the cargo and/or means  of  transport ,  as
appropriate.
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‘l(c) If only a portion of the chemical weapons is removed, the
Intornational Inapectore  will verify the accuracy of the inventory of the
remaining chemical weapons and IIIak8  any appropriate adjustments in the
monitoring system in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary arrangements.

l’(d) The International  Inspectors shall  verify the arrival  of the
chemical weapons at the deetruation facility by checking the scale on the
cargo and/or the means of transport and shall verify the accuracy of the
inventory of the chemical weapons transported.

“7 * I n s p e c t i o n s

“(a) The Technical  Secretariat  shal l  notify the State Party of i ts
decis ion to  inspect  or vis i t  the storage faci l i ty  48 hours prior to the
planned arrival  of  the inspection tesm at  the faci l i ty  for systematic
inspec t ions  or  v i s i t s . In the event of  inspectione or vieits to  resolve
urgent problems, this period may be shortened, The Technical Secretariat
shall  Specify the purpose(s)  of  the inspection or visit .

l’(b) A State Party shall make any neaeseary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall ensure their expeditious transportation from their
point  of  entry on the territory of  the State  Party to the storage faci l i ty ,
The agreement on subsi9iary arrangements will specify administrative
arrangements for Inspectors.

l’(c) International  Inspectors shall , in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangemental

- have unimpeded access  to  al l  parts  of the storage faci l i t ies  including
any munitions, devices, bulk containers,  or other aontainere therein.
While conducting their activity, Inspectors shall aomply with the
sa fe ty  regu la t ions  a t  the  fac i l i ty . The items to be inspected will be
chosen by the Inspectorer

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as may be necessary
for the completion of  their  tacker

- receive samples taken at their request from any devices and bulk
containero and other containers at  the faci l i ty , Such samples will be
taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of the
Inspectorat

- per form on-s i t e  ana lys i s  of  samplesr
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- t r a n s f e r ,  J.P wec8ssary, ssmplee  fo r  ana lys i s  o f f - s i t e  a t  a  l abora tory
designated by the Techniaal  Searetariat,  in acaordance with agreed
procedures~

. . afford the oyportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
satnpl8s  are analysedr

- e n s u r e , in eaaordanae with agreed procedures that ssmplee  transported,
stored and processed are not tampered with1

- communicate freely with the Teahnical  Secretariat .

l’(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in aacordanae with
agreed proaeduresa

- have the right to aoaompany the International Inspectors at all times
dur ing  the  inspect ion  and  Oba8rVe  a l l  the ir  verifiaation a c t i v i t i e s  a t
the  s torage  fac i l i ty )

- have the right  to retain dupliaates  of  a12 samples taken and be
present when samples are analysedr

- have the right to inspeat any instrument ueed or instal led by the
International  Inspectore and to have it tested in the preaance  of i ts
personnel t

- prov ide  as s i s tance  to  the  In ternat iona l  Inspeators, upon the ir
request ,  fo r  the instal lat ion of  the monitoring syetom and the
analysis  of esmples  on-alter

- rece ive  c o p i e s  of  the  resorts on  inspec t ions  o f  i t s  s torage
faaility(ies)r

- r e c e i v e  copies,  a t  i t s  request, of the information and data qathorod
about its storaqo facility(ies)  by the Teahninal Secretariat.

l’(e) The International Inspectors may request clariPic:ation of any
ambiguities arising from the inepection. In tho ovent that any ambiqu1tioe
arise whioh cannot be resolved in tho couree OP the inepoctio~~, tha Imgootorn
shall inform the (Director-Ooneral of the) Technical Soccotnriat.

“(f) Af ter  each  inspec t ion  or  v i s i t  to  the  etorags faci.l.ity,
International  Inspectors shall  submit a report with their f indings to the
(Direator-Oonoral  of  the)  Technical  Secretariat  which wil l  trnnsmit  n copy of
this report to the State Psrty having received tha inopoation or viait.
Information (to be designated) received during thn innpsc!t:ian  shall bo t;rnatad
as confidential (procoduroa to ba dovolopnd).
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“III, PRINCIPLES, METHODS AND  OROANIZATION  OF THE DESTRUCTION
OF CHEMICAL WEAFONB

“1 Destruction of ahemiuA1  waapone  means  a process by whiah ahemiaalc  are
clokerted in An eenentially  irrevereible way to A form unsuitable for
produotion of chamiual  weapons, an8 which in an irreversible manner render@
munitiona and other devicse  unusable 8~1 suah,

II 2, Evrch State  Party possassing ahemioel  weapon8  shall  determine how it  ohall
destroy them, except tnet the following prouesr;es may not be uaedl dumping in
any body of water, 1And burial or open-pit burning. I t  sha l l  des troy  OhAfIIiCAl
weapona  only it opocifically  designated and appropriately designed and
equipped Pacil.ity(ies).

“3 T h e  Rtate P a r t y  ahell en6ure t h a t  it.s ahemicel weapono  deotruction
YaAllity(ioo)  are uonotruotod  and operated in a manner to ensure  the
daRt,ruction o f  t h e  ChANiicAl  weegonsl and that the deetruction praaeee  aAn be
varifiod  under t h e  provieions  of this c o n v e n t i o n .

“14. E’HINCII’LES  AND ORI)E# OF DESTHUCTION  I/

” 1 The olaboratlan  of’ the Order of Deotruction ehall build on the
un~imirrirrl~od ooourity Par a l l  S ta tes  dur ing  the  ent ire  des truct ion  stegel
oanfidnnco-building in  khe sarly part  of  the  doatruction s tager gradual
ecyuieition of oxpoi~ionc!rt  .ln the COUL’BB o f  OoPtroyiny chemioal  weapona  6toakA
urrd ayplicabillty irrocpnntivo o f  the  ac tua l  comgosilion  of  the  etockpiloo  And
tho mothods chooon for tho daetruetion of the chemical  weapons.

II2, The doetruction  o f  ahomical  weapone  etocko  e h a l l  start f o r  a l l  Statoe
Bartlarn  pos~~~uoing  chomiu431  weapons aimult43noouoly, The whole Ueetruatboa
otago  whnll ba dividoel i n t o  nine rsrrnur\l  pnriorla.



II Each State Party shall destroy not less than one ninth of its stockpile
1:; measure of stockpile equivalent and/or equivalent mustard weight] during
each destructio?  period, A/ 21 However, a State Party is not precluded from
deotroying  i t s  s tocks  a t  a  faeter pace , Each State Party shall determine it@
detailed plans for each destruction period, ae spec i f i ed  in  part  I I I  o f  th i s
Anner and shall report annually on the implementation of each destruction
period,  31

“4 * Order of Destruction (to be elaborated). 41 31

@‘J,/  It is considered necessary to elaborate a method for comparing
different  categories  of  chemical  weapona  stocks, The comparison of lethal and
harmful chemicals remains unresolved and is subject to further consideration.

“21 Some delegations expressed the view that the question of the
regulation of the destruction of stockpiles  needs further and full  discussion.

“21 It  has been recognised that the destruction of  chemicai  weapons
stocks and the elimination of relevant production facilities should be
considered together.

“41 Some delegations feel that it would be appropriate to introduce the
idea of  security stockpile  levels  to  meet  the security concerns of countries
wi’.h small stockpiles of chemical weapons.

“gl Some delegations drew attention to the proposal contained in CD/822
of 29 March 1988, This proposal is aimed at ensuring the undiminished
security of all  States  during the destruction stage. To this end, it proceeds
from the basic undertaking that all CW production shall cease immediately upon
entry, into force of the Convention and that all chemical weapons storage sites
as well  a8 production faci l i t ies  wil l  be subject  from thJ outset  ta systematic
international op.-bite  verif  1 cation.

“Taking account of existing discrepanciee  in CW stocks it suggests a
specific phased approach, according  to which State parties  with large
CW stocks are to proceed with the destruction of their stockpile until an
agreed level  is  reached in the f irst  phase, In  the ir  v iew,  i t  is on ly  a f ter
the  end o f  th i s  f i r s t  phase , which would result  at  the end of  the f ifth year
in the level l ing out of thg large CW stockpiles ,  that  State parties  with
Eimaller  stockpiles  would be required to start  with thd destruction of  their
stocks. The whole two phased destruction period would be subject to close
monitoring.
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“V , INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF THE DESTRUCTICX  OF CHEMICAL WIEAPONB

II 1. The purpote of verification of destruction of chemical weapons shall be1

- to confirm the identity and quantity of the ahemical  weapons etoake to
be destroyed, and

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

II 2. 9Qn o f  w

“The general plan for destruction of chemical weapons, submitted pursuant
to Article  IV shall  specify1

“(a) a general  schedule for destruction,  giving types aAd quantit ies  of
chemical weapons planned to be destroyed in each period:

l’(b) the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities edsting or
planned, to be operated over the 10 years destruction period8

l'(c) for each existing or plAAAed  chemical weapons deetruatioa facility1

- n a m e  a n ‘  aclclress;

- lccationj

- chemical weaponsr intended to be destroyed1

- method  of  destructions

- c a p a c i t y ;

- expecte4 period o f  operationt

- prczaucts o f  the  des truct ion  process .

“The detailed plane submitted pursuant to article IV, RIX months before
each destr.uction period,  shall  specifyr

“(a) the aggregate quantity of each iAaiVdaUa1  type of chemfcal  weapons
plAAAea to be deetroyea at each fecilityr

“(b) the number of chemical weapons aef3trUCtiOA  facilities and a detailed
schedule for the awtruction of chemical weapons at each of these facilities1
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@l(c) data about raah dW3trUOtiOA faai l i ty ,

- name, postal  address ,  geographiaal  locationr

- method  of  destructionr

- fibAd=prOdUOtt3J

- l a y o u t  p l a n  o f  t h e  f a c i l i t y )

- .&cMhbaleg\cal  scheme J

- o p e r a t i o n  manualrPr

+ the  sys t em of  verifrrntioal

- s a f e t y  meaaureis  i n  fcwce a t  t h e  fWilityJ

- l i v ing  aAd working  COnditiOAs  for  the  intsrnational inspec tors .

‘l(d) data about any storage faai l i ty  at  the dsstruation faai l i ty  planned
to provide chemical weapons directly to it during the destrUCtiOA  period,

- l a y o u t  p l a n  o f  t h e  facilityl

- me(chod  al:8 volume of storage eetimated  by types and quantities of
chemical WtiApOA6,

- types  aAa quentitiee of ahemical  weapone to be stored at  the f&Cility
awing t h e  de8trUCtiOA p9riOdJ

- safety measures  in  force  a t  the  fac i l i ty .

l’(e) After the submission of  the f irst  detai led plans,  subsequent annual
ph3Atil  should COAtfBiA OAly OhaAges  and additions to required data elbmeAts
submitted iA the firet aetailea  plans,

“4. R e v i e w _  form o f  c&r&&m

“(a) On the basis of the detailed plan for destruction and proposed
measures for verification submitted by the State Party, and as the case may
he, on experience from previous inspections and on the relevant agr0emeAtffi)
on <ubsidiary  arrangements, the Technic61 Secretariat shall prepare before
each Destruction period, a plan for verifying the destruction of chemical
weapons, consult ing closely with the State Party. Any dif ferences between the
Technical Secretariat ana the State Party should be resolved through
consultations. Any unresolved matters shall IW forwarded to the ?=:cutive
Council  for appropriate  act ion with a view tr faci l i tat ing the ful l
implementation of the Convention.
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“(b) The agreed aombinec¶  detailed plans for destruction and verifioatioa
plaas, with an appropriate recommendation by the Technical Secretariat, will
be forwarded to the members of the Executive Council for review. The members
of the Exeautive  Council ohall review the plans with a view to approving them,
consistent  with verif icat ion objeatives. This review ie designed to det@rmiAe
that the destruction of chemical weapons, as plaAAud, is consistent with the
obligations under the Convention and the objective of destroying the chemical
weapons. I t  should  a l so  con f i rm  tha t  ver i f i ca t ion  sahemes f o r  deocruction are
consistent  with verif icat ion object ives , and are efficient and workable. A% i B
review should be completed 60 days before the destruation period,

“(c) Each member of the Executive Council may coneult with the Teahnical
Secretariat on any issues regarding the adequacy of the aombined plan for
destruction  aAd v e r i f i c a t i o n . If there are no ObjeCtiOAS by any members of
the Executive Counail,  the plaa ehall  be put into actioa.

“(a) I f  there  are  any  d i f f i cu l t i e s , the Executive Council shall eater
i n t o  consultations with the State Party to reconci le  them, If any
difficulties remain unresolved they should be referred to the Cono ltative
Committee,

‘l(e) After a review of the deta:‘,led plaas  of destruation of  ohemiaal
weapons,  the  Technica l  Secre tar ia t ,  i f  the  need  ariaea,  wil l  enter  in to
coneultation  with the State Party ooncerned in order to  eaeure i ts  chemical
weapons destruction facilitytiee)  is (are) designed to assure d@EtruotioA of
chemical weapons, to allow advanced planning on how verification meaaure6 may
be applied and to ensure that the application of verification measures is
consist~~nt with proper facility(ies)  operation, and that the facility(ies)
operation allows appropriate verification,

l’(f) Destruction and verification should proceed according to the agreed
plan as referred to above. Such verification should not interface with the
destruction process.

“5. mgts o n  a&&&&y  arv

“For each  dee truct ion  acility, State8  Part i e s  should  COAClUde wi th  the
Organisation  detailed agreements on subsidiary arrangements for the systematic
verification of de8trUCtiOA of chemical weapone. Such agreements shall be
based on a Moael  Agreement aAa ehall specify, for  each  aestruction  fac i l i t y ,
the detailed on-site inspection procedures and arrangements for the removal of
chemical weapons from the storage facility at the deetruction facility,
traneport from thie stroage faci l i ty  to  their  deetruction aAa the mond.toring
b y  on-cite instruments, taking into account the epeCifiC  characterist ics  of
the destruction facility and its mode of operation. The Model Agreement shall
include provisions to take into account the need for maintenance and
modif ications,
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8, 6, Internatioaal  Inspectore will be granted acceee to each chemical weapone
deetruction faci l i ty  [30 days]  prior t .o comwdnaement  of active deetruction
phaues for the purpose of carrying out an engineering review of the facility,
including the fiicility’s conetruction aAa layout, the equipment and
infitruments  for measuring &A8 controlling the d@strUCtiOA  process#  and the
oheaking &Ad testing of the acauracy of the verification  equipment,

“7 .

“(a) The Inspectors wil l  be granted acaem to  COAdUct their activitiee  at
the ahemical  weapons deIBtrUCtiOA faci l i t ies  aAa the ahemiaal  weapons fItOrag0
fac i l i t i e s  therea t  &.WiAg  the  ent i re  a a t i v a  phaee of  deetruct ion ,  They  wi l l
COAdUOt  their aativitiee ha the presenae aAd with the co-operation of
representativee of the faci l i ty’s  management &Ad the National Authority i f
they wish to be preeent.

‘l(b) The inepeatore may monitor by either physical ObS@rVatiOA  or deviceal

“(i) the  chemica l  weapons  s torage  faa i l i ty  a t  the des truc t ion  fac i l i ty
&A8 the chemical weagonfd  presentr

“(ii) the movement of chemical weapons from the storage IacClity  to the
destruction facilityr

“(iii)  the process of destruction (aesurinq that no chemical weapons are
diverted))

‘I( i v )  t h e  matezial balances  a n d

“(v) the  accuracy  6Aa ca l ibra t ion  of  the  instrumente.

“(C) To  the  ex tent  COAsisteAt  wi th  ver i f i ca t ion  needs ,  VerifiCatiOA
procedures should make uee of information from routine facility operations.

“(cl) After the completion  of  each period of  destruction,  the Technical
Seoretariat  shal l  cert i fy the declaration of  the N&t.\OA&l  Authority,  reporting
the completion of destruction of the desfgAated quantity of chemical weapons.

l’(e) Internat iona l  Inepectora  sha l l , in acCordanCe  with agreement8 on
eubsidiary arrangementsa

- have unimpeded access  to al l  parts  of  the destruction facilitlee,  and
the storage faci l i t ies  thereat ,  any munit ions,  devices,  bulk
containers, or other containers,  therein. While conducting their
activity,  Inspectors shal l  comply with the safety regulations at  these
f a c i l i t i e s . The items to be inspected will be chosen by the
Inspectors in accordance with the verification plan that has been
agreed to by the State Party and approved by the Executive Councilr
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- bring with them aAa use such agreed inetrwnents  a8 may be neceseary
Oar t h e  comgletion  o f  t h e i r  t&skt3J

- monitor the systematic on-sitie analysis of samples during the
aestruction  processJ

- r e c e i v e ,  i f  neaee8ary, samples taken at their request from any
devices,  bulk oontainers and other containers at  the d@strUCtiOA
fac i l i t y  or  the  s torage  fac i l i ty  therea t , Such samples will be taken
aAd anaiysed  by representatives  of  the State Party in the preseAC0  of
t h e  Inspectorsr

- communicate freely with the Technical Secretariatt

-  i f  aece68ary, transfer  semples  for  ana lys i s  o f f - s i t e  a t  a  l aboratory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with &greed
proceduresj

- era8urer in acoordance  with agreed procedures, that samples
transported, stored and processed are not tampered with)

- a f ford  the opportunity to tho host  State Party to be present Wh@A
samples are analyeed.

l’(f) The State  Party xeneiving the inspeation  shall ,  in accordance with
agreed procedursst

-  have the right  to accompany the International  Inspectors at  al l  t imes
during the inspection aAd observe al l  their  verif icat ion act ivi t ies  at
the  des truc t ion  fac i l i ty ,  and  the  s torage  fac i l i ty  thereatt

- have the right to retain duplicates  of  al l  samples taken at  the
Inspectors’ request and be present When  samples are analys@dJ

- have the right to inspect any agreed stanclart!l  instrument used or
inetalled by  the  International  Inspec tors  aAd to  have  i t  t e s t ed  in the
presence  of  i t s  personnelr

- provide assistance to the International  Inspectore,  upon their
request ,  for  the instal lation of seals  or monitoring devices  and the
analysis of samples on-site as appropriate to the monitoring of the
destruction processr

-  rece ive  cop ie s  o f  the  repor t s  on  inspec t ions  of  i t s  des truct ion
facility(ies)t

- r e c e i v e  c o p i e s ,  a t  its r e q u e s t , of the information and datrl gathered
about i ts  destrUCtiOA  facility(ies)  by the Technical  Secretariat ,
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‘l(g) If  Inspectors  detect  irregularit ies  which may give rise  to  doubts
they  wi l l  report  the  i rregu lar i t i e s  to  the  representa t ives  o f  the  fac i l i ty  end
the National Authority and request that the situation be resolved,
Uncorrected irregularit ies  wil l  be reported to the Executive Council .

“(h) Af ter  each inspec t ion  to  the  des truct ion  fac i l i ty ,  In ternat iona l
Inspectors shall submit a report with their findings to the (Director-Qenerei
of the) Technical Secretariat which will transmit a copy of this report to the
State Party having received the inspection. Information (to be cleeignatec¶)
received during the inspection shall  be treated as confidential  (procedures to
be developed).

“(a)  International  Inspectors shal l  verify any arrival  of  ohemical
weapons at a chemical weapons storage facility at a chemical weapons
des truc t ion  fac i l i ty , aa referred to in paragraph 6 (d)  of  sect ion II  of  this
Annex, and the storing of these chemical weapons. They shall employ, as
appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other inventory control procedures to
facilitate an accurate inventory of the chemical weapons in this storage
f a c i l i t y . They shall install such agreed seals as may be necessary to verify
that stocks are remove8 only for destruction.

“(b) As soon and as long a6 chemical weapons are stored at chemical
weapons storage faci l i t ies  at  chemical  weapons destruction faci l i t ies ,  these
etorage faci l i t ies  shal l  be subject  to  international  systematic monitoring,  as
referred to in relevant provisions of paragraph 5 of section II of the present
Annex, in conformity with the relevant agreements on subsidiary arrangements
or, if no such agreement has been concluded, with the agreed combined plan for
destruction and verif ication,

“(c) The International Inspectors will make any appropriate adjustments
in the monitoring system in accordance with the relevant agreement on
subsidiary arrangements whenever inventory changes occur,

“(d) At the end of  an active destruction phase,  International  Inspectors
will make an inventory of the chemical weapons that have been removed Prom the
storage faci l i ty  to  be destroyed, They shal l  verify the accuracy of  the
inver.tory of the chemical weapons remaining employing inventory control
procedures as referred to above under (a). They shall  instal l  such agreed
seals as may be necessary to ensure the securing of the storage Eacility,

“(e) The international systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons
storage facility at a chemical weapons destruction facility may be
djscontinued when the active destruction phase is completed, if no chemical
weapons remain. If, in addition, no chemical weapons are Planned to be stored
a t  t h i s  f a c i l i t y , the Lnternational  systematic monitoring shall be terminated
in accordance with section  II, paragraph 5 (g) of this Annex,
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE V

“I . DECLARATIONS AND REPORTS ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTIOF!  FACILITIES

“A. Q0..9--9hamical

“The oeclaration  should contain for each faci l i ty8

“1 I Name  and exact  location,

“2. Ownership, operation, control, who ordered and procurrd the facility,

II 3. Designation of  each faci l i ty;

“(a) Facility for procl*\cing chemicals defined as chemical weaponsW

“(b) Faci l i ty  for f i l l ing chemical  weapons,

“4 * Products of each facility and daters  that they were producedt

“(a) Chemicals produced.

“(b) Muni t ions  or  devices  f i l l ed ,  ident i ty  of  chemica l  f i l l .

“5. Capacity of  the faci l i ty ,  expressed in terms of:

“(a) The quantity of end-product that the facility can produce in
‘PEtA iod), assuming the faci l i ty  operates  (schedule) .

“(b) The quantity of  chemical  that  the faci l i ty  can f i l l  into each type
of munition or device in (period), assuming that  the faci l i ty  operates
(schedule) ,

“6. Deta i l ed  fac i l i ty  descr ip t ion!

“(a) L a y o u t  o f  t h e  f a c i l i t y .

“(b) Process  f low diagram.

“(c) Detai led inventory of  equipment, buildings and any spare or
replacement parts on site.

“(d)  Quantit ies  of  any chemicals  or munit ions on s i te ,

“The declaration should contain for each facility;

“I/ All  provisions deal ing with “former” chemical weapons production
faci l i t ies  need to  be reviewec!  once the definit ion of  chemical  weapons
production faci l i t ies  is  agreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilities that have previously been destroyed
should also be discussed.
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“1.

“2,

“3,

“4 ,

“5.

“6 m

“7 ,

“8,

“C 8

“D,

All information aa in paragraph A, above, that pertains to the operation
of the faci l i ty  as  a  chemical  weapons faci l i ty ,

Date chemical weapons prc fuctioir  ceased.

Current status of special equipment that was ueed for chemical weapons
production.

Dates of conversion from CW use, date of beginning of non-CW use.

Current owner%hiy, operation and control,

Current production, stat ing types and quantitiee of product(e) .

Current capacity of the faci l i ty ,  expreeeed in terms of the quantity of
end-product that can be produced in (period), assuming the facility
operates (schedule) .

Current detai led faci l i ty  description1

“(a) Layout  o f  the  fac i l i ty ,

‘l(b) Process flow diagram.

l’(c) Location of any CW-specific equipment remaining on-site.

l’(d) Quantities of any chemical weapon8  remaining on-site.

De.nlutim.-QL  JllialnigAl-.weapon8-~~-~the.anaCral
o f  fkhlwuuthe of the- 11

- Respons ib i l i ty  for  dec lara t ions  ( to  be  diecuesed),

- All elements contained in part IA of this Annex should be declared.

m---rohemi
crrntroLoLother.s.pn_fhe

- Responeibility  for  dec lara t ions  ( to  be  d i scussed) .

- All  elemerts contained in part  ID of  thie Annex should be declared.

“11 All  provisions deal ing with ‘former’ chemical weapons production
facilitioe need to be reviewed once the definition of chemical weapone
product ion  fac i l i t i e s  ie agreed . In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilities that have been previously destroyed
should also be discuseed.
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“E.  ti

“1. Chemical weapons production equipment means (to be developed).
tt 2. The declaration should specify;

“(a) who received/transferred chemical weapons production equipment [and
technical documentation]!

‘l(b) the identity of the equipment1

‘l(c) d a t e  o f  transferr

“(d) whether the chemiaal  weapons production equipment [and
documentation] were eliminated, if known)

“(9) current disposit ion,  i f  known.

"F. I)acllarstionsWmeaeurabl._toenpvUlasutal

“1, Faci l i t ies  under the jurisdict ion or control  of  the State Party ( to  be
developed),

“2. Facilitiee on the State Party’s  territory under the control  of  other6
(to be developed).

W. w ( to be developed)

“Ii. FinalCartiii~.Rum  (to be developed)

"II. PRINCIPLES AND METHODS OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPON8 PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

“Eaah  State Party shall decide on methods to be applied for the
destruction A/ of ito chemiaol  weapono production facilitieo,  according to the
principle6 laid down in Article V and in this  Anner, 21

“El a #,metboaeW

“1 I The purpose of the closure of a chemical weapon8  produation faaility io
to  rsnder i t  inoperab le  a@ such.
tt 2. Agreed meaauree  for cloeure will be taken by the State Party with due
regard to the specif ic  characterist ics  of  each faci l i ty , Such meaeuree  ehall
i n c l u d e ,  intaE_aliaI 3.1

- prohibit ion of  occupation of buildings except for agreed aCtiVitie@)

-- .L -...-w..

ItA/ Further discuesion  is  needed of  poeeible methods of  deetruction  and
of  re la ted  de f in i t ions .

“2/ The responsibility for carrying out meaauree when more than one
State  la involved neode to  be diecuseed.

“31 The  ac t iv i t i e s  and  iteme in  these  mea6uree wi l l  need  further
elaboration and diecuesion in light of methods of destrll(:tion and
characterietics  o f  s p e c i f i c  f a c i l i t i e s .
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- dioaonneation of equipment directly related to the produation of
ahsmical weapons to include, m.&j,& pronesa  aontrol equipment and
utilities1

.I disabling of protective inetallationa and equipment used eKolusively
for the safety of operatione of the ahemical weapons produation
fecilityr

. interruption of rail and other roade to the ahemiaal  weapons
produation faaility eraept thooe required for agreed aativitiee.

“3 While the ahemical weapone production facility remains cloeed, the State
Pa;ty may continue safety acti*rities  at  the faai l i ty ,

“Cm AilbAuitiaerslatad_to

- Al l  cpeaialiaed  and  e tandard  equipment  ahell be  physicnlly Aeatroyed,

- t8pecialiard  rquipment’ 1e1

the main production train, including any reactor or equipment for
prorluct  eyntheeis, eeparation or purifiaation,  any equipment ueed
direatly for  heat  tranofer in  the  f ina l  technologiaal  s t a g e  ( for
exeunplr,  in  reactore or  in  product  ooparation),  aa we l l  an any
other equipment whiah hao been in contaat with any Suhedule  1
ahemical, or any other chemiaal that hae no use for permitted
purpocos a b o v e  ,.. kilograms per year but can be ueed for
ahemical weapone purpofaea, or would be if the facrlity wore
operated,

0 any ahemical weapon filling meahinee.

I any other equipment opecially  dooigned, built or inotalled  for
the operation of the faaility ae a chemiaal weapon@  produation
f a c i l i t y , aa diatinat  from a faci l i ty  conotruated acaording to
prevai l ing commeraial  induetry etandarde for facilitioe not
producing auger-toxic! lethal or corrosive chemiaals. (Erempleo
include equipment made of high-niokel alloye  or other vpeaial
aorroeion-reeietant  material1 speoial  equlpmenl: ior wasto
contro l ,  waete t rea tment ,  a i r  f i l t er ing ,  or  so lvent  recoveryl
opecial  containment onalosuree and oafsty  shisldol non-etandard
laboratory equipmont ueed to analyee toxic ahemicale  for chemical
weapons purposes I cuetom-designed procese  control panels1
ded ica ted  spnree for  epecialiaed  equipment.)

- ‘Stenderd e q u i p m e n t ’  includeol

8 production equipmont which is generally used in the chemical
industry and is  not included in the typo@ of  ‘spna1a11aed
equipment ’ I

. other equipment commonly usod in tho chemical induetry, auah aa
fire-fighting equipment, gusrd and  secur i ty / sa fe ty  surveillance
equipment, medical facilitiee, laboratory facilitiee,
communicetione equipment.
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- The word  ‘bui ld ing’  sha l l  ina lude  unt!lergrouncl  atruoturt~.

- Al l  spanialiaed  and s tandard  bui ld ings  ahall be  phyeiaerlly daotroyed.

- ‘8peoialiaed b u i l d i n g ’  iol

. any building aontaining sgeebeliaed  equipment in II graduation or
f i l l i n g  aonfigurationr

. any building whiah hae dietinative  features which dietinguieh  it
from buildings normally uasd for ahemiael  produation or filling
aativitiao  not banned by the aonvention.

- ‘titandard buildings’  means buildings aonetruated to prevai l ing
Industry standarde for faailitieo not produaing  super-tonic lethal or

aorrooive ahrmiaalo,

- Faailitiee  used  ewaluaively  for  produat ion  oft (a) non-uhemiaal parto
f o r  ahsmiual  munition6  o r  (b) spaialiaed oguipmant f o r  ahamiaal
weagone  employment, ehall  be dealarod and el iminated. The el imination
process and its verifiaation should be aonduatsd aaaording to the
provioions of Artiale  V that govern destruction of ahemioal  weagonc
produation faailitiee.

-- All nquigmant designed or used exalueivttly for produaing non-ahrmiaal
p a r t s  f o r  ohemiaal  munitlono  o h s 1 1  b e  phyaiaally doetroyed.  Suah
equipment, which inaludoo  egoaislly-dreignod  moulds and metal-forming
dies, may bo brought to a cpoeiel loaation  for destruation,
International  inepeutoro  ohall be procent  during the doetruetion
proaaoa.

- All building@ and standard equipment used for euah production
uativitiee  eke11 b o  aonvortsd  t o  permittad  purpooeo,  w i t h  aonfirmatioa
ae nclaeosary  through aonsulta&ione  or ahallengo inspeation.

- Permitted activit.ies may aontinuo while deotruction or aonvareion
prooeedc.

“11 A l l  provision6 d e a l i n g  w i t h  ‘formor’ chemical  woagon~  production
fuailities need to be roviewad onto the definit ion of  chemical  wragone
produat ion  fac i l i t i e s  in  crgreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical  weapons  produatlon  feailitiao that  havo previouely  been destroyed
should a l s o  be diecuesed.



“111, OR!XR OF DESTRUCTION (to he 6J4oped)

“LV,  PLANS

"A. .neleral Pu

“1. For each facility the following information should be supplied~

“(L) envisaged t ime-frame for mea’.aes  to  be taken)

“1 b) methods of destruction.
II 2. In relation to temporary conversion into chemical weapons destruction

facilityl

‘I ( i ) envi!,5ged ,ime-frame  for conversion into a destruction faci l i ty1

“ ( i i )  env i saged  t ime  for  utiliming the  fac i l i ty  as  a  des truc t ion  facilityl

“( i i i )  descr ip t ion  of  the  new facility1

“(iv) method  of  des truct ion  of  speaial equigmentt

l’(v) Lime-frame for destruction of the converted faci l i ty  after i t  has
been utilised to dehtroy chemical weaponsi

“(Vi) method of destruction of the converted Faciljty.

“3. In relation to former chemical weapons production facilities (to he
t. laborated).  J,/

II 1. The  de ta i l ed  p lans  for  des truct ion  ot each fac i l i t y  should  containt

“(a) de ta i l ed  time schedule  of  des truct ion  processl

l@(b) l a y o u t  o f  t h e  facilityi

“(c) proteus  f l o w  diagram1

“(d) detai led inventory of  equipment, buildinqs and other items to be
dsstroyed#

‘(e) measures to be applied to each item on the inventcryt

‘l(f) proposed measures for vsrificationl

“11 All  provis ions deal ing with ' former' chemical weapons prodrl?tlon
facilities need to be reviewed once the deflnition of chemical weapons
product ion  fac i l i t i e s  i s  agreed .  In  th i s  connec t ion ,  .ow to  dea l  ,with
chemical weapons production G’xilities, that have previously been destroyed
shoul¶ a l so  be  riiscussed,
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l@(g) security/safety meaeurea to  be observed during Lhe destruction of
t h e  faci’;tyr

,h) working and living conditions to be provided for international
insptictors,

“2 I In relation to the temporary conversion into a chemical weapons
des truc t ion  fac i l i ty ,

“In addition to the information contained in part IV.B.1 of this Annex
the following information should be provided;

“(i) method of  conversion into a destruction faci l i ty)

“(ii) dat.; on the destruction faci l i ty,  in acccdmce  with the Annex to
Article  IV,  part  V.~.(C) and (d).

“3 I In relation to destruction of a facility that watt temporarily converted
for destruLtion of chemical weapon6, information should be provided in
accordance with part IV.B.l of this Annex.

“4 . In relation to former chemical weapons production fscilitiee. A/

“V I INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION
FACILITIES AND THEIR CLOSURE, INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC MONITORINQ,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC VERIFICATION C’F DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES 2/

‘I ( a 1 Bl_verificationbv_init 1 aL-mksiteinsPe.ctiona

‘l(i) The purpose of the international verification of declarations of
a.%emical weepone product ion  fac i l i t i e s  sha l l  be !

- to  conf i rm that  a l l  ac t iv i ty  has ceased  except  that  required  f o r
closurer

- to confirm through on-site  inspections the accuracy of  the
declarations made ir accordance with Article V.

-.-...~.---*  --..

“A/ All  provisions deal ing with ‘former’ chemical weapons production
faci l i t ies  need to he reviewed  onca the definit ion of  chemical  weapons
production faci l i t ies  is  agreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilit:es that heve previously been destroyed
should also be discussed.

“2.1 This Section of  this  Annex wil l  require further discussion and
elaboration upon resolut’an  of the definitions of chemical weapons, chemical
weapons production facilities, and methods of destruction.
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“(ii) The  Internat iona l  Inspectors  sha l l  oonduat  th i s  in i t ia l  verifiaation
promptly, and in any event not later than [60] day\e after  a
declaration is submitted,

“(&ii) They <hall employ, as appropriate, agreed eeala, markers or other
inventory control procedures to faailiate an Praaurnte  inventory of
the declared items at each chemical weapons production facility,

“(iv) International  Inspectora shal l  instal l  such agreed devices  a8 may be
necessary to indicate if any reeumption  of produation of ahemical
weapons ocaurs or if any declared item is removed. They shall take
the neceesary  precaution not  to hinder closure activit ies  by the
State Party. International Inopectars may return to maintain and
verify  the intogti ty  of  the devices ,

“In conjunction with the init ial  on-site  inspections ta verify
declarations of  chemical  weapone  production faci l i t ies ,  the International
Inspectors shall undertake necessary co-ordination for mea8ures  of systematic
monitoring of these facilit! ~8 RB provided fo: in paragraph 4, below.

“(a) Within [S] months after entry into force of  the Convention,  States
Parties shall conclude with the Organiaation detailed agreoments on subsidiary
arrancements  for tho systematic monitoring of their chemical weapons
product ion  fac i l i t i e s . Such agreements shrill be beed on a Model Agreement
and shal l  specify for each production faci l i ty  the detai led inspection
procedures and arrangements Por the installation, operation and maintenance of
thq seals and monitoring dev&cee  by the Technical Secretariat, taking into
acrount the  spec i f i c  charac ter i s t i c s  o f  each  fac i l i ty , The Model Agreement
c:.rlall include provisions to take into account future technologiaal
developments.

“(b) States  Parties  shal l  ensure that  the verif ication of  declarations of
chemical weapons production facilities and the initiation of systematic
monitoring can be accomplished by the Technical Secretaria  at all such
facilities *ithin the agreed t ime Erames  after the Convention enters into
f o r c e ,  2/

“11 The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements !A  to be discufified.

“a./ ProcedLires t o  e n s u r e  t h e  impler .ntation o f  t h e  v e r i f i c a t i o n  achtrme
within designated time frames are to be developed.
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“Subsequent to the on-site  verif ication of  Becleratlons  as referred to in
paragraph 1,  the International  Inspectors shall  conduct on-site  inspections at
eaah chemical weapons production facility for the purpose of verifying that
measure8 referred to under 3 (b) have been accomplished,

“(a) The purpoae of the international eystclmatic  monitoring of B chemical
weapons production facility shall be to ensure that no resumption of
production of chemical weapons nor removal of declared items woultl  go
uncletected a t  t h i s  f a c i l i t y .

‘l(b) The international  systematic  monitoring shal l  be init iated aa soon
as possible after the closure of the chemical weapons production facility and
s h a l l  c o n t i n u e  u n t i l  t h i s  f a c i l i t y  i s  destroyocl, Systematic monitoring shall
be eneured, in eooordance  with the agreaments on subelcllaty arrangements,
through a combination of cnntlnuoue monitoring with on-site lrretruments  and
systematic  verif ication by lntornatlonal  on-site  inspections or,  where the
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments is not feasible, by the
presence of International Inspectors.

“(c) In  con unction with the on-site  vorlf lcatlon of  the closure ofj
chemical weapons production facilities referred to in paragraph 4 above and,
if the relevant agreement on subsidiary arrangements for the systematic
monitoring of a chemical weapons aroductlon facility has been concluded,
International  Inspectors shall  instal l  for the purpose of  this  systematic
monitoring a monitoring system as referred to under (e) below. If no such
agreement has been concluded, the  Internat iona l  Inspectors  wi l l  in i t ia te  the
systematic monitoring by their continuous presence on-site until the agreement
la concluded, and the monitoring system installed and activated.

“(~3) In the period before the ect.lvotlon of the monitoring oyetem and at
other times when the continuous monitoring with on-site instruments .tn not
feasible ,  devices  lnstalleti by International  Inspectors,  in accordance with
paragraph 1 shove, may only be remcved  In the presence of an International
Inspector. If an extraordinary event resulte in, or requires, the removal of
a device when an inspector is not pretient, a State Party clan11 immediately
inform the Technical  Secretariat  wx¶ Internetional  Inspectors wil l  return 08
soon as  possible  to  velldeto  the inventory and ro-esteblleh the c3evlces.
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“(0) Monito

“(1)

“ ( i i )

For the purpose of the systematic monitoring of a ahemical  weapons
produotion  f a c i l i t y ,  IntornatLonal  Inspgators w i l l  inrotall, i n  t h e
preeenae  of hoet aountry personnel and in conformity with the
relevsnt agreement on subsidiary arrdnqemente,  a monitoring system
consist ing or, Mar, faemor61,  ancil lary equipment and
transmission systems, The agreed types of! theee instruments shall
be epeaified  in the Model  Aqraement, They shall  incorporate ,
intar-~.Lia, seals ant3 other tamper-indicatinq and tamper-resistant
dsviaee a8 well  aa data protection and data authentication features.

The monitoring system shall have euah abtlitiee and be installed,
adjusted or directed An euah a way as tc correspond etrictly and
ef f i c i ent ly  to  the  eole purpose  of  deteatinq  p r o h i b i t e d  o r
unauthorised activities within the chemical weapons production
faoility  a6 referred to above under (a) .  The coverage of  the
monitoring system shall be limited accordingly, The monitoring
eystem will siqnal the Technical Secretariat if any tampering with
its aomponents or interference with its funotioninq ocaurB.
Redundancy shall be built into the monitoring eytatenl  to ensur6 that
failure oP an individual component will not jeopardise the
monitoring capabil i ty  of the syetem.

“(i i i )  When the monitoring system ie act ivated,  International  Inspectors
wil l  veri fy  the accuracy of the inventory of  declared i tems at  emh
ahemiaal  weapone produation faaility  a8 required.

“(iv) Data will be transmitted from each production faaility to the
Teahnical Secretariat by (meane to be determined), The tranemiesion
syetsm will incorporate frequent transmissions from the production
t!aaility ancl a query and response eystem between the produation
faci l i ty  and the Technical  Searetoriat. International Inegeatore
shall  periodical ly check the propor  funatloninq of  the monitoring
system.

“(VI In the event that the monitoring system indicate8 any irregularity,
the International Inepeators would immediately dotermine whether
thie resulted from equipment malfunction or activities at the
produation faci l i ty , If!, aPter this examination the problem
remained unresolved, the Teahnical Secretariat would immefliately
aecertain the  ac tua l  s i tuat ion , including through immediate on-site
inspec t ion  or  visit o f  the  product ion  fac i l i ty  i f  necersary.  The
Technical Secretariat shall report any such Problem immediately
after i ts  detect ion to the State Party who rahauld  assist in i ts
resolution.
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“(vi)  The State  Party shal l  immediately notify the Teahniaal  Secretariat
Cf Bn event at tha production faoility  ocauraI or may oaaur,  whiah
may have an impact on the monitoring system, The State Party shall
co-ordinate subsequent actione  with the reahniaal Searetariat  with CL
view to restoring the operation of the monitoring eyetem and
eetablishinq i n t e r i m  meesurea,  i f  neaeeaaryl  aIy Ooon  ata posoible.

“(1) During eaah inspection, the  Internat iona l  Inspeators wi l l  ver i fy
that  the  moni tor ing  syetem i s  Qnctioninq  aor rea t ly  and ver i fy  the
declared inventory aa required. In  addi t ion ,  visits to  service the
monitoring syetem will be required to perform any neaessary
maintenance or replaaement  of equipment, or to adjust the aoveraqa
of the monitorlnq eystem aa required,

“(ii) ( T h e  quidelirlee f o r  detormininq  t h e  frmpmnay o f  eystematia o n - c i t e
inspect ion6 are to  be elaborated) ,  The partiaular production
faai l i ty  to  be inspected ehal l  be ahoslen  by the Teahniaal
Searetariat  in such a way a8 to preclude the prediotion  of preoicely
when the faci l i ty  is  to  be inspected.

“(L;) The  purpose  o f  in ternat iona l  ver i f i ca t ion  o f  Ueti.trucLion  o f  ahemical
weapons produation faci l i t ies  ehal l  be to confirm  that  the faci l i ty  ie
destroyed a8 suah in accordance with the obligations under the Convention and
that eaah item on the declared inventory ie destroyed in aaaordanae with the
agreed detailed plan for Pestruction,

‘l(b) 13-61  monthe before deotruction of  a  ahemiaal  weapon6  produation
faaility, B State  Party ehal l  provide to the Teohn)rcal Saaretariat  the
detaileU  glens for destruction to include proposed mea@urea  for verificatiw
of  deetruation referred to in Seation IV.B.1  (f)  of  the preeeat Annex, with
reapeat t o ,  e.q,r

- t i m i n g  o f  t h e  preeenoe o f !  the inspeatore st t h e  f a c i l i t y  t o  b e
destroyedt

- procedures Por verif icat ion of  meoaurw to be applied to  each i tem on
the dealared inventory!

- measurea  for phasing out systematic monitoring or for adjustment of
the coverage of the monitoring eyutem.
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l’(c) On the basis of the detai led plan for dectruction and proposea
measure8  for verification eubmitted by the State Party, and on exgerienoe from
previous inspections, the Teahnioal Searetariat  shall prepare a plan for
verifying the deetruotton of  the faci l i ty,  aonsult inq alosely  with the State
Party, Any differenaes  between the Teahniaal Bearetariat and the State Party
conaerninq appropriate meaeuree  should be reeolved through aonoultations. Any
unresolved matters shall be forwarded to the Exeautive  Counail 11 for
appropriate action with a view to faailitatinq the full implementation of the
Convention.

“(d) To ensure that the provisions of Article Y and this Annex are
fulf i l led,  the combined plans for deetruation and verifiuation  ehall be agreed
upon between the ExeautIve Council and the State Party. This agreement should
be aompleted  [60] days bofore the planned initiation of desttuation.

“(e) Each member of the Executive  Council may consult with the Technical
Secretariat on any issuee regarding the adequacy of the aombinsd plan for
destruction and veritiaation. If there are no objectionr by any member0 of
the Exeoutive  Council ,  the plan shall  be put into action.

“(f) I f  t h e r e  me a n y  diffiauities, the Exealtive Counail should enter
into coneultatione with the State Party to reconci le  them. If  any
difficulties remain unresolved they ehould be referred to the Conoultative
committee, The resolution of any differences over methods of destruction
sholrld not delay the execution of other parts of the destruction plan thaL aro
acceptable,

“(q) If agreement is not reached with the Executive Council on aspeato  of
verif icat ion,  or i f  the approved verif icat ion plan cannot be put into aation,
verification of deetruation will proceed by the aontinuoue on-site mr,nitoring
and preeenae oP inspectors.

“(h) Destruction  and ver i f ica t ion  should  proceed aacardinq to  the  agreed
plan. The verif!iaation  should not unduly interfere with the destruation
process and ehould be conduated through the preeence  of on-site Inspeators to
witneos  the  des truct ion ,  21

“11 Tho role  of  the Executive Counail  in the review proaees wil l  need to
be reviewed in the light of ita composition and decieion-makIng  ~LOCCBB.

“21 This vtriflcation measure  may not necessarily be the only one and
others, a8 appropriate, may need to be further elaborated.
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"(i) If required  vecifiaatlon or  deetruation act ions  are  jot taken  as
planned, all States Parties ehould be 80 informed, (Procedures co be
ueve loped. )

‘l(j) For those items that may be diverted for permitted purpo686. L/

‘l(k) When all items on the declared inventory have been destroyed, the
Technicral Secre tar ia t  shal l  cer t i fy ,  in  wr i t ing ,  the  dealaration o f  the  S ta te
Party to that effeat, After  this cer t i f i ca t ion ,  the  Teahniaa l  Searetariat
ehall terminate the international eyetematic  monitoring of the ahemiaal
weapons produation facility and will promptly remove all devicea and
monitoring equipment inetalled by the International XnBpectors,

@‘( 1 )  A f t e r  thie c e r t i f i c a t i o n , the State Party will make the declaration
that the facility hae been destroyed,

(to be elaborated)

“(a) The Techniaal  Secretariat  shal l  notify the State Party of  i ts
decision to inepeat or vkit a chemical weapons produation facility 45 houre
prior to the plannet arrival  of  the inspection team at  the faci l i ty  for
systematic inspections or vieitfi, fn the event of inspections or visits to
resolve urgent problemri, thie period may be ehortened. The Techniaal
Seoretariat s h a l l  epeaify t h e  purgoee(e) o f  t h e  insgeation  o r  visit.

“(b) A Stato Party shall make nny necessary preparation6 for the arrival
of the fnsger:tor6  and shall ensure  their expeditious traneportation  from their
point of entry on the territory of’ t.he State Party to the chemiaal  weepone
production faci l i ty . The agreement on subeidiary arrangements will speaify
administrative arrangements for Inepoctors,

“(c) I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Inspectorls e h a l l , in accordance with agrermente  on
subeidiary arrangementsa

- have unimpeded access to all parts of t;?e chemical weapone produation
facilitien, While conducting their activity, Inepectore ehall comply
w i t h  t h e  snfety regulatione  a t  t h e  f a c i l i t y , The items on the
declared inventory to be inspected will be chorjen by the Inepsctors)

“1/ Specif icat ion of  the i tems,  permitted purposes and methode of
verif icat ion of  disposit ion wil l  need to be e laborated,
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briny with them and use suah agreed Lnstruments  as may be necessary
for the completion of their tasksr

communicate freely with the Technical Searetariat.

@l(d) The State Party reaeiving  the inspection shall ,  in aaaordanae with
agreed procedures8

have the right to aaaompany the International Inspectors at all
t imes during the inspection and observe al l  their  verif icat ion
act ivi t ies  at  the ohemical  weapons production faai l i tyr

have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
International  Inspectors and to have i t  tested in the presenoe  of
State Party personnel)

provide asnistance to the International Inspectors upon their.
request  for the instal lation of  the monitoring systems

receive copies of the reports on inspections of its chemical weapons
production facility(iss)r

rece ive  cop ie s ,  a t  i t s  reques t , of the information and data gathered
about its chemical waapons  production facility(ies)  by the Technical
Secretariat ,

“(e) The International  Inspectors 11 may request  c larif icat ion of any
ambiguities arising from the inspeation. In the event that any ambiguities
arise which cannot be resolved in the course of the inspeations,  the
inspectors shall  inform the (Dlrmtor-Ueneral  of  the)  Technical  Searetariat
immediately,

“(f) After e a c h  i n s p e c t i o n  o r  v i s i t  t o  t h e  aheminql weaponrs  produation
faci l i ty ,  International  Inspectors shall  submit a report with their f indings
to the (Director-Qeueral of  the)  Technical  Secretariat  which wil l  transmit  a
copy OC this report to the State Party having received the inspection or
v i s i t , Infcrmation  (to be designated) received during the inspection shall be
treated as confidential (procedures to be developed).

“11 The question of whether or not a’n individual Inspector shall have
the rights set out in this and the following paragraph re.nains open.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLR  VI [O, ]

“MODALITIES FOR REVISIQN  OF LISTS

“1, The revisions envisaged would aonsiet  of additions to, deletions from, or
shifts  between the l ists .

II 2. A revision aould be proposed by a Utate Party. [If the Technical
Seoretariat  has information which in its opinion may require a revision of the
l i s t s  o f  chemiaals, it should provide that information to the [Exeautive
Council]  which should aommunicate i t  to  al l  States  Parties . ]  A State  Party
may request the asoistance  of the Technical Seoretariat  in the substantiation
of i ts  proposal ,

“3 A proposal for revision should be submitted to [the Technical
SeAretariat] [the Executive Council] [the Depositary of the Convention].

“4 I [The Teahniaal Secretariat] [The Executive Council] [The Depositary of
the Convention], upon receipt of a proposal for revision, will be responsible
for informing States Parties about it,

“6, The proponent should substantiate its propoPs with the necessary
information. Any State Party and, as requested, the Technical Secretariat,
aould also provide relevant information for the evaluation of the proposal,

“6. Technical evaluations of a proposal may be made by the Organisation, 11
[the Executive Counail], any State Party land the Teahnical Searetariat].

I,  7 The decision on a proposal should be taken by the Organisation JJ [the
Co&ultative  Committee] by [a majority vote] [consensus] [tacit approval of
all States Parties 60 Uays after they have been informed of the proposal by
the Technical Secretariat, If  there is  no tacit  approval ,  the matter  should
be reviewed by the [Consultative Committee] at its next meeting.] [If  urgent
consideration is requested by five Jr more Parties, a special meeting OS the
Consultative Committee should be promptly convenocl.]

"8. The revision procedure should be concluded within [00 days] after the
receipt of the proposal. Once a  decis ion is  takec, it  should enter  into forae
after a  p e r i o d  o f  [30 days].

“9 . The Teahnical Secretariat should provide assistance to any State Party,
when requested, in evaluating an unlisted chemical ,  This  assistance should be
conf ident ia l  [unlese i t  i s  e s tab l i shed  in  the  eva luat ion  that  the  ohemical  has
chemical weapon properties].

“11 The question of which organ(s) of the Organisation should be
entrusted with this  task should be conRidarod  further.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [l]

“BENERAL PRWISIONS

“1 I A State Party shall  not  produce,  ~qu.ira~ retmin, trantPfer  or  use
chemicals

“( 1)

“ ( i i )

“ ( i i i )

“(iv)

i n  Baheaule [l] unless1

the ahemiaals are applied to reaea&ah, medical  or proteotive
purpoaee,  11 and

the types and quantities of ahemiaals are striatly limited to thoee
which can be juetifJed for researuh, msdiaal  or  pro tec t ive  purpose,
and

the aggregate amount of suah ahamiaals at any qiven time for
[permi t ted)  [pro tec t ive ]  purgoson  AR aquR1 to  or  lese than
one metric tonne, and

the eggragate,  amount for [permitted] [protective] purposes aoquired
by a State Party in any calendar yanr through production, withdrawal
from chemical wsagons  stocks and trrrnsfer is equal to or less then
one metric tonne.

“TRANSFERS

” 2 A State Party may transfer chemicals in Schedule [J] outside its
teiritory  only to another Stats Party and only for researuh, medical or
protactiva  purposes in accordance with paragraph 1.

II 3, Chemlcale transferred shall  not be retransferred to a third State.

“4 . Thirty days prior to my tranefer to another State Party both States
Partioe  shall notify the Consultative Committee.

“5, Uch State Party shal.1 make a detailed annual dealsration regarding
tranofere during the prsvioua calendar year. The declaration shall be
submitted within ,., months after the end of that year and shall for oeah
chemical  in Schadule [l] inaludo  the fol lowing information;

“(i) thca ch0mical  numu, s t r u c t u r a l  Cormula  a n d  Chomicel  Abutrocto  Sorvice
Regietry  Numbar (if’ aosiqned)  t

“11 A  view ww ~xp~-asx~d  LhAt,  f o r  c o n s i s t e n c y  i n  thix A n n e x ,  ‘prmitked
purposes  ’ tihould be  used  innt.aod of! ’ retiearch, medical or protective
purp~J”RH  ’ I The  view W~RB a l so  exprft~acrd  thnt  UPB o f  the  term  ‘parmittod would
broaden considerably the sphere of ut~e of eupar-t,oxic  lathal chem.icaln  which
could be used aa chemical weapons and that this wan; vory undasirable.
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“(ii) the quantity acquired from other States or transferred to other
States  Parties , For each transfer the quantity, recipient and
purpose should be included,

“SINGLE SMALL-SCALE PRODUCTION FACILITY

“Each State Party which produces chemicals in Schedule [l] for
[permitted] (protective] purposes shall carry out the production at a single
smal l - s ca l e  fac i l i t y , the capacity of which shall not exceed [one] metric
tonne per year, as measured by tne method established in [ I* 11

“A. Init ial  declarations

“Each State Party which plans to operate such a facility shall provide
the Consultative Committee with the location and a detailed technical
d9SCriptiOn  O f  t h e  fACilityr including an inventory of equipment and detailed
diagrams. For  ex i s t ing  fac i l i t i e s , this information shall be provided not
later than 30 days after the Convention enters into force for the State
Party. Information on new facilities shall be provided six months before
operations are to begin.

“Et. Advance notifications

“Each State Party shall give advance notification to the Technical
Secretariat  of  planned changes relate4 to the init ial  declaration. The
notif ication shal l  be submitted not later than .,. months before the chanqee
are to take place.

“C . Annual declarations

“(a) Eai:h State  Party possessinq  a faci l i ty  shal l  make a detai led annual
declaration regarding the act ivit ies  of the faci l i ty  for the previous calendar
year. The declaration shall be submitted within ,,, months after the end of
that year and shall include:

“1 . Ident i f i ca t ion  o f  the  fac i l i ty

“2 I For each chemical in Schedule [l] produced, acquired, consumed or
s tored  a t  the  fac i l i ty , the following information8

“(i) t h e  c h e m i c a l  nnme, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts
Service Registry Number (if assigned);

“.I/ The view was expressed that the single small-scale Production
facility should be Stnte-owned.
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“ ( i i )

“ ( i i i )

‘I( iv)

“(v)

“(vi )

“ ( v i i )

the methods employed and quantity producedr

the name and quantity of precursor chemicals lieted in
Schedule6  [l], [2] or  [3] uced for  product ion  of  chemica l s  fn
Schedule (111

the quantity coneumed  at the faoility and the purpose(e) of the
OOWllllQtiOn~

the quantity received from or shipped to other facilities
within the State Party. For each shipment the quantity,
recipient and purpose should be includedr

the maximum quantity stored at any time during the year1

the quantity stored at the end of the year.

“3. Information on any change8 at the faaility during the year oompared
to previously submitted detai led teohniarl  desariptione  of  the
facility including inventories of equipment and detailed diagrama.

‘l(b) Each State Party poesessing a facility shall make a detailed annual
declaration regarding the projeated activities and the anticipated production
at the Faaility for the coming aalendar year. The declaration ehall be
submitted not later than ,,. monthe before the beginning of that year and
shall include 8

“1, Identifiaation  o f  t h e  f a c i l i t y

“2 , For each chemical in Schedule [l] produced, consumed or stored at
the faci l i ty ,  the fol lowing information1

“(i) the chemical name, structural formula and Chemical Abstracts
Service Registry Number (if assigned);

“(ii) the quantity anticipated to be produced and the purpose of the
production,

“3. Information on any anticipated changes at the fscility during the
year compared to previously submitted detailed technical
deecriptione of the faci l i ty including inventoriee  of  equipment and
detailed diagrams.

“ I I .  VerifioatiPn

“1. The aim of verif icat ion activitieti  at  the faci l i ty  shal l  be to  verify
that the quantities of Schedule [l] chemicals produced are correctly declared
and, in psrticuler, that their aggregate amount does not exceed one metric
tonne.
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“2. The s ingle  small-scale  production faci l i ty  shall be eubject to  eyetsmatic
international on-site vsrificstion,  through on-mite  inepectioa  and monitoring
wi th  on-s i t e  instruments.

“3 I The number, intensity, duration, timing and mode of inspections for a
perticular faoility  shail be based on the risk to the objeativee of the
Convention poeed by tho xetlevant  chemicals, the characterietice of the
faci l i ty  and the nature of  the act iv i t iee  aarried out there.  The guidel ine8
to be used shall include8 (to be developed)

“4 . Each facility shall receive ar. initisl visit from international
inspectors promptly after the faci l i ty  is  declared.  The purpoce of  the
init ial  visit shall  be to verify informat;on  provided concerning the faaility,
including verification that the capacity will not permit the production, on an
annual bas is ,  of quantit ies  [s ignif icantly)  above one metr ic  tonne,  and to
obtain any additional information needed for plsnning future verification
activitiee  a t  t h e  f a c i l i t y ,  ihlcluding i n s p e c t i o n  visits  a n d  use o f  on-site
instruments’ 9

“5. Each State  Party posseseing or planning  to possess  a  faci l i ty  ehal l
execute an sgreement,  bssed on a model agreement, with the Organisation,
before tho faci l i ty  begins operation or is  used, covering data&led  inspection
procedures for the faci l i ty . Each agreement ehell include: (to be
developed) 21

“OTHER FACILITIES

“[Facilities  which synthesioe, acquire or urse chemicals in Schedule (11
Lor research or medical purposes shall be approved by the State Party.
Synthesie at eech such fncility for research and medical purpoeee shall be
limited per annum to e total maximum of [. . ]g and to [.,]g of any one chemical
on the fkhedule.]

“[Facilities which acquire or use chemicals irr Schedule (11 for permitted
purpose@ shall be approved by the State Party. Each transfer f rom the single
smal.\-scale product ion  fac i l i ty  to  such  fac i l i t i e s  sha l l  be  not i f i ed  to  the
Consultative Cormnittee  by inclusion in the annual data reporting, with an
indication of the chemical or chemicals involved, the amount transferred and
the purpose of the transfer.]

“11 The view was expressed that pending conclusion of the agreement
between a State Party and the Orgsnfeation  there would be a need for
provisional inspection procedures Lo be formuleted.
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“A, Init ial  dealarationo

“The  loaation of the facilities!  approved by the State Party shall be
provided to the Consultative Committee.

“8, Advance notifiaations

“C, Annual dealaratione

“Facilities shall be monitored through annual data reporting to the
Consultative Committee. The following information chall be included: (to be
developed)
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [l]

,, 1, 0-Alkyl  alkylphosphonofluoridete~

II 2,

eegl Sarinl O-isopropyl methylphoephonofluoridate
Somsn  I 0-pinscolyl methylphosphonofluoridate

0-Alkyl N,N-dialkylphoephoremidocyenidates

I, 3.

e . g . Tabun I O-ethyl N,N-dimethylphosphorsnidocyanidete

0-Alkyl  S-2-dialkylaminoethylalkylphosphonothioleteo

e.g. VX; O - e t h y l  S-2-diisopropylaminoethylmethyl-
phosphonothiolate

"4 l Sulphur mu8 tards ;

"5.

e.g. Mustard gas (H) I bis(2-chloroethyl)sulphide
Seequimustard (0) I 1,2-bie(2-chloroethylthio)ethane
O-Mustard (T) I bi6(2-chloroethylthioethyljether

Lewisitee

L e w i s i t e  1: 2-chlorovinyldichloroeteine
Lewisfte 22 bis(2-chlorovinyl)chloroarsine
L e w i s i t e  3: tris(2-chlorovinyljersine

"6 e

"7,

"8.

"9.

Nitrogen mustards

RNlr bis(2-chloroethyljethylamine
RN21 bis(2-chloroethyl)methylamine
RN38 triti(2-chloroethyljamine

3-Quinuclidinyl  benailate  (62)

Alkylphoephonyldifluorides

e . g .  D F

Ethyl 0-2-diisopropylaminoethyl elkylphoephonitee

S C H E D U L E  [l]

“PROVISIONAL LIST A/

e . g .  Q L

(107-44-8)
(96-64-O)

(77-81-6)

(50782-69-9)

(505-60-2)
(3563-36-a)

(63918-89-8)

(541-25-3)
(40334-69-B)
(40334-70-l)

(538-07-8)
(51-75-2)

(555-77- l )

(6581-06-2)

(676-99-3)

(57856-11-8)

“1, Some of the chemicals on the Schedules exist in more than one
stereoisomeric  form. It is proposed that, where assigned, the Ciremical
Abstracts Service Registry Numbers be stated for each of them.
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“Tobefa-

“1. Saxitoxin

“2 . J,3-Dimethylbutaa-2-01 (pinacolyl  alcohol)

“3. cs

“4. CR

“5. Chloro Sonren and Chloro Sarin

“6 . Sulphur Mustards 8 to include compounds listed below.

2-chloroethylchloromethylsulphide

bie(2-chloroethyl)sulphone

bie(2-ohloroethylthiojmethane

1,3-bis(2-chloroethylthioj-a-propane

1,4-bix(2-chloroethylthioj-p-butane
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [2]

"KEY PRECURSOR CHEMICALS

“DECLARATIONS

“The Initiel and Annuel Declarations to be provided by 8 State Party
uuder paraqraphe 3 and 4 of Article VI shall include8

,I 1, Aggregate national data on the production, processing end cor.eumption of
each chemical listed in Schedule [2], and on the export and impor-c of the
chemicels  in the previous calendar year with en indication of the countries
involved.

I, 2. The following information for eech facility which, during the previous
calendar year, produced, processed or consumed more than I ] tonne6 per a?;nwn
of the chemicals listed in Schedule [2] or which produced 11 at any time
eince ,,’ a  c h e m i c a l  i n  S c h e d u l e  [2] f o r  chemicsl  weapons purpoeeei 21

“(i) The chemical name, common or trade neme  uoed by the facility,
structural formuls, end Chemical Abstrscts  Service Registry Number
( i f  ass igned) .

“(ii) The total amount produced, coneumed, imported end exported in the
previoue calendar year. 31

“(iii) The purpose(s) for which the key precursor chemical(e) are groduced,
consumed or processed8

“(a) conversion on-site (specify product type)

“(b)  sale  or transfer to other domestic  industry (specify f inal
product type )

“(c) export of a key precursor (specify which country)

“(d) other.

- .-__-- I

“11 A view wea expressed that the queetion of a quantitetive threshold
would need to be discuseed in this context.

“,?I The placement in the Convention of the obligation to declare
facilitiee which produced a chemical in Schedule [2] for chemical weapons
purposes needs further consideration, A view was  expressed that this
obligation should be included in the Annex to Article V’

“2, Whether the total amount is to be expreesed  8s an exact figure or
within a range is to be discuesed.



“(i) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
orerating t h e  f a c i l i t y ,

“(ii) The  exac t  l oca t ion  o f  the  fac i l i ty  ( inc lud ing  the  address ,  l oca t ion
of the complex, locetion of the faci l i ty within the complex
including the specific building end structure number, if any).

“(iii)  Whether the facility is dedicated to producing or proceasing the
listed key precursor or is multi-purpose.

“( iv)  The main orientation (purpose)  of  the fscility.

l’(v) Whether the facility can readily be used to produce a Schedule [l]
chemical or another Schedule [2] chemical. Relevant information
should be provided, when applicable.

“(vi)  The production capacity  p/ fo r  the declared Schedule [2] chemical(s) .

“(vii) Which of the following activities are performed with regard to the
key prscursor chemicals;

“(a) production

“(b) processing with conversion into another chemical

‘l(c) processing without chemical conversion

l’(d) o ther  - spec i fy .

“11 One deleqetion suggested that , in the case of a multi-purpose
facility currently producing key precursor chemicals, the following should be
specifieda

- general  description of  the products)
- de ta i l ed  t echno log ica l  p lan  o f  the  facilityr
- l ist  of  special  equipment included in the technological  planr
- type of waete treat:nent equipment)
- description of each final product (chemical name, chemical structure

and register number);
- un i t  capac i ty  for  each  productt
- use of  each product.

“2/ The view was expressed that a definition of a chemical production
facility was needed and thus should be elaborated,

“11 How to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon. Some
consultations with technical experts have taken place on this issue. A report
on these consultations is  enclosed in Appendix II to faci l i tate further work
by delegations.
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"(viii) Whether at any t ime durJng the previous calendar year declared key
precursors were stored on-site in quantities greater
than [ : [tonnea].

“3 * (a) Each State Party shall annually notify the Technical Secretariat of
facilities which intend, during the coming calendar year, to produce, process
or consume more than .,, of  any chemical  lieted in Schedule [Z]. The
notif icat ion shall be submitted not later than ,.. month6 before the beginning
of that year and shall for each facility include the following informationa

“(i) The information specified  under paragraph 2 above, except for
quantitative information relating to the previoue  calendar yearr

“(ii) For each chemical listed in Schedule [2] intended to be produced or
prOCe66ed,  the total  quantity intended to be produced or prOCe66ed
during the coming calendar yoar and the time period(s)  when the
production or processing is anticipated to take place.

“(b) Each State Party shall notify the Technical Secretariat of any
production, proceseing or consumption planned after the 6Ubmi66iOn  of the
annual notification under paragraph 3 (a), not later than one month before the
production or processing ie anticipated to begin.  The notif icat ion shal l  for
each facility include the information specified under paragraph 3 (a).

“4 . The aim of the measures stipulated in Article VI, paragraph 6 ehall be to
v e r i f y  thatl

‘l(i) Facilities declared under thie Annex are not USed to produce any
chemical  l isted in Schedule (11. 21

“(i i )  The quantit ies  of  chemical6 l isted ?n Schedule [2] produced,
prOCe6Sed  or cunswnod are consietent  with need6 for purpose6 not
prohibited by the Chemical Weapon6 Convention. 31

.

“I/ Some of the provisions contained in this  sect ion have general
application throughout.. the Convention. It  is  understood that the retention of
these wil l  be rev iewed at  a later stage in the negotiat ions.

“21 It was 6Ugge6ted  t%Rt ‘or for any other purposes prohibited by the
Convention’ should be added.

“3./  Opinions were expressed on the need to consider the question of the
existence in a  faci l i ty  of  excessive capacity  for the production of  Che6IiC616
in Schedule [2].
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“(iii)  The chemicals  lieted in Schedule [2] are nc’. diverted or ueed for
purpwe6 prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

” ti

“5. “(1) Each faci l i ty notif ied to the Technical  Secretariat  under this  Annex
shall be subjeot to  systematic international  on-site verif ication on
a routine baeis,

“ ( i i )  The  number ,  in tens i ty ,  &ration, timing and mode of inspections and
monitoring with on-site instruments for a particular faoility shall
be based on the risk to the objectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical,  the chatacteriet ics  of the faci l i ty and the
nature of  t)e act ivi t ies carried out there.  A/ a/ The guidel ines to
be used shall  include: (to be developed).  91

“6. The particular facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the Technical
Secretariat in euch a way to preclude the predi  “on of precieely when the
f a c i l i t y  ia t o  b e  inepected.

“7 . A State Party ehall be notified by the Technical Secretariat of the
decis ion to  inspect  a  tat:’ -f referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3 . . . . hour6
prior to the arrival of the inepection team.

“8. The host State Party shall have the right tL designate personnel to
accompany an international inspection team, The exercise  of  this  right ehall
not affect  the right of  inspectors to obtain access to  the faci l i ty ,  a8
provided by the Convention, nor shall it delay or otherwise impede the
carrying out of the inspection.

“11 One delegation euggeeted that the number of 6UCh inspections could
be from 1 to 5 per year.

“21 A number of poeeible iactors  that could influence the number,
inteneity,  duration, timing and mode of inspections have been identified and
discussed. The reeult of this work is enclosed in Appendix II to serve a6 a
ba6i6 for future work,

“21 It was noted that a ‘weighted approach’ might be taken in
determining the inspection regime for specif ic  chemicala,  The importance of
eetablishing  a threshold(e)  in this  context  was also noted. It was mentioned
that a threshold(s)  should relate to ‘mi l i tary  s ign i f i cant  quantitiec’ o f  the
relevant chel; iCal( 6).
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“9. Each facility notified to the Technical Secretariat under this Annex
shall be liable to receive an initial visit from international inspectors,
promptly after the State become6 a Party to the Convention.

"10. The purpose of the initial visit shall be to verify information provided
concerning the facility to be inspected and to obtain any additional
information needed for planning future verification activities at the
facility, including inspection visits and use of on-site instruments.

.“Aareement  on uspectron  Procedureg

"11. Each State Party shall execute an agreement, based on a model agreement,
with the Organization, within [6] months after the Convention enters into
force for the State, governing the conduct of the inspections of the
facilities declared by the State Party. The agreement shall provide for the
detailed subsidiary arrangements which shall govern inspection6 at each
facility. 21

“12. Such agreement6  shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify for
each facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed
inspection procedures and the installatioa, operation and maintenance of
on-site instruments by the Technical Secretariat. The Model Agreement  shall
include provisions to take into account future technological developments.

"States Parties shall ensure that the systematic international on-site
verification can be accomplished by the Technical Secretariat at all
facilities within the agreed time frames after the convention enters into
force. B/

."Verification IqsBectlon6

"13. The areas of a facility to be inspected under subsidiary arrangements
.may, inter alza , include: 11

"11 Several delegations considered that the model agreement should be
elaborated as part of the negotiations on the Convention. A draft for such a
model agreement is contained in Appendix II.

"_2/ Procedures to ensure the implementation of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed.

**2/ Opinions were expressed on the need to consider the question of the
existence in a facility of excessive capacity for the production of chemical6
on Schedule [2].
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*l(i) areaa where feed chemicals (reactants) are delivered and/or stored1

“(ii) areas where manipulative yrocesees are performed upon the reaatanta
prior to addit ion to the react ion veeoel~

“(iii) feed l ines ts appropriate from subparagraph ( i)  and/or
subparagraph (ii) to the raaction vessel, together with any
aaaociated valves, flow meters, etc.1

“( iv )  the  ex terna l  aepeat of  the  reac t ion  veaee l  and  ita anaillary
equipment 1

“(v) linea from the reaation  veaeel  leading to  long-  or short-term
storage or for further processing of the designated chemical)

“(vi) control equipment associated with any of the items under
subparagraphs (i) to (V)J

“(vii) equipment and areas for waste and effluent handling!

“(vii i)  equipment and areas for dieporition  of off-specif icat ion chemicals .

“14, “(a)  The Technical  Secretariat  shal l  notify the State Party of  i ts
deaision  to  inapeat  or  v i s i t  the  fac i l i t y  [48] (121  hours  pr ior  to  the  p lanned
arrival  of the ineprction team at  the faci l i ty  for eyatematic  inspections or
v i s i t s . In the event of inspection8 or visits to resolve urgent problems,
this period may be shortened. The Teahnical  Secretariat  shal l  specify the
purPoee(s)  of  the  inspec t ion  or  v i s i t ,

“(b) A State Party shall make any neceseary  preparations for the arrival
of the Inepectora  and shall  ensure their  expedit ious transportation from their
point  of entry on the territory of the Gtate Party to  the faci l i ty ,  The
agreement on subsidiary arrangements will apeaify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

“(c) International  Inspectors shall , in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangements:

- have unimpeded access to all areas that have been agreed for
inspection. While conducting their actflity, Inspectors shall comply
wi th  the  sa fe ty  regu la t ions  a t  the  fac i l i ty . The item8 to be
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectorsr

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as mey be necessary
for the completion of their tasks)

- rece ive  samples  taken  a t  the ir  reques t  a t  the  fac i l i ty . Such samples
will be taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
the Inepectorsr
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- perform on-site analysis of samplesr

- t r a n s f e r , i f  neaessary,  eamples fo r  ana lys i s  of f - s i t e  at  a  l abora tory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with agreed
procedurssJ  I/

- afford the opportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
ssmples  a r e  irnSlySOdJ  A/

-  e n s u r e , in arllcordanoe  with proaedures (to be developed), that samples
transported, stwed and processed are not tampered withl A/

- communicate freely with the Technical Seoretariat.

“(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in aocordanae with
agreed procedures:

- have the right to accompany the International  Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
t h e  facilityr

- have the right to retain duplicates  of al l  samples  taken and be
present when samples are analysedr

- have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
International Inspectors and to have it tested in the presence of its
personnelr

- provide assistance to the International Inspectors, upon their
request, for the installation of the monitoring system and the
analysis of samples on-site)

- r e c e i v e  c o p i e s  of  the  reports  on inspec t ions  of  i t s  fscility(ie6)~

- r e c e i v e  c o p i e s ,  a t  i t s  r e q u e s t , of the information and data gathered
about i ts  facility(ies)  by the Technical  Secretariat .

“15, The T\)chnical  Secretariat may retain at each site a sealed container for
photographs, plans and other information that it may wish to refer to in the
course of subsequent inspection.

--

“11 The view was expressed that  al l  quest ions related to analysis
off-s ite  required further discussion.
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“16. After each inspection or visit  to  the faci l i ty ,  Intsrnationel  Inspectors
shall submit a report with their findings to the (Director-Qeneral of the)
Technical Secretariat which will transmit a copy of this report to the State
Party  having reaeived the inspeation or vis i t . Information received  during
the inspection shall be treated as confidential (procedures to be developed).

“17, The International Inspectors may request clarification of any ambiguities
arising from the inspection. In the event that any ambiguities arise which
cannot be resolved in the course of the inspection, the Inspectors shall
inform the (Director-Qeneral of the) Techniaal  Secretariat immediately.
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“ANNRX  To ARTICLE VI [2]
“SCHEDULE [ 2 ]

“PROVISIONAL LIST

“1, Chemicals aontaining one P-methyl, P-ethyl, or P-propyl (normal or iso)
bond

“2 I N,N-Dialkylpbosphoramidic  d iha l ides

“3. Dialkyl N,N-dialkylphosphoreidates

“4 1 Arsenic triahloride (7784-34-l)

“5. 2,2-Diphenyl-2-hydronyacetic  a c i d (76-93-7 1

“6. Quinuclidin-3-cl (1619-34-7)

“7 . N,N-Diisopropylaminoethyl-2-chloride (96-79-7)

“8, N,N-Diisopropylaminoethan-2-01 (96-80-o)

“9, N,N-Diisopropylaminoethane-2-thiol (5842-07-Q)

“TO BE DISCUSSED FURTHER

“(1) The following compounds1

Bts(2-hydrotyethyl)sulphide ( thiodiglycol)

3,3-Dimethylbutan-2-01 (p ineco ly l  alaohol)

“(2) Expanded groups for compounds 5, 6, 7, 6 and 9, as follows:

(No, 5)t 2-phenyl-2-(phenyl,  cyclohexyl ,  cyclopsntyl  or
cyclobutyl)-2-hydroxyacetic  acids  and their methyl ,  ethyl ,
n-propyl and iso-propyl esters

(No.  6): 3- or 4-hydrorypiperidine  and their  [derivatives]  and
[ analogs 1

(Noe. 7,8,9)1 N,N-Disubstituted aminoethyl-2-halides
N,N-Disubstituted sminoethsn-2-01s
N,N-Diaubstituted sminoethene-2-thiols
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [ 31

“DECLARATIONS

'1 1, The initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party under
paragraph 4 of Article VI shall include the following information for each of
the chemicals listed in Schedule [3 ] I

l’(i) The  chemica l s  name, common or trade name used by the facility,
structural formula and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number.

“(ii) The total amount produced, consumed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year. 11

“(iii)  The final product or end use of the chemical in accordance with the
following categories (to be developed).

“(iv) For each facility which during the previous calendar year produced,
processed, consumed or transferred more than [30] tonnes of a chemical
listed in Schedule [3] or which produced 21 at any time since . . . a
chemical in Schedule [3] for chemical weapons purposes! 91 $1

“(a) The name of the facility and of the owner, companyy) or enterprise
operat ing  the  fac i l i ty .

“(b) The  loca t ion  o f  the  fac i l i ty .

“11 Whether the total amount is to be expressed as an exact figure or
within a range ie to be discussed.

“2.1 A view was expressed that the question of a quantitative threshold
would need to be discussed in this context.

“31 The placement in the Convention of the obligation to declare
facilities which produced a chemical in Schedule [3] for chemical weapons
purposes needs further consideration, A view was expressed that this
obligation should be included in the Annex to Article V.

“41 It was proposed that a threshold for the dual purpose agents
(Phosgene, Cyanogen chloride, Hydrogen cyanide, Chloropicrin) could ba
establ ished at  [50 tonnes/year]  [500 tonnes/year]  and for precursors at
[5 tonnes/year]  [50 tonnes/year] . The proposal was presented in an informal
dIscussion  paper dated 30 March 1987, prepared on the request of the Chairman
oE the Committee, by Dr. Peroni (Braeil),  Lt. Col. Bretfeld (German Democratic
Republic) and Lr. Ooms (Netherlands).
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‘l(c) The capacity  ( to  be def ined)  A/ of the faci l i ty .

“(d) The approximate amount of production and consumption of the
chemical in tho previous year (ranges to be specified).

II 2. A State Party shall notify the Technical Secretariat of the nama and
location of  any faci l i ty  which i n t *-de, in the year following submission of
the Annual Declaration, to produce, process or consume any of the chemicals
l isted in Schedule [3] (on an industrial  scale  - to  be defined).

“VERIFICATION

“The ver i f i ca t ion  r6gime for  chemica l s  l i s t ed  in  Schedule  [3] wi l l
comprise both the provision of data by a State Party to the Technical
Secretariat and the monitoring of that data by the Technical Secretariat. 21

. -.---_-._

“11 Some consultations with technical experts have taken place on this
issue. A report on these consultations is enclosed in Appendix II to
facilitate further work by delegations.

“21 Some delegationa consider that provision should be made for resort
to an on-site  ‘spot-check’ inspection,  i f  required,  to  verify information
supplied by a State Party. Other delegations believe that the provisions of
Articles VII, VIII and IX of the Convention are sufficient in this respect.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [ 3 ]
“SCHLDULE [ 3 ]

“Phoagetne (75-44-5)

“Cyanogen  chloride (506-77-4)

Wydrogan ayanide (74-90-6)

*qTrichloronitromethane
(ahloropiarin)

“Phoephorue oryohloride

“Phoephorue t r i c h l o r i d e

(76-06-Z)

!10026-87-3)

(7719-12-2)

“Di- and Trimethyl/Ethyl Eaters
of Phoephoruo [P III] Acid;

“Trimethyl  phosphi te

“Triethyl phosphi te

t@Dimethyl  phosphi te

“Diethyl phoeghito

“Sulphur monochloride

“Sulphur dJ zhlorfde

(131-45-9)

(122-53- l )

(668-85-9)

(762-04-s)

(19925-67-Q)

(19545-99-O)
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [. . . ] a/

“etaductianot-taxiclethalchrrmicalsnot

“The provisions of this Annex oovert

- chemiculs  with an LD50 equal  to or less  than 0.5 mg per kg
bodyweight a/ or an LCt50 equal to or less than 2,000 mg-min/m3i

- f a c i l i t i e s  whicha

“(a) produce or process more than [lo] [loo]  [l,OOO]  kg 91 per
annum $1 of any such chemicals  51

“[(bl have a production capacity &/ for any such chemical exceeding
1,000 kg 11 per annum a/].

“11 Some delegations consider that the chem%cals  in this Annex should be
dealt  with in the Annex to Article  VI [2] Schedule [2], Other delegations
consider that a separate Annex [4] is required.

“21 It  is  understood that further discussion is  needed with regard to
chemicals with a somewhat lower toxicity, In this context verb-us ideas were
put forward, i,a, a

- that  chemicals  fal l ing within a deviat ion-range of lo-20 per cent
could be considered)

- that  chemicals  with an LD50 close to 0.5 mg/kg  bodyweight could be
included as exceptjonst

- that  the modalit ies  for revisione of  l ists  could be made use of  to
take care of possible concerns in this regard,

“11 Some delegations felt  that  the thresholds for production aAd
production capacity should correspond to mil i tari ly  s ignif icant quantit ies ,

“41 The question of production or processing not occurring annually
requires further diSCUu6iOA.

“51 Some delegations expressed the view that  addit ional  criteria of
suitability for chemical weapons purposes should be added,

“61 How to define production capacity remain6 to be agreed upon. IA
this context reference was made to the proposal contained in CD/CW/WP.171,  as
well a8 the report contained in Appendix II to this document.

“21 It  is  understood that the quantitative value of the threshold for
production capacity remains to be discussed.

“a/ One delegation expressed the view that the question of production
capacities should be coneidered  in accordance with the relevant provisions in
t h e  AnAeX t o  A r t i c l e  V I ,  S c h e d u l e s  [2] a n d  [3] (cf. CD1CW1WP.167,  pp. 6 2 ,  68).
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“The Initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party
under Article VI shall include1

“1, Aggregate national data on the production or proaeseing of each ahemical
[listed in] [aovered by] this Annex, a/ and on the export and import of the
chemiaals  in the previous aalendar year with an indiaation  of the aountriee
involved.

II 2. The following informa:ion  for eaah facility whiah, during the previous
calendar year, produaed or proceaoed more than [lo] [loo]  [l,OOO]  kg 91 of any
ahemiaai [lieted i n ]  [aovere9.  b y ]  t h i s  AAAOX.

“(1) The chemiaai  name, common or trade neme used by the facility,
structural formula, and Chemical Abstrsats Service Regiet-‘y  Number
(if aseigned)r

“(ii) The total amount produced, processed, imported aAd exported in the
previous aalendar year1 141 51

“(iii) The purpose(e) for which the ahemical(s) are produced or processed!

**(a) conversion on-si te  (specify product  type))

“(b)  eale or transfer to other domeetic  industry (specify f ina l
produat type)r

“(cl export of a chemical (specify whiah aountry).

“EaPilitv

“(i) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
operating the faailityr

“A/ The information to be reported on chemicals will depend largely on
what aims are eventually agreed for verification under paragraph 4 of this
Annex.

“21 A proposal  for a l ist  of chemicala, to be included in the Convention
under this category, is  contained in CD/792,

“a/ Some delegations felt  that  the thresholds for production and
PrOdUCtiOA  capacity should correspond to mil i tari ly  s ignif icant  quantit ies’

“a/ Whether the total amount is to be exprensed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discussed’

“B/ One delegation expressed the view that aggregate nstional data on
the production of any such chemical should also be provided.
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I’( i i )

“ ( i i i )

“(iv)

“t(v)

“(Vi)

“(Vi’)

“ ( v i i i )

The exact  locat ion of  the faci l i ty ( including the addreos,  location
of the complex, locat ion of the faci l i ty  within the complex
inUlUdiAg the specif ic  building anr? etructure number,  i f  any))

Whether the fauility is dedicated to producing or processing the
declared ohemical  or is multi-purpose,

The main orientation (purpose) of the facility)

Whether the facility can readily be used to produas a Schedule [l]
chemical. Relevant information should be provided, when
appliaable. ] 1

The production cagnvity for the declared ahemicai(s)! 11

Which of the following activities are performed with regard to
chemicals I

“(a) production,

“(b) processing with conversion into another chemicals

l’(c) proaeseing without ahemical  conversionr

**(d)  o t h e r  - speaifyr

Whether at any tims during tho previous calendar year declared
chemicals  were etored on-srte  in  quantit ies  greater than [ ]
[tonnes],

“3 * “(a) Each State Party shall annually notify the Technical Secretariat of
f a c i l i t i e s  whiah a n t i c i p a t e , during the coming calendar year, to produce or
process more than ‘.’ of any chemical [listed in] [covered by] this Annex.
The notification ehall be submitted not later than ,” months before the
beginning of  that  year and shal l  for each faci l i ty  inoiude the fol lowing
information1

“(i) The information specified under paragraph 2 above, except for
quantitative information relating to the previous calendar year;

“(ii) For each chemical , the total  quantity anticipated to be
produced or processed during the coming calendar year and the
time period(s) when the production or processing is anticipated
to take place’

“(b) Each State Party shall notify the Technical Secretariat of any
prOdUCtiOA,  processing planned after the submission of the annual notification
under paragraph 3 (a), not later than on0 month before the production or
processing is anticipated to begin’ The  not i f i ca t ion  sha l l  for  uach fac i l i t y
include the information speclfivd  under paragraph 3 (a).

“1, How to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon.
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“VERIFICATION 11

“Aim 21

“4 , The aim of the measures stipulated in Lrticle VI, paragraph 6, shall be
to verify thatt

“(i) Facilities declared under this Annex are not used to produce any
chemical  l isted in Schedule !i))

“(ii) The quantities of declared chemicals produced or processed are
coneistent  with needs for purposes not prohibited by the Chemical
Weapons Conventionr

**(iii) Tie declared chemicals are not diverted or ueed for j?urpoees
prohibited by the Chemical ‘Aapone Convention.

‘5. **(i) Each  fac i l i t y  notified to  the  Technica l  Secre tar ia t  sha l l  be  l i ab le
to receive an init ial  vieit Iran International  Inspectors,  promptly
after the State become6 a Party to the Convention.

“(ii) The purpose of the initial visit shall be to verify information
provided concerning the facility to be inspected and to obtain any
addit ional  information,  [ including on the capacity  of  the faci l i ty ,
needed for planning] [to determizle  whether systematic on-site
Verification OA a  r o u t i n e  b a s i s  i6 Aecessary,  a n d ,  i f  s o ,  t0 plan]
future  ver i f i ca t ion  ac t iv i t i e s  a t  the  fac i l i ty ,  inc lud ing  inspec t ion
visits  and u6e o f  on- s i t e  inetruments.

*‘(iii) Esch faci l i ty  notif ied to the Technical  Secretariat  under thie Annex
shal l  be subject  to systematic  international  on-site  veri f icat ion on
a routine basis .

“( iv)  The number,  intensity, duration, timing aAd mode of inspections and
monitoring with on-site  instrument.6 for a  partiCUl8r faci l i ty  shal l
be based on the risk to the objectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical, the  charac ter i s t i c s  o f  the  fac i l i ty  inc lud ing
its  capacity and the nature of  the act ivit ies  carried out  there.  ;t/
The guidel ines to be ustbd shall  include: (to be developed).

“I/ ‘Tome of  the provisions contained in this  sect ion have general
application throughout the Convention. It  is  understood that the retention of
these wil l  be reviewed a’, a  later stage in the negotiat ions’

“21 Thie a im requires further consideration.  Some delegations have
raised in t!rIl: context the issue of suitability for chemical weapons purposes.

“31 One delegation suggested that the number of such inspections might
be one to three per year,
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"6 . The particular facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the Technical
Secretariat in such a way to preclude the prediction of precisely when the
facility is to be inspected.

‘1 t State Party

“7 . The Host State Party shall have the right to designate personnel to
accompany an international inspection team. The exercise of this right shall
not affect the right of Inspectors to obtain access to the facility, as
provided by the Convention, nor Shall it delay or otherwise impede the
carrying out of the inspection.

"Aureement on Insoection Procedures

"8. Each State Party Shall execute an agreement, based on a model agreement,
with the Organixation within [6] month6 after the Convention enter6 into force
for the State, governing the conduct of the inspection6 of [the facilities
declared by the State Party] [those facilities which are determined by the
Technical Secretariat on the basis of the initial visit of International
Inspectors to warrant systematic international on-site verification on a
routine basis]. The agreement shall provide for the detailed subsidiary
arrangement6 which shall govern inspections at each facility.

“9. Such agreement6 shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify for
each facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed
inspection procedure6 and the installation, operation and maintenance of
on-site instrument6 by the Technical Secretariat. The Model Agreement shall
include provisions to take into account future technological developments.

"States Parties Shall ensure that the systematic international on-site
verification can be accomplished by the Technical Secretariat at all
facilities within the agreeed time frame6 after the Convention enters into
force.

‘I .Verification Insnection6

"lo. The areas of a facility to be inspected under subsidiary arrangements,
may, bi3r alia, include:

'(i) Area6 where feed chemicals (reactants) are delivered and/or stored;

‘(ii) Areas where manipulative processes are performed upon the reactants
prior to addition to the reaction vessel:

"(iii) Feed lines as appropriate from subparagraph (i) and/or
subparagraph (ii) to the reaction vessel, together with any
associated valves, flow meters;
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“(iv)  The external aspect of the reaction veeeel and its anoillery
equipment)

"(~1 Lines f rom the reaction veesel  leading to long- or short-term
storage or for further processing of the designated chemical!

“(vi) Control equipment associated with any of the items  under
subparagraph8 (i) to (v) I

“(vii)  Equipment and areas for waste and effluent handling)

“(viii) Equipment and areas for dispoeition  of off-specification chemicals,

“11, “(a) The Technical  Secretariat  shall notify the State  Party of  i ts
dec i s ion  to  inspec t  or  v i s i t  the  fac i l i ty  [48] [12] hours  pr ior  to  the  p lanned
arrival  of  the inspection team at  the faci l i ty  for systematic  inspect ions or
v i s i t s .

“(b) A State Party ehall make any neaessary preparatione for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall  ensure their  expedit ious transportatioti‘  from their
point of entry on the territory of the State Party to the faaility. The
agreement on subsidiary arrangements will specify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

l’(c) Internat iona l  Inspectors  sha l l , in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangement8

- have unimpeded access to all area8 that have been agreed for
inspection. While conducting their activity, Inspectors shall comply
with the safety regulations at  the faci l i ty . The items to be
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectorsl

- bring with them and 1~88 ouch agreed instruments a8 may be neceseary
for the completion of  their  taekel

- r e c e i v e  eamplee t a k e n  a t  t h e i r  r e q u e s t  a t  t h e  f a c i l i t y . Such samples
will be taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
t h e  Iaepectore~

- p e r f o r m  o n - s i t e  analyeis o f  semplesr

- t r a n s f e r , i f  necessary, eamples  for  ana lys i s  o f f - s i t e  a t  a  l aboratory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with agreed
proceduresl

- afford the opportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
samples are analysodt
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- e n s u r e , in accordance with procedures (to be developed), that eamples
transported, stored and processed are not tampered with)

- communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat.

l’(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shal l ,  in accordance with
agreed procedures;

- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection end observe al l  their  verif icat ion act ivit ies  at
f a c i l i t y )

- have the right to retain duplicates  of all  svnples taken and be
present when samples are analysed)

- have the right to inspect  any instrument used or instal led by +he
International Inspectors and to have it tested in the presence of its
personnel)

- provide assistance to the International  Inspectors,  upon their
request, for the installation of the monitoring system and the
analysis  of  samples  on-si te)

- receive copies  of  the reports  on inspections of  i ts  facility(ies)r

- rece ive  copies ,  at  i t s  reques t , of the information and data gathered
about i ts  facility(ies)  by the Technical  Secretariat .

“12, The Technical Secrltariat  may retain at each site a sealed container for
photographs, plans and other information that it may wish to refer to in the
course of subsequent inspection.

“13. After each inspection or vis i t  to  the faci l i ty ,  International  Inspectors
shall submit a report with their findings to the (Director-General of the)
Technical Secretariat which will transmit a copy of this report to the State
Party having received the inspection or visit. Information received during the
inspection shall be treated as confidential  (procedures to be developed).

“14 I The International Inspectors may request clarification of any
ambiguities arising from the inspection, In the event that any ambiguities
arise which cannot be resolved in the course of the inspection, the Inspectors
shall inform the (Director-General of the) Technical Secretariat immediately.
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“OTHER DOCUMENTS

“1, For the purpose of carrying out the necessary preparations for the
effective operation of the provisions of the Convention and for preparing for
the 1st meeting of the Consultative Committee, the Depository of the
Convention shall aonvene a Preparatory Commission not later than (301 days
after the Convention has been signed by (to be determined) States.

“2 , The Commission shall consist of the representatives designated by the
States which have signed the Convention.

II 3. The Commission shall be convened at [...I and romain in existenae  until
the Convention comes into force and thereafter until the Consultative
Committee has convened.

“4 , The expenses of the Commission shall be met by the States signatories to
the Convention, participating in the Commission, [in accordance with the
United Nations scale of assessment, adjusted to take into acaount differences
between the United Nations membership and the participation of States
s ignator i e s  in  the  Commisoion],

“5. All decisions of the Commission shall be made by [consensus] [a two-thirds
majority].

“6 e The Commission shall

“(a) e l e c t  i t s  o w n  o f f i c e r s , adopt its own rules of procedures, meet as
often as necessary and establish such committees as it deems usefulr

“(b) appoint  an executive secretary and establ ish a pro’risional
technical secretariat with units in charge of preparatory work concerning the
main activities to be carried out by the Technical Secretariat created under
the  Convent iona  dec larat ions  and  data) inspectoratej  eva luat ion  of  acaounts
and repor ta I agreements  and negotiationat  personnel ,  qualif ications and
training1 development of procedures and instruments! technical support;
finance and administration;

“(c) make arrangements  for the f irst  session of  the Consultative
Committee , including the preparation of an agenda and draft rules of procedurer

“11 Provisions on the Commission could be contained in a resolution of
the United Nations General Assembly commending the Convention or in an
appropriate document associated with the Convention.
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l’(d) make  s tud ies , reports and recommendations for the first session of
the Consultative Committee and the 1st meeting of the Executive Council on
subjects requiring immediate attention after the entry into force of the
Convention, including the programme of work and the budget for the first year
of activities of the Consultative Committee, the location of the permanent
offices of the Organisation, technical  problems relevant to  act ivit ies
connected with the implementation of the Convention, establishment of the
Technical  Secretariat  and of  i ts  staff  and f inancial  regulations.

"7 . The Commission shall report on its activities to the 1st meeting of the
Consultative Committee.
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“II ,

“In March 1982 consultations were held, involving 32 experts from
25 countries ,  i.a. on toxicity  determination,

“As a  resu l t  of  the  disaussions, the participants  in the oonsultations
unanimously agreed to recommend standardised operating procedures for acute
subautaneous toxicity determinations and for saute inhalation toxicity
determinations. These unanimously agreed recommendations were submitted as
Annexes III and IV to document CD/CW/WP.30.

“It is understood that further work may be needed to take into aoaount
technical developments since 1952. I;n orde r  to  fac i l i ta te  th i s  work
Annexes II I and IV to CD/CY/WP.  30 are reproduced below,

“Recommended standardised operating procedures for acute
subautaneous toxiaity determinations

“Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:

l’(i) s u p e r - t o x i c  l e t h a l  chemicalsr

‘I( i i )  o ther  l e tha l  chemica l s ;

“(iii)  other harmful chemicals .

“Lethality limits in terms of LD50  for subcutaneous administration were
established to separate three toxic categories at 0.5 mg/kg  and 10 mg/kg.

“The test substance is administered to a group of animals in doses
corresponding exactly to the category l imits  (0 .5  or  10 mg/kg respect ively) .
If in an actual test the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then the
material  would fal l  into the higher toxicity  category) if  i t  was lower than
50 per cent the material would fall into the lower toxicity category.

“A/ It was understood that these recommended standardised operating
procedures for toxicity determinations might be supplemented or modified
and/or, i f  necessary ,  reviewed.
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“3 t

“ 3 . 1  m Healthy young adult male albino rats of
Wistar strain weighing 200 f 20 g should be used. The animals should be
accl imatised to the laboratory condit ions for at  least  f ive days  prior to the
tes t ’ The temperature of the animal room before and during the test ehould be
22 5 3OC and the relative humidity should be SO-70 per cent. With artificial
lighting, the sequence should be 12 hours light, 12 hours dark. Conventional
laboratory diets may be used for feeding with an unlimited supply of drinking
water. The animals should be group-caged but the number of animals per cage
should not interfere with proper observation of eaoh animal. Prior to the
test, the animals are randomised and divided into gsoupst 20 animals in each
group’

“ 3 . 2  f&at aa Each test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number,  purity,  solubil i ty,
s tab i l i ty ,  e tc . )  and  s tored  under  condi t ions  ensur ing  i t s  s tab i l i ty .  The
stability of the substance under the test conditions should also be known.
A solution of the test substance should be prepared just before the test.
Solutions with concentrations of 0.5 mg/ml  and 10 mg/ml  should be prepared.
The preferable solvent is 0.55 per cent saline, Where the solubility of the
test substance is a problem, a minimum amount of an organic solvent such as
ethanol, propylene glycol or polyethylene glycol may be used to achieve
solution.

“ 3 . 3  v Twenty animals receive in the back region 1 ml/kg of
the solution containing 0.5 mg/ml  of the test  substance, The number of dead
animals is determined within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If  the death
rate is lower than 10 animals, another group of 20 animals should be injected
by the same way with 1 ml/kg of the solution containing 10 mg/ml  of the test
substance. The number of dead animals should be determined within 48 hours
and again after 7 days’ I f  the  resu l t  i s  doubt fu l  ( e .g .  death  rate  = lo), the
test should be repeated.

“ 3 . 4  Evaruation  o f  m If  the death rate in the f irst  group of
animals (receiving a solution containing 0.5 mg/ml) is equal to or higher than
50 per cent, the  te s t  subs tance  wi l l  fa l l  in to  the  “super- tox ic  l e tha l
chemical” category. If the death rate in the second group (receiving a
solution co&aining 10  mg/ml) is  equal  to or higher than 50 per cent,  the test
substance wil l  fal l  into the “other lethal  chemical” category; if lower than
50 per cent, the test  substance wil l  fal l  into the “other harmful chemical”.

“ 4 .  Date

“A test report should include the following information:

“ii) k0RuBltionsr date and hour of the test, air temperature and
humidityt

“(ii) animalaata: strain,  weight and origin of the animalal
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“ ( i i i )  )un: c h e m i c a l  c o m p o s i t i o n ,  o r i g i n ,
batch number and purity (or impurities) of the substancer  date of
receipt ,  quantit ies  received and used in the test; condit ions of
storage, solvent used in the testr

“ ( i v )  m,auuglI the number of dead animals in eaah group, evaluation of
r e s u l t s .

“Recommended standardised operating procedures for acute
inha la t ion  tox ic i ty  cr i t er ia

“I. In the assessment and evaluation of the toxic ~haraateristics  of
chemicals in a vapour or aerosol atate determination of acute inhalation
toxici ty  is  necessary. In every case,  when it  is  possible ,  this  test  should
be preceded by subcutaneous toxicity determination, Data from these studies
constitute the init ial  steps in the establishing of  a  dosage regimen in
subchronic and other studies and may provide additional information on the
mode of toxic action of a substance.

“Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity1

“(1) s u p e r - t o x i c  l e t h a l  chemicalal

“ ( i i )  o t h e r  l e t h a l  chemicals~

“(i i i )  other harmful  chemicals . .

“Lethal i ty  l imits  in terms of  LCt50 for inhalatory application were
established to separate three toxic categories at 2,000 mg mixUrn and
20,000 mg min/m3’

‘I 2 .  -of-

“A group of animals is exposed for a defined period to the test substance
in concentration corresponding exactly to the category limits
(2 ,000 mg min/m3  or  20 ,000 mg min/m3] respect ively’  If  in  an actual test
the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then tho material would fall into
the higher toxicity category; ii’ it was lower than 50 per cent, the material
would fal l  into the lower toxicity category.

‘I 3, DescriPtion.qf-tee_t

“3 ’ 1 EtxJwrtmagtel Healthy young adult malt? albino rats of
Wistar strain weighing 200 k 20 g should be used. The animals should be
accl imatised to  the laboratory condit ions for at  least  f ive  days prior to  the
t e s t . The temperature of the animal room befors and during the test should be
22 f 3OC and the relative humidity should be 50-70 per cent. Wi th  ar t i f i c ia l
lighting, the sequence should be 12 hours light, 12 hours dark. Conventional
laboratory diets may be used for feeding with an unlimited supply of drinking
water. The animals should be group-caged but the number of animals per cage
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should not interfere with proper observation of each animal. Pr io r  t o  the
test the animals are randomixed  and divided into two groups) 20 animals in
eaah group.

“ 3 . 2  mlt  a- Each test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, eolubility,
s tab i l i ty ,  boi l ing  po in t , flash point, vapour pressure etc.) and etored  under
conditione e n s u r i n g  its etability. The stability of the substance under the
test condition6 should also be known,

“ 3 . 3  w A conotant  vapour concentration may be produced by one
of several methods!

“(i) by means of an automatic syringe which drops the material on to a
suitable  heating system (e .g.  hot  plate)t

“(ii) by eending airsteam through a solution containing the material
(e .g.  bubbling chamber)r

‘*(iii)  by diffusion of the agent through a suitable material
(e .g.  diffusion chamber).

“A dynamic inhalation system with a suitable analytical concentration
control system should be used. The rate of air flow ehould be adjusted to
ttnaure that conditions throughout the equipment are  eesentially  the  same*
Both a whole body individual chamber enpoeure or head only exposure may be
used,

“3.4 w Meaeurements or monitoring ehould be
conducted of the following parameters:

“(i) the  ra te  of  a ir  f low (pre ferab ly  continuouely)J

“(ii) the actual  concentration of the test  eubstance during the exposed
periodr

“(iii)  temperature and humidity.

“3.5 Tast me- Twenty animals are exposed for 10 minutee  to the
concentration of 200 mg/m3 and then removed from the chamber. The number of
dead animals  is determined within 48 hour6 and again after 7 days. I f  the
death rate is lower than 10 animals, another group of 20 animale ohould be
exposed for 10 minutes to the concentration of 2,000 mg/m3. The number of
dead animals should  be determir.sd  within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If
the  resul t  is doubt fu l  ( e .g .  death  rate  I lo), the test  should be repeated.

“3.6 &&&u&ha  o f  reeu If  the death rate in the f irst  group of
animal8  (exposed to the concentration of 200 mg/m3)  ie equal to or higher
than 50 per cent,  the test  eubstance wil l  fal l  into the “super-toxic lethal
chemical” category. If the death rate in the second group (expoeed to the
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concentration of 2,000 mg/m3)  ie equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the
teet  eubetance wil l  fal l  into the ‘other lethal  chemical’  category) i f  i t  ie
lower than 50 per cent, the  t ea t  subotance wi l l  fa l l  in to  the ‘o ther  harmful
chemical ’ .

“A teet report should include the following information1

“(i)

“ ( i i )

“ ( i i i )

‘I( iv)

“(VI

Vaanditiansl  date and hour of the test, description of exposure
chamber (type, dimensions, source of air, eyetem for generating the
test  eubstance, method of  condit ioning air,  t rea tment  of exhaust  air
etc.) and equipment for meaeuring temperature, humidity, air flow
and concentration of the teat subetancer

-1 air flow rate, temperature and humidity of air,
nominal concentration (total amount of test substance fed into the
equipment divided by volume of air), actual concentration in test
breathing none  J

Animaldata: strain,  weight and origin of animals)

t sgaharacteriaationl chemical composition, origin,
batch number and purity (or impurit ies)  of  the aUbatanCeJ  boil ing
point ,  flash point ,  vapour preesurer date  of receipt,  quantitiee
received and used in thr, tests condit ion of storage,  solvent  used
in  the  test!

&aeuJ&,~r  number of dead animals in each groupl evaluation of
reeults.
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“ADDENDUM TO APPENDIX I

“WIDELINES ON THE INTERHATIONAL  INSPECTORATE A/

“This document consists of S e c t i o n s  I-III which reproduce Attachment (A)
of the Report of the Co-ordinator for Cluster IV (CD/CW/WP.17!3)  for the
1987 s e s s i o n  and Suction IV which regreeents  the work in Oroug  C during the
1 9 8 8  s e s s i o n .

“1, Verif icat ion act iv i t ies  in a State Party to the Convention shall  only be
performed by Inspectors designated to this State in advance,

“2 I The Technical Secretariat shall communicate, in writing, to the State
concernetl t h e  nsmas, nationality and ranks of the Inspectors proposed for
Besignation. Furthermore,  i t  shall  furnish a certif icate of  their
qualifications and enter into such consultatisns as the State aoncerned may
request . The latter shal l  inform the Secretariat ,  within (30)  days after
receipt of such a proposal ,  whether or not i t  wil l  accept the designation cf
each Inspector proposed, The Inspectors accepted by the State Party ohs11 be
designate8 t o  t h a t  State, The Technical  Secretariat  shal l  notify khe State
concerned of such a designation,

“3 L Should any State Party object to the designation of inspectors, be it at
the time they are proposed or at any time thereafter, it shall inform the
Technical  Secretariat  of  i ts  object ion, If  a State  Party raises  object ions to
an Inspector already designated, this objection shall come into effect 30 days
after rocoipt by the Technical  Secretariat. The Technics1 Secretariat shall
immediately inform the State concerned of the withdrawal of the designation of
the inspector. In cuses of  object ions to designation of  Inspectors  the
Technical Secretaria, shall propose Lo the State Party in question one or more
slternstive  designations, The Technical Secretariat ahell refer to the
Executive Council any repeated refusal by a State Party to accept the
designation of  Inspectors i f  the Secretariat  is  of  the opinion that  such
refusal impedes irlspoctlons to bo conducted in the State concerned.

“1. TG the extant necessary for the offectivu  exercise  of  their function@,
Inspectors shall be accorded the following privileges and immunities, which
ehall also apply to ths t ime spent.  travel l ing in connection wit.h their
missions t

“(a) i m m u n i t y  f r o m  parsons1  a r r e s t  or Uatention  clnd from eeisuro o f
their perRonA1  bngg@gej

“(b) immunity from legal process of every kind in regard to what they
do,  say or write  in the performance of  their  off ic ial  functions)

“1;’ The texts contained in this document require further considerstion
and elaboration.
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“(c) i n v i o l a b i l i t y  o f  a l l  t h e  paperer documenta,  equipment and samples
they carry with them)

“(d) the right to use codsa for their  communication with the Secretariat
and to receive papers or correspondence by courier or in sealed bags from the
Secretariats

l’(e) multiple  entry/exit  and/or transit  visac and the same treatmeut  in
entry and transit formalities as is given ta members of comparab!e  rank of
diplomatic fliesions]

“!fj the same currenay and exchange facilities as are accorded to
representatives of foreign Qovernmmts on temporary official miosionel

“(9) the saw immunities and facilitiee in respsot to their personal
baqqage as are accorded to members of comparable rank of diplomatic missions.

“2, Privilegeu and immunities shall be granted to Inspectors for the sake of
the Convention and not for the personal benefit of the individuale
thennelves, The Secretariat shall have the right and the duty to waive the
immunity of any Inspector whenever it is of the opinion that the immunity
would impede the course of justice and can be waived without prejudiae to the
Convention.

II
3. If any State Party to the Convention considers that there has besn an

abuse of an above-mentioned privilege or immunity, consultations shall be held
beLleen  that State and the Secretariat to determine whether such an abuse has
occurred and,  i f  60~ to ensure that it does  not repeat  i tself ,

“1 I Inspectors shall carry out their functions under the Convention on the
brrsis of the inspection mandate issued by the Technical Secretariat. They
shall refrain from activities going beyond this mandate.

“2, The activities of Inspectors shall be 90 arranged as to ensure on the one
hand the affective discharge of the Inspectors’ functions and, nn the other,
the least possible inconvenience to the State concerned and disturbance to the
faci l i ty  or other location inspected. Inspectors shall  only request  the
information and data which are neceseary  to fulfil their mandate. States
2artCes shall furnish such information. Inspectors shall not communicate to
any State, Organisation or person outside the Technical Secretariat ai.y
information to which they have access in connection with their activities in a
State Party, They shall abide by relevant regulations established within the
Technical Secretarint  for the protection of confidential information. They
shall remain bound by these relevant regulations after they have left their
functions as Intetinational Inspectors.

II 3. In the performance of their duties on the territory of a State Party,
Inspectors shall, if the State Party so requests, be accompanied by
representatives of this State, provided Inspectors are not thereby delayed or
otherwise hindered in the exercise of thair functions. I f  a  Stat.e P6tt.y
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designates the Inspectors' point of entry into, and departure from, the State
concerned and their routes and modes of travel within the State, it shall be
guided by the principle of minimixing the time of travel and any other
inconvenience.

“4. In exercising their functions, Inspectors shall avoid unnecessarily
hampering or delaying the operation of a facility or affecting its safety. In
particular, Inspectors shall not operate any facility or direct the staff of
the facility to perform any operation. If Inspectors consider that, to fulfil
their mandate, particular operations should be carried out in a facility, they
shall request the designated represeati&'v%,f the management of the facility
to perform them.

"5. After the inspection visit. Inspectors shall submit to the Technical
Secretariat a report on the activities conducted by them and on their
findings. The report shall be factual in nature. It shall only contain facts
relevant to compliance with the Convention, as provided for under the
inspection mandate. Relevant regulations, governing the protection of
confidential information, shall be observed. The report shall also provide
information as to the manner in which the State Party inspected co-operated
with the inspection team. Different views held by Inspectors may be attached
to the report.

"6. The report shall be kept confidential. The National Authority of the
State Party shall be informed of the findings of the report. Any written
comments, which the State Party may immediately make on these findings shall
be annexed to it. Immediately after receiving the report, the Technical
Secretariat shall transmit a copy of it to the State Party concerned.

"7. Should the report contain uncertainties, or should co-operation between
the National Authority and the Inspectors not measure up to the standard
required, the Technical Secretariat shall approach the State Party for
clarification.

“8. If the uncertainties cannot be removed or the facts established are of a
nature to suggest that obligations undertaken under the Convention have not
been met, the Technical Secretariat shall inform the Executive Council without
delay.

. . . ."IV. General rules governlncr_ectaons  under artrcle uf

"1. For inspections under article IX, the guidelines set out in sections II
and III shall appJ.y, as appropriate, unless otherwise provided for the
following.

"2. (a) (i) Inspections under article IX shall only be performed by
Inspectors especially designated for this function. In order
to designate Inspectors for inspections under article IX, the
Director-General shall, by selecting Inspectors from among the
full-time Inspectors for routine inspection activities,
establish a list of proposed inspectors. It shall comprise a
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euffiaiently large pool of International Inrpmtore having the
neaerrary qualif icat ion,  experience,  okill and training,  to
al low for rotat ion and avai labi l i ty  of Inrpsctors.

“(ii) The Director-Qeneral rshall communicate to all Staten Partieo
the list of proporrd Inegeatorr  with their amear nationality
and other relevant details. [Any Inopeator  inoluded  in this
list ohs11 be grrcumrd aoaegtrd  by Statec Parties ao from
30 days after aaknowledgrment of receipt of the lirt. A State
Party may indioato the ineligibility of an Insgeator propoesd
or already drrignatrd  for inrgration  of itr faailitieo only in
aanea affect ing i ts  national  interoet,]  11 [Any Inrgeator
inc luded  Jn thfc  liot eha l l  be  rrgardod ax aaaeptod  unloos a
State Party, hithin 30 dayr after aaknowlodgrmont  of roaoipt of
the l ist  or at  azy t ime thereafter,  dealaree ito non-aoaeptanae.
In the care of non-aaceptaace, the proposed Inrgrator shall not
be eligible  for faoilitiec  of the State Party whiah hao
declared hi8 non-acceptance,] A/ The Direator-Qeneral  ehall,
aa neoeblary, submit further progoralo  in addition to the
Original lint Of propO@ed inegeotore. 21

“(iii)  If, in the opinion of the Director-Qsneral [the case8 of
inel igibi l i ty]  [ the non-aaaegtanae] of progosed Inspectore
impede the deofgnation of P sufdicient  number of Inspeotors or
otherwise hmper  t h e  effeatrv.‘.-q fulf i lment of the tark of  the
Intsrnational  Inogratoratr reiating to  inspections to  be
carried out under article IX, the Director-Qeneral ehall refer
them to the Executive Council,

“(b) The Director-Qenrral shall ertxblirh a l ist  of expert4  who may be
called upon to aomplemrnt the Inogectoro  deolgnated  under eubgaragragh (a)
above for those type8 of inspection whiah require highly xpeaialieed  ok.ille,
Paragraphs I 1, 2 and 3 and oubparagraph  2 (a) (ii) and (iii) above shall
a p p l y  t o  thim  liot, 21 31

“Should there be ciraumetanoee requiring the servioe of experts not
included in the above liot, the Direotor-Qeneral may diopatch ouch experto to
complement the team of Inspeators only with the aoneent of the requeoted
State. 194

“A/ A view wa6 expressed that measures against arbitrery handling of the
right to refute Inspectors neede to be aonsidered.

“‘J I n  o r d e r  t o  ensure t h a t  t h e  procese o f  designation  o f  Inspeatoro,
experts  and eupporting staff  ae well  ax of  pointe of entry (an8 departure)
function emoothly aa from the date of entry into force of the Convention, the
idea of the signatorius  indicating advance acceptance on the basis ~I; x
preliminary list drawn up by the Preparatory Comm’.,,lon  xhould be cons.\dered.

“11 A view wae expressed that the list of the experts and t*.Gportlrrg
utaff  sbuld be kept to a ininimum.

“11 Thie provis ion needs to  be discueeed further.
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“Theee  experts shall be bound by the atme obligationa ati provided for i n

artic le  VIII’D’G  as wel l  as  in these guidel ines’

“(a) In order to assist the Inspectors in aarrying  out iaegeatione under
ar t i c l e  IX ,  a  l i s t  of  support ing  s ta f f  wi th  spec ia l  sk i l l s  or  t ra in ing  such as
interpreters AL/ 21 and seourity personnel shall be drawn up by the
Director-Qeneral. a/ 41 Paragraphs I 1, 2 and 3 and subparagraph 2 (a) (ii)
and  ( i i i )  above  sha l l  apply  to  th i s  l i s t .

l@(d) Whenever mendmente  to the above-mentioned llete of Xnepsctore,
experts and supporting staff are necessary, new Inspeators, experts and
supporting staff shall be designated in the came  manner ae set forth with
respeat t o  t h e  i n i t i a l  liet.

“(e) Each State Party shall, within 30 days of the receipt of the liet
of designated Inspectors, experts and supporting staff, provide for or ensure
the provision of visas and other such documents which eaoh Inspector, expert
or each member of the supporting staff may need to enter and to remain on the
territory of the State Party 5/ fo r  the purpoee  of  aarrying out inegeetion
activit ies  under art ic le  IX, These doaumsnts shall have a validity tin at
least 24 months.

“;L/ The Techniaal  Secretariat should make arrangement6 for interpretera
f o r  n a t i o n a l  lnnguages o f  S t a t e s  P a r t i e e ,  t o  t h e  e x t e n t  p o s s i b l e ,  t o
Paaili tate inspections.

“21 A view was expressed th8t consideration ehould be given to include
provision in the Convention for the selection by States Partiee of what
languages of the Convention they will operate in for the conduct of
inepeations and submieeion  of reports to the Teahniaal Secretariat.

‘I.31  In order to ensure that the process of designation of Inepeators,
experts and supporting staff as well as of points of entry (and departure)
function smoothly as from tha date of sntry into force of the Convention, the
idea of the signatories indi, .ting advance acceptance on the basis of a
preliminary list drawn up by the Preparatory Commission ehould be uoneidered.

“41 A view was expreseed  that the l ist  of  the experts  and supporting
staff should be kept to a minimum.

“51 In cases where the facilities  of  a  State  Party subject  to  inspection
are located in the territory of another State or where the acceee from the
point of  entry to the facilitiee eubjeat to inepsction requires traneit
through the territory of another State, coneideration  wil l  need to be given to
the arrangements to be worked out concerning the rights and obliqations  under
these guidelines between a State Party and the State in which the State
Party’s  facilitiss  subject  to inspection .tre locsted  or the State through
which the inspection team hea to transit.
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II 3, Each State Party shall designate the points of entry into (and departure
f rom) ite territory A/ and shall  supply the required information to the
Technical Secretariat not later than JO days after the Convention enters into
force, a/ These pointe of entry shall be such that the inspection team aan
reach any inspection oite from at least one point of entry within the time
frames set forth in ,,,

“Each State Party may change the point8 of entry (and departure) by
giving notiae of ouch change to the Technical Secretariat, whiah shall become
effective upon reaeipt of the notice, unlees the Teahniaal Secretariat
considers that the change hampers the timely aonduct of inspection8 and enter6
into consultation with the State Party to resolve the problem,

“4 , The Director-Qeneral ehall select the members of an inrpeation team, 31
Each inspeation team shall consist of not less than [3] Inspector8 and ohs11
be [kept to a minimum necessary for the proper execution of its task] [not
more than . . , members], No national of the requesting State Party, the State
Party receiving the inegection, or another State Party cited by the requesting
State Party as having been involved in tte aa8e to be inspected ehall be a
member of the inspection team.

“5, “(a) The State Party, which has been notified of the arrival of an
inspection team, shall  eneure i ts  immediate  entry into the territory and shall
do everything in ite power to ensure the snfe conduct of the inspection team
and their equipment and supplies, within the prescribed time framea of I.9
(houre), from their points of entry to tha site(s) to L&e inspected and to
their points  of departure.  11 It shall provide or arrange for the faailitiee
neceeeary for the inepeation team such as aonununication means, interpretation
services to the extent ,teceeeary  for the performance of interviewing and other
tasks, transportation, working epaae, lodging, meals and mediaal  oare of the
inspection team. The State Party receiving the inspection shall be reimbursed
for its expense6 by the Organisation (Details to be developed).

“I/ I n  asses w h e r e  t h e fac i l i t i e s  o f  a  S ta te  Par ty  subjeat to  inspec t ion
are loaated in the territory of another State or where the aaaeea from the
point of entry to the facilities subject to inepection  requires transit
through the territory of another State, consideration will need to be given to
the arrangements to be worked out auncerning  the rights and obligations under
these guidslines between a State Party and the State in which the State
Party’s  faci l i t ies  subject  to  inspection are located or the State through
which the inspection team has to transit.

“21 In order to ensure that the process of  designation of Inepectore,
experte and supporting staff as well as of points of entry (and departure)
function smoothly as from the date of entry into force of the Convention, the
idea of the eignatories  ludicating  advance acceptance on the basic of a
preliminary liet drawn up by the Preparatory Commission should be considered,

“a/ The detai led procedure for select ion need to be addressed later,
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l’(b) The representative(o)  of  the State  Party receiving the inspeation
shall assiet  the inspection team in the exercise of it6 fun&ions. They ehall
have the right to accompany the inspection team at all times, from the point
of entry to the point of departure ,  provided that  the inrapection  team  ie not
thereby delayed or otherwise hindered in the exercise of its functions,

“6, “(a) There shall be no restriction by the State Party reoeiving the
inepection on the inspection team bringing on to the inspeation site such
inetruments  and devices which the Technical Secretariat has determined to be
neoeseary  to fulf i l1  the inspection requirements,

“This  i n c l u d e s ,  u, equipment for discovering and preeerving
evidenae  related to the compliance with the Convention, equipment for
recording A/ and documenting the inepection , as well a8 for communication with
the Technical Secretariat a/ and for determining that the ineprction team has
been brov.ght to the site for whiah the inspection has been requested. The
Teahniaal Secretariat  shal l  to  the extent possible ,  prepare and,  aa
appropriate, update a list of standard equipment whioh may be needed for the
purposes described above and regulations governing such equipment whiah shall
be in accordance with these guidelines, 91 41

“(b) The equipment shall be in the property of the Teahnical  Suoretariat
and be deeignated and approved by it. The Teohnical  Secretariat  shal l ,  to  the
extent  poesible , select that equipment whiah is specifically designed for the
spocifio  kind of inspection required. Deeiynated  and approved eguipment  shall
be  spec i f i ca l ly  pro tec ted  againcut unauthorieed  a l t era t ion ,

“(c) The State Party receiving the inspection shal l  have the right,
without prejudice to the t ime frames se\. forth in Article IX ,  to inspect  the
equipment at the point of entry, i.e. to aheck the identity of the cguipment.
To faci l i tate  such identif icat ion,  the Technical  Secretariat  @hall attach
doawnents  and devices to authenticate its deoignation  and approval of the
equipment. The State Party receiving the inepection may exclude equipment

“J,/ The possible use of photographic or imaging equipment require6
further consideration,

“2, The issue of communication requires further consideration.

“31 Further consideration needs to be given to when and how euch
equipment will be agreed upon and to what extent they will need to be
specified in the Convention.

“41 The relationship between equipment for routine inepections and
challenge inepections and provisiona  for their  respective UIWZJ~  wil l  need to be
considered.
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without the above-mentioned authentification documente and devises. Such
equipment shall be kept at the point of entry until the inspection team leaves
the respective country, A/

“(d) In cases where the inspeotion  team f inds i t  necessary to use
equipment available on site not belonging to the Technical Secretariat and
requeste  the State Party to enable the team to we euah equipment, the State
Party receiving the inspection shall comply with the request to the extent it
can. 21

“11 A viow was expressed that consideration should be given to the
possibi l i ty  for the State  Party receiving the inspectioa  to check,  in
exceptional circumstances, any piece of equipment to ascertain that its
charactaristics  correspond to the attached documentation.

“2/ A view was exp.essed that the possibility of agreed procedures
should be considered in ~\is regard.
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"PRINCIPLES AND ORDER OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS &/

"1. The elaboration of the Order of Destruction shall build on the
undiminished security for all States during the entire destruction stage,
confidence-building in the early part of the destruction stage, gradual
acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chemical weapons stocks
and applicability irrespective of the actual composition or size of the
stockpiles and the methods chosen for the destruction of the chemical weapons.

"2 . Each State Party possessing chemical weapons shall begin destruction not
later than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and all
stockpiles must have been destroyed by the end of the tenth year after the
entry into force of the Convention. 21

"3 . The entire destruction period is divided into annual periods.

“4 . For the purpose of destruction, chemical weapons declared by each State
Party are divided into three categories:

Category 1: Chemical weapons on the basis of Schedule [l] chemicals;

Category 2: Chemical weapons on the basis of all other chemicals;

Category 3: Unfilled munitions and devices, and equipment specifLcally
designed for use directly in connection with employment of
chemical weapons.

"5. The Order of Destruction shall be based on the principle of levelling out
the stockpiles of chemical weapons of State Parties, while observing the
principle of [equal] [undiminished] security. (The level of such stockpiles
shall be agreed upon.)

“6. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons

- shall start the destruction of Category 1 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and shall

"I/ Some delegations drew attention to another proposal which suggests a
specific phased approach, including a special phase for advance destruction by
the largest chemical weapons owners until midway of the destruction period.
This proposal is contained in CD/822 of 29 March 1988.

"21 The view was expressed that possible additional provisions
applicable to States possessing chemical weapons but which ratify the
Convention at a later stage would need to be discussed. The view was also
expressed that the Convention should include from the beginning all States
possessing chemical weapons.
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complete it not later than 10 years after the entry into force of the
Conventions the comparison factor for such weeponrs shall be agent
tons, i.e. the aggregate weight of the chemicals within such Category,

- shall start the destruction of Category 2 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention and shall
complete i t  not  later than f ive years after the entry into force of
the  Conventioni the comparison factor for such weapons shall be agent
tons,  i .e .  the aggregate weight  of  the chemical6 within euch Category,

- shall start the destruction of Category 3 chemical weapons not later
than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and shall
complete i t  not  later than [ four]  [ f ive]  years  after  the entry into
force of the Convention; the comparison factor(s) for unfilled
munitions and devices shall be expressed in fill volume (m3) and for
equipment in number of items.

“7 . Within each Category a State Party shall carry out the destruction in
such a way that not more than what is specified in the table below remains at
the end of each annual period. A State Party is not precluded from destroying
its  s tocks at  a faster  pace.

“X0.&x

2 -
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10

“TABLE

rv 2

(TO BE DEVELOPED)

“8. Within each category a State Party shall determine its detailed plans for
each annual period in such a way that not more than what is specified in the
Convention will remain by the end of each such period.

“Theee  plans shall be submitted to and approved by the Executive Council,
in accordance with the relevant provisions in Section V of the Annex to
Article IV.

“9. Each State Party shall report annually to the Organieation on the
implementation of the destruction in each annual period.
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WUIDELINES  FOR SCHEDULE [l] A/

“The following guidelines, singly or in combination, should be taken into
amount  in considering whether a chemical should be included in Sohedule [1]1

“1. Super-toxic lethal chemicals which have been stockpiled as chemical
weapons.

“2 . Super-toxic lethal chemicals which pose a particular risk of potential
use as chemical weapons.

II 3. Super-toxic lethal chemicals which have little or no use except as
chemical weapons.

“4 . Super-toxic lethal chemicals which possess physical and chemical
properties enabling them to be used as chemical weapons. 21

“5. Super-toxic lethal chemicals with chemical structure related/similar to
those super-toxic  lethal  chemicals  already l isted in Schedule 1.  I/

“8 * Chemicals whose principal effect is to cause temporary incapacitation and
which possess physical and chemical properties enabling them to be used as
chemical weapons.

“7 I Any toxic chemical with a chemical structure related/similar to those
chemicals already listed in Schedule 1. 31

“8 u Other chemicals which have been stockpiled as chemical weapons.

“9 I Other chemicals which have little or no use except as chemical weapons.

“10. Key precursors which participate in a one-stage process of producing
toxic chemicals in munitions and devices. .4/

“11. Key precursors which pose a high risk to the objectives of the Convention
by virtue of their high potential for use to produce chemical weapons,

“L/  The basis  and modalit ies  for the applicat ion and revis ion of the
guidelines are to be developed,

“21 A view was expressed that compounds listed in Schedule [l] should
possess the properties of chemical warfare agents.

“J/ The view was expressed that this by itself would n:,t he Ruf fic.ienL
to inclLt& a chemical in Schedule [l].

“41 One  de legat ion  be l i eves  tha t  th i s  prov i s ion  i s  not tmcet:Rnry rind
that it is already covered under point 12.
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“12, Key precursors whiah may posseas  the fol lowing aharacteristiaer

l*(i) i t  may react  with other ohemicals  to give,  within a short  t ime,  a
high yield of a toxic chemical defined as a chemiaal weapon]

“(ii) the reaction may be carried out in such a manner that the tonia
product  is  readi ly  avai lable  for  mili tary use] and

“(iii) key precursors which have l i t t le or no use exaept fo r  chemiaal
weapons purpocpejs.
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"POSSIBLE FACTORS IDENTIFIED TO DETERMINE THE NUMBER, INTENSITY,
DURATION, TIMING AND MODE OF INSPECTIONS OF FACILITIES HANDLING

SCHEDULE [2) CHEMICALS ,A/

"1. Wars related to the listed chemical

"(a) Toxicity of the end-product.

"2 . tors related to the facilitv

"(a) Multipurpose or dedicated facility.

"(b) Capability and convertibility for initiating production of highly
toxic chemicals.

"(c) Production capacity.

"(d) On-site storage of listed key precursors in quantities exceeding
. . . tonnes.

"(e) Location of the facility and infrastructure for transportation.

"3 .. Factors related to the activities carried out at the facility

"(a) Production e.g. continuous, batch, types of equipment.

"(b) Processing with conversion into another chemical.

"(c) Processing without chemical conversion.

"(d) Other types of activities, e.g., consumption, import, export,
transfer.

"(e) Volume produced, processed, consumed, transferred.

"(f) Relationship between maximum and utilized capacity for a scheduled
chemical.

- multipurpose facility

- dedicated facility

"4. Other factors

"(a) International monitoring by on-site instruments.

"(b) Remote monitoring.

"A/ The order in which these factors are listed does not indicate any
priority.
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"REPORT ON HOW TO DEFINE 'PRODUCTION CAPACITY'

"During the 1987 session, consultations were held with Lt. Col. Bretfeld
(German Democratic Republic), Dr. Cooper (United Kingdom), Prof. Kuzmin
(USSR), Dr. Mikulak (United States), Dr. Ooms (Netherlands) and
Prof. Pfirschke (Federal Republic of Germany), as well as with Col. Koutepov
(USSR) and Col. Lovelace (United States). This report summarised the results
of the consultations, as seen by the rapporteur, Dr. Santesson (Sweden).

"Although it was generally felt that it would be desirable to have one
definition of 'production capacity' applicable all through the Convention, it
was also concluded that this might not be possible.

"A definition could consist of a verbal part and a mathematical formula
to be used for the calculation of the numerical value of the production
capacity. Such a single definition, as exemplified below, could be utilised
in the Annex to Article V, paragraphs I.A.5 (a) and I.B.7 (cf. in this context
CD/CW/WP.148), in the Annex to Article VI [2], paragraph 2 in the Annex to
Article VI [3], paragraph 1 (iv), and in the case of 'Possible factors
identified to determine . . . Schedule [2] chemicals', contained in CD/782,
Appendix II, p. 12.

"On the basis of CD/CW/WP.171 and proposals presented during the
consultations, the following suggestion was worked out.

"Verbal part:

"Alt. 1 The production capacity is the annual quantitative potential
for manufacturing a specific substance on the basis of the
technological process used at a facility where the substance in
question is actually produced.

"Alt. 2 The production capacity is the annual quantitative potential
for manufacturing a specifit substance on the basis of the
technological process actually used or planned to be used at a
facility.

"Mathematical formulae:

"Production capacity per year =

= cuantitv oroduced x constant x no. of units
hours of production

or in the case of dedicated units not yet in operation

= nameplate or desiun capacity x constant x no. of units
hours of planned operation
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“The constant is the number of hours of wailability  per year. In both
formulae, the constant will have different values for continuous and batch
operations. Furthermore, different vnluee may have to be assigned for
‘dedrc8ted batch proceaaee’ and ‘multipurpoee  batch proceaaea’. The value@  of
the constant remains to be determined,

“It was noted that the formulae relate to the production etep in which
thJ product is actually formed. They might not necesearily  be applicable e.g.
to  ti;ubseguent  purif ication steps in the process .

“It wan also noted that in the case of multipurpose facilities  producing
more than one declared chemical, the production capacity of  the faci l i ty  for
each of the chemical6 ehould be calculated independently of the other
chemicals being produced.

“In the case of the Annex to Article VI [. , .], it appears that for
l i m i t e d  * dduction, the abovo mathematical formulae might possibly give rise
to an overestimate of the acltual production capacity. It  waa suggested that
the formulae could be used if the annual production was more than five tonnea.

“In the case of  ths Amex to Artic le  VI [l] i t  wae felt  that  the above
type of definition would be un uitable  and that other ways of delimiting the
“production capacity” of the s ingle emall-scale  production faci l i ty should be
explored,

“Further refinement of the definition of production capacity is
required. Also, methods for verlficetion  of the declared production capacity
wiJI hev:,  to b e  AiscuEsed. In thi8 context opinions were expressed on the use
of production log books and to which extent inepectore would need acceex to
technical fnformatiun  on the production proceee.

“AH  a continuation of  the consultations  reported in W/795, Further
con6\lltations  were held with Dr. Boter (Netherlands),  Lt.  Col ,  Bretfeld
(Occman Democratic! Republic), Dr. Cooper (United Kingdom) Prof. Kuemin (Union
o f  B o v i e t  Socia;ret  Republi.ce), Prof. Yfirochke (Federal Republic of (3ermany)
and Dr. Schriider  (Federal Republic of Qermany), Thin report  eummarisebl  the
results  of  the continued consultatione,  as  seen by the rapporteur,
Dr. Santesson (Sweden).

“In the :iew of  the technical  expertfi,  ‘production capacity’  could be
defined thus r

“The production capac:it:y  is the annual quentitat Cve pot?ntiaJ  Car
manufacturing a Rpeci f ic subt;tance 0;; t h e  b a s i s  o f  tha ‘,schnologJc!nl
process  actual ly  used or, i n  cacw  01 procetases n o t .  yet‘. operat]onc\J,
planned to by used at  the LFLC~ I.ity, as s p e c i f i e d  itr the r;ubr;.i di.nry
sgrsements.
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“For the purpose of the decleration, fin approximate procluctian cnpacity
shall  bo calculated using the formula!

“ P r o d u c t i o n  cagacity  ( t o n s / y e a r )  n

9 Qft&_-w.,  ___. x  o p .  f a c t o r  x  ~0, o f  u n i t s
pl. ap.  hours

where I

des. cap . = nameplate or design capacity of one unit (tons/year)
pl. op.  hours L: hours of planned opration to achieve the design capacity
OP. fat tor P operational  factor (hours)

“The operational factor should take into account. the various facilitydpecific
,~d process-specif ic  fPrct.ore  which would aPfect the actual  practical
production capacity, and could e.g. be  de termined  dur ing  the  in i t ia l  v is i t .  A
need  might  exist  for a  provis ional  value of  the operational  Tactor to  be
applied before the init ial  viait hae taken place.
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“REPORT ON INSTRUMENTAL MONITORINO  OF NON-PRODUCTION IN FACILITIR6
DECLARED UNDER THE ANNKX TO ARTICLE VI [2]

18During  the 1988 Reaaion, consultationa were held on instrumental
monitoring of non-production in facilities declared under the Annex to
Article  VI [2]. This report  eummarises the  reerrlta  o f  the  consu l ta t ions ,  a8
8een by the rapporteur, Dr, Rautio (Finland).

*‘It was suggested that it is preferable to have only a few general
paragraphs in the Convention regarding instrumental monitoring. Detailed
prov i s ions  f o r  a  par t i cu lar  fac i l i ty  wi l l  be  inc luded  in  the  fac i l i ty
attachment tai lored for each faci l i ty  according to the guidel ines  preeentecl in
the Model Agreement,

“It was alro euggested  that depending on a number of factors lsid out in
CD/S31 and possibly the preference of the facility, the facility may be1

‘l(i) moni tored  wi th  on-s i t e  inetruments  and vieits b y  inepectora!  or

“(ii) monitored only by vieits  of  inepectors,  but at  a higher freguenay
than if there were also monitoring by on-site inetrumente.

“Inspectors and inetrwnental monitoring ehould be considered
complementary. Inetrumente  cannot replace inepectore but they could reduce
the need for inspection. In ca8e8  where instrumental monitoring io not
feasible or desirable, the number of inspeatione  might need to be higher than
if inetrumente were ueed. Inetrumental monitoring would be needed irr caaee
where continuoue  monitoring ie required.

“(1) Faci l i t ies  declared under Annex to Article  VI [2] are not used to
produce any chemical listed in Schedule [l],

“(ii) The quantit ies  of  chemicals  lieted in Schedule [2] produced,
proceseed or consumed are consietent  with need6 for purpoeee  not
prohibited by the Chemical Weepone  Convention.

@‘(iii) The chemicale  l isted in Schedule [2) are not  diverted or ueed for
purpoees prohibited by the Chemical Weapone Convention.

“The objective would neceasitsto  either continuouely-operating chemical
eenaors  or eampling  and subsequent analysie  of  the samples,  preferably
on-s i t e , Off- l ine analyeie  of  the eamplee during an on-site  inepaction  could
be adequete. If  al l  production at  faci l i t ies  producing chemicals  in
Schedule [2 ] were declared, then detection of any undaclnrecl chemical would
indicate an anomaly.
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"Infra-red spectrometers are already available for in-line process
monitoring. Their potential and reliability for verification purposes will
have to be tested carefully. Whether it is possible to establish sets of
common spectrometric properties for various groups of chemicals in
Schedule 11) remains to be determined, for example.

"For the time being, on-line instruments such as process chromatographs
and mass  spectrometers  requiring sample transfer lines from the process stream
to the instrument are too prone to malfunctions without frequent servicing.

"A prototype of a sampling device has been demonstrated for sampling at
programmed intervals of microgram quantities that can be analysed later by a
mobile mass spectrometer during on-site inspections. Further development of
the sampling device is necessary.

"Monitoring of a particular facility for the non-presence of chemicals
listed in Schedule [l] could be restricted to those corresponding to chemicals
listed in Schedule [Z] being produced by the facility.

"(ii) Monitorina Droduction UUantities

"The least intrusive way of verifying the quantities of declared
chemicals that are produced would be to measure production volumes and to make
a qualitative test of the chemical produced. Indirect methods for production
control by recording temperature/pressure and time/temperature profiles were
considered more intrusive.

"Sometimes it may be sufficient to monitor 'simple' physical parameters
not directly related to the chemical structure of the compounds (e.g. energy
consumption). Instruments required for measuring physical parameters are
available. The most advantageous way of measuring the volume of production
should be considered individually for each facility.

"(iii) Monitorina non-diversion

"Diversion of chemicals in Schedule (21 by further processing on-site to
chemicals in Schedule [l] could be detected with composition-indicating
instruments by monitoring what goes in and out of product storage tanks.

wConfidentiality Droblems connected with instrumental monitorinq

"It was pointed out that successful, non-intrusive instrumental
monitoring might in some cases necessitate modifications of the facility. On
the other band, it was noted that 'sensitive' parameters such as temperature
and pressure might not need to be monitored. On-site analyses in the presence
of facility personnel of the samples collected by the automatic sampling
devices and destruction of the analytical samples after the analysis would
facilitate keeping the confidential information within the facility. The
samples could be analysed either for the non-presence of chemicals in
Schedule [lJ or for the presence of declared chemicals while not going into
the details of the production prccess.
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"It was also suggested that data generated by instruments could be stored
on-site and retrieved by inspectors during on-site visits so that no direct
data produced by the sensors would need to be transmitted to the Technical
Secrstariat. What would need to be transmitted, however, is information
(yes/no answer) that the sensors are working properly. This could be done via
telephone lines, which would keep the cost low.

"Storage of data on-site would allow easy access for the inspectors to
the data and the operators would have higher level of confidence in the
protection of data than if the data were transmitted off-site. New techniques
such as write-only lasers are under way for reliable data storage.

"There should be fewer confidentiality problems in instrumental
monitoring of dedicated facilities producing chemicals listed in Schedule [2]
because there is less confidential information than in multipurpose facilities
and it is easy to verify that the product type is not changed. Probably very
few dedicated plants producing chemicals in Schedule [Z] exist.

"Most of the confidentiality problems are connected with the multipurpose
facilities. The production of a variety of chemicals would increase the
amount of data needed for verification. Inter alia, these facilities would
have to prove the absence of chemicals listed in Schedule [2] when these are
not being produced.

9,QwnershiD of the instrumentation used for verification

"It was suggested that use of instruments already existing at the
facility for Trocess control should be maximised, but in a non4ntrusive way.
The possibility of using facility-owned instrumentation would depend on
instruments available, the lay-out of the facility and of the reliability of
the instruments installed. Therefore their use would have to be decided
individually for each plant.

"If facility-owned instruments were to be used, personnel of the facility
would be in charge of their service, maintenance and calibration. This would
necessitate the right for the inspectors to check the calibration and perhaps
to install additional, parallel instruments, owned by the International
Organization, (e.g. flow or loadmeters) for redundancy.

"Establishment of a arouw of international technical exwerts

"It was suggested that it would be advantageous to establish an informal
international group of technical experts in the framework of the Conference
already at this stage of the negotiations to facilitate exchange of
information on efforts under way in a number of countries on development of
verification techniques, procedures, and devices. The technical experts group
might also be useful in co-ordinating national efforts, including national
inspection trials to assure that as many open questions as possible could be
answered as a result of the trials. Results from the national inspections
could also be evaluated by the technical body.



“MODELS FOR AQREEMENTS

‘A, MODEL FOR AN AQREEMENT RELATINa  TO FACILITIES PRODUCINQ,
PROCESSINQ OR CONSUMINQ CHEMICALS LISTED IN SCHEDULE [2] A/

“1. m o f  tha

“{a) Feoility  ident i f i ca t ion  code

“(b) Name of the facility

“(c)  Owner(s)  of  the faci l i ty

“(a) Name of the company or 3ntergrise  operating the faaility

“(0) Exac t  l oca t ion  o f  the fac i l i t y

. Location of the complex

* Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specific building end structure number, if any

. Location of relevant support facilitiee  within the complsx!
e.g., cesaarch ant! techdtidl Bervicee, l a b o r a t o r i e s ,  m e d i c a l
centres, waete treatment planta

“(f) Determination of t.hA area(e) and place(e)/site(s)  to which
inspectors shall have ficceei1.

“Thie agreement iti baeed on the design information obtained during the
i n i t i a l  vieit o n  [ d a t e  o f  v i s i t ] , Design information should inclutle L

“(a)  Data on the production pronees (type of  processi e .g. ,  continuous
or batch* type of equipments the technology employeflr process  engineering
particulars)

“(b) Data on processing with conversion into another chemical
(description of  the conversion proceeer procese engineering particulars and
end-product)

“(c) Data on processing without chem:,cal converoion  (procese engineering
particulare, description  of the procese end the and-procluct, concentration in
the en&product)

“;L/ T h i s  p a p e r  r e l a t e s  to RyrasmantH  w h i c h  have c:ommonly  Iwr!n uwwcl
‘facility attachments’ . Furthn: w0r.k  ifi 11estl~lt1  ‘111 t:h t t: 1 GI:IIC~.
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“(d) Data on waste treatment (disposal and/or storage, waste treatment
technology, recycling)

“(a)  Data on safety and health measures at  the faci l i ty

l’(f) Data on clean-up procedures and general overhauls

“(8) Data on feedetocks used in the production or processing of declared
chemicale  (type and capacity of storage)

l’(h) Maps and plans of the facility, including data on infrastructure for
transportation (site maps showing, for euample, al l  buildings and functiona,
pipework, roads, fences, mains electricity, water and gas points, and diagrams
indicating the relevant material .  f low at  the designated faci l i ty) .

“De&ignation of information, provided about the facility under
paragraph 2, which shall be kept by the Technical Secretariat under lock and
key  a t  the  fac i l i t y . (In the event of unresolved ambiguities, the
Organisation  11 ehall have the right to etudy such information.)

“After the init ial  vis it ,  the number and modkditiee  of  inspections ehall
be decided by the Technical secretariat on the basic of gddelines (compare
CDiCWiWP.167,  page 63, subparagraph 5.ii. and CD1CWiWP.167,  Appendix II,
page 3).

“(pi) ldentiflcution of  the relationship between feedetocks and the
quantity of end-products

“(b) Identification of key points for measurement (KMP) and
eamplo-taking  (STP)

“(c) Identif icat ion of  methods fo r  c!ontinuous monitoring and
surveillance, o,g.

. key pointe for the application of monitoring and eurveillarrce
meaHure8

“11 The  question of  which  ol.-gan(s)  CC the  Orgenization  should  IJO
entrusted with this  task Rhould be connidermd furt.Mt’.
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* instal led inetruments  and devices ,  eeale and markere, methods to
check the proper functioning 02 those instruments, eervicing of
inetalled instruments

. activi’,ies  to be undertaken by the State Party cor#erned with a
view ti, providing the condition8 necessary for the installation
and proper functioning of the devises

“(d) Certification of relevant losses witkin the production process and
their implications for key measurement points (KMP)

“ 5 . 1 .  mde  o f  routine

“TO be developed on the basis  of the init ial  vis i t .

“Acceti!a  to  the area to be inspected,  including all key points ,
Activities may comprise1

“(a) Examination of relevant recorde

l’(b) Identif icat ion of  relevant plant equipment

“(c) Identification and validation of measuring equipment (examination
anA calibration of measuring equipmentr verification of measuring ayeterns
using, a8 appropriate, independent standards)

“(d) Taking of analytical samples

“(e) Verification of chemical inventory records

. verifioation of the operator’s  inventory-taking for  completeneee
and accuracy

. verifitdtion  of the quantit ies  of  feedstocke

“(f) Obeervi\t-.ion  of operations relating to movement of chemical
eubetancee in  the  p lant

“(g) installation, servicing and review of eurveillance  and monitoring
inotruments

“(h) .

.

.
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"5.3. Specific arranaements for the use of soecial eauinment

“As the need arises, specific arrangements for the use of special
equipment, as requested by inspectors.

"6. Provisions governing samnle-taking. on-site analyses of sampies and
on-site analvsis eauinment

"(a) Sample-taking (e.g., s,?andardized  procedures)

"(b) On-site analyses (e.g., provisions concerning on-site/in-house
analyses, analytical methods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

"(~1 Duplicates and additional samples

"7. Records

"7.1. TyDe

"The records to be examined shall be determined after the initial visit
and shall include the following:

"(a) Accounting records (for example, discards, retained wastes,
shipments of end-products, receipts/shipments)

'I(b) Operating records

"Operating records used to establish the quantity, quality and
composition of the end-product. These may include:

. Information on any accident that resulted in a loss/gain of
material

. Information on dissolution, evaporation, etc.

"(c) Calibration records

"Information on the functioning of analytical/monitoring equipment.

"7.2. Location and lanauage of recor&

"TO be determined during the initial visit.

"7.3. Access to records

"To be determined after the initial visit.

"7.4. Retention Period of records

"To be determined on the basis of the initial visit.
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“Point of  contact  for each type of  service, e .g .

l operator assistance

. medical and health services.

t o  b e  DrOVm

“(To be announced in reference to the paragraph on the design information
obtained during the init ial  vis i t )
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“1.

I’( a)

“B. MODEL FOR AN AQREEMENT RELATINQ  TO SINQLE
SMALL-SCALE PRODUCTION FACILITIES A/

“Proposal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster IV for the 1987 session

onthetiemall-acale

Ident i f i ca t ion

“(i) Fac i l i t y  ident i f i ca t ion  code

“(ii) Name of  the faci l i ty

“(iii)  Exac t  l oca t ion  o f  the  fac i l i t y

“If the faci l i ty  is  located within a complex,  then also

* Location of the complex

. Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specif ic building and structure number, if any

l Location of relevant support facilities within the complex,
e . g . research and technical  services ,  laboratories ,  medical
centres, waste treatment plsnts

a Determination of the area(s) and place(s)/site(s)  to which
inspectors  shal l  have access

l’(b) Detai led technical  information

“(i) Maps and plans of  the faci l i ty ,  including s i te  m
functions indicated, for example, all buildings,
fames, mains electricity, water and gas points,
the relevant material flow at the designated fat
in fras tructure  for  tranoportation

ape ehowing, with
pipework, roads,
diagrams indicating

ility and data on

“(ii) Data on each production process (type of process, type of equipment,
technology employed, production capacity, process engineering
particulars)

*I( i i i)  Data on the feedstocko t$ed%ype  of isedetock,  storage capacity)

“Ii Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld,  German Democratic Republic:;
Dr. Cooper, United Kingdom1  Dr. Lau, Sweden; and Dr. Santesson, Sweden.
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"(iv) Dota  on the storage of :he chemicals produced (type and capacity of
storage)

“(v) Data on waste treatment (disposal and/or storage, waste treatment
technology, recycling)

l’(c) Specif ic  faci l i ty  health and safety procedures to  be observed by
inspectors

“(d) Dates

‘l(i) Date when the init ial  vis i t  took place

“(ii) Date(s) when additional information was provided

l’(e) Storage of information

“Identification of which information, provided about the facility under
paragraph 1, shall be kept by the Technical Secretariat under lock and key at
t h e  f a c i l i t y ,

“The number and modalities of inspections shall be decided by the
Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines.

“On-site inspection activities may include, but shall  not  necessari ly be
res tr i c ted  to , t h e  followings

“(i) Observation !.f any and al l  act ivit ies  at  the faci l i ty

“(ii) Examination of any and all equipment at the facility

“(iii)  Identif ication of  technological  changes in the production process

“(iv) Comparison of process parameters with those ascertained during the
i n i t i a l  v i s i t

“(v) Verification of chemical inventory records

“(vi) Verification of equipment inventory records

‘I( vii) Review, servicing and maintenance of monitoring equipment

“(viii) Identification and validation of measuring equipment (examination
and calibration of measuring equipment, ver i f i ca t ion  o f  measuring
systems using, a6 appropriate, independent standards)
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“(ix) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals

“(x) Inves t iga t ion  o f  ind ica ted  i rregu lar i t i e s

"4' m SV~

“(a) Description of items and their location

“(i) Sensors and other instruments

“( i i )  Data transmission syste.‘)

“(iii) Ancillary equipment

“ ( i v )  1..

“(b) Instal lat ion of  the system

“( i) Time schedule

“(ii) Advance preparations

“(iii)  Assistance to be provided by the State Party during ins,allation

‘(cl Act iva t ion ,  in i t ia l  t e s t ing  and  cer t i f i ca t ion

“(d) Operation

“(i) Regular operation

“( i i )  Rout ine  t e s t s

“(iii) Service and maintenance

“( iv)  Measures in catie of  malfunctions

“(v) Reeponsibilities  of the State Party

“(e) Replacement, modernisation

1" 5 '  va

“(a) Notification procedure

‘(b)  Description of  the types of  seals  to  be used

‘(c) Description of how and where seals shall be fixed

‘(d) Provision? for surveillance and monitoring
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**6, van8 eaui@m&&g  be us~ingAu&w~

**(a)  Instruments and other equipment installed or brought in by inspectors

*I(i) Description

*I( i i )  Test ing, calibration and examination by the State Party

**(iii) Use

*l(b) Instruments and other equipment to be provided by the State Party

*l(i) Description

**(ii) Test ing, calibration and examination by inspectors

**(iii) Use and maintenance

“7 I o f  a- on--s a -

**(a) Sample-taking from production

*l(b) Ssmple-taking from stocks

*l(c) Other sample--taking

“(d) Duplicates and additional samples

*l(e)  On-s i t e  ana lyses  ( e .g . , provisions concerning on-site/in-house analyses,
analytical methods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

“81 l&au&i The records to be examined shall be determined after the
init ial  vis it  and shall  include the fol lowing;

“(a) Accounting records

‘l(b) Operating records

*l(c) Calibration records

**The following shall be determined on the basis of the initial visit1

“(a) Location and language of records

*l(b) Access to records

“(c) Retention period of records
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“9 * A&ninistrativearrarln~ments

**(a) Preparations for the arrival and departure of inspectors

*l(b) Transport of inspectors

*l(c) Accommodation for inspectors

“(d) ..’

“10’  &U&UlptQbegrqviaea  U

*‘Such services may include, but shall  not necessari ly  be reetrioted to,
the following!

**(a) Medical and health services

*l(b) Office space for inspectors

*l(c) Laboratory space for inspectors

*l(d) Technical  ass istance

l*(e) Telephone and telex

*l(f) Power and cooling water supplies for instruments

“(8) Interpretation services

‘*For each type of service, the following information shall be included8

**(a) The extent to which that service shall be provided

l’(b) Po in t s  o f  contac t  a t  the  fac i l i ty  for  the  serv ice

“11. DtheE

“12. &y&iQJU o f  the

‘*i/ The quest ion of  charges for the services  needs to be discussed.

-170-



“C. MODEL FOR AN AGREEMENT RELATING TO CHEMICAL
WEAPONS STORAGE FACILITIES 11

**Proposal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster IV for the 1987 session

“1. m o n  tha

**(a) Identificationi

*l(i) S torage  fac i l i t y  ident i f i ca t ion  code1

“(ii) Name of the storage facility;

**( i i i )  Exact  locat ion of  the storage faci l i ty .

*l(b) Dates:

*l(i) Date o f  the  in i t ia l  verification,  of  the  Dec larat ion  of  the  fac i l i ty ]

“(ii) Date(s) additional information provided

*l(c) Layouti

“(i) Maps and plans of  the faci l i ty ,  including

- boundary map to show entrances, exits, nature of boundary
(e.g. fence) t

- s i te  maps to include locations of  al l  buildings and other
structures, bunkers/storage areas, fences with access points
indicated, mains electricity and water points, and infrastructure
for transports including loading areas;

**(ii)  Details of the construction of bunkers/storage areas which might be
of  relevance for verif icat ion measureal

" ( i i i )  I I I

**(a) Detailed inventory of the contents of each bunker/storage area!

*l(e) Specif ic  faci l i ty  health and safety procsdures  to  be observed by
inspectors.

**A/ Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld, German Democratic Republic;
Dr. Cooper, United Kingdom; Dr. LRU, Sweden; and Dr .  Santet;hoIi,  Swerl~n.
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"2 . information relatina to the transoort of chemical weaoczr&rom  the
acility

"(a) Detailed description of loading area(s):

"(b) Detailed description of loading procedures:

"(c) Type of transport to be used, including construction details relevant to
verification activities, e.g. where to place seals:

"(d) . . .

"3 . Number and modalities of svstsmatic insPections, etC.

"The number and modalities of systematic inspections will be decided by
the Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines.

"4. Inspections

"(a) Systematic on-site inspections

"Systematic on-site inspection activities may include, but are not
necessarily restricted to, the following:

"(i) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals:

"(ii) Review, servicing and maintenance of monitoring eq,: ent:

"(iii) Verification of the inventory of randomly selected sealed
bunkers/storage areas.

- Percentage of bunkers/storage areas to be verified during each
systematic on-site inspec&ion.

“(b) ,n-site inspections of treqsports from the facility

"On-site inspections of transports of chemical weapons from the storage
facility may include, but are not necessarily restricted to, the following:

"(i,) Application, examination, removal and renewal of any seals relevant
to the transportation of chemical weapons:

"(ii) Verification of the inventory of bunkers/storage areas from which
chemical weapons are to be transported:

"(iii) Observation of the loading procedure and verification of items
loaded;

"(iv) Adjustment/realignment of the coverage of the monitoring system.

-172-



"(c) Inspections to resolve indicated irregularities (-bon inspections)

"Ed inspection activities may include, but are not necessarily restricted
to. the following:

"(i) Investigation of indicated irregularities:

"(ii) Ex-*F,ination, removal and renewal of seals;

"(iii) Verification as required of the inventory of bankers/storage areas.

"(d) Continuous presence of inspectors

"The activities of continuously present inspectors may include, but are not
necessarily restricted to, the following:

"(i) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals;

"(ii) Verification of the inventory of any selected sealed bunkers/storage
areas:

"(iii) Observation of any and all activities at the storage facility,
including any handling of stored chemical **capons for the purpose of
transport from the storage facility.

"5. Seals and markers

"(a) Description of types of seals and markers

"(b) How and where seals are to be fixed

"6 . Mpnitorina  system

"(a) Description of items and their locations:

"(i) Sensors and other instruments;

"(ii) Data transmission system;

"(iii) Ancillary equipment;

"(iv) . . .

“(b) Installation:

"(i) Time schedule;

"(ii) Advance preparations at the storage facility:

"(iii) Assistance to be provided by the State Party during insta.llaPjou.
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l’(c) Act iva t ion ,  in i t i a l  terting and  cer t i f i ca t ion

“(d) Opcrationl

l’(i) Regular operation!

I)( i i )  Routine tests;

“(iii) Service and maintenancer

“(iv) Measures in caee of malfunctions

l’(v) Responsibilitiee  of the State Party.

l’(e) Replacements, modernixations

‘l(C) Dismantling and removal

“(a) Instrumente and other equipmet?  brought in by inspectors!

l’(i) Descriptionr

“(i i )  Teet ing,  calibration and exmiuation  by the State Party]

“(iii) Routine Joe.

l*(b) Inetruments and other equipment to be provided by the State Party;

‘I(i) Descriptionr

“(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by inspectors)

“(iii) Routine use and maintenance,

“81 *le-w o n - e i t e  wea o f  m
i s  qj&@m&

“(a) Sample-taking from munitions, notably the standardisation of wethode for
each diiferent type of  munit ion present at  the faci l i ty

“(b) Sample-taking from bulk stocks

l’(c) Other sample-taking
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"(d) Duplicates and additional samples

*O(e) On-site analyses (e.g., provisions concerning on-site/in-house analyses,
analytical methods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

"9. ministrative arranaemerztrs

"(a) Preparations for arrival of inspectors

l'(b) Transport for inspectors

"(c) Accommodation for inspectors

"(d) . . .

."10. Services to be nrovided a/

"Such services should include, but are not necessarily restricted to, the
following:

- medical and health services;

- office space for inspectors:

- laboratory space for inspectors;

- technical assistance:

- telephone and telex:

- power and cooling water supplies for instruments:

- interpretation services.

"For each type of service1 the following information should be included:

- the extent to which that service is to be provided:

- point of contact at the facility for the service.

. ."11. Amendments and revlslons of the aareement

(e.g. changes in loading procedures, types of transport, analytical
methods)

"12. Qther matters

"1, The question of charges for the services needs to be discussed.
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“ON-SITE INSPECTION CM  CHALLENQE

“Thie paper representa the state of affairs of work done on the issue of
On-Site Inspection on Challenge , as aem by the Chairman of the Ad
Committee for the 1987 seeeion  and by the Chairman of group C for the
1989 ses s ion . Nothing contained therein constitutes any agreement and
therefore does not bind any delegation, The paper is presented with the aim
of faci l i tat ing for delegations to  analyee the eituation and to arrive at
common positions in the future work of the Committee.

‘Under Par t  I , (paragraphs 1-13) material is found on the initial procese
fo r  an on-site  inspection on challenge, up until  the eubmission  of  the report
by the inspectors, as put together by the Chairman of the Ad Committee for
the 1987 session. Under Part II (paragraphs 14-18),  material is found on the
procees after the submission of the report, as put together by the Chairman of
Qroup C f o r  the  1988 se s s ion .

“PART I
,, 1. Each State Party has the right at any time to request an on-site
inspection of any site under the jurisdiction or control ;L/ of a State Party,
anywhere, in order to clarify doubts about compliance with the provisions of
the Convention. A requesting State is under the obligation to keep the
request within the objectives of the Convention.
II 2. Throughout the inspection the requested State has the right and ie under
the obligation to demonstrate its complianae  with the Convention.

“3. The on-site inspection on challenge shall be carried out in accordance
with the request.
,I (Theinitiationofam)

“4, The request shall be submitted to the Head of the Technical
Secre tar ia t .  21 I t  sha l l  a s  prec i se ly  as  possible spec i fy  the  s i t e  to  be
inspected and the matters on which reassurance  is required, including the
circumstances and nature of the suspected non-compliance, as well ati Indicate
the relevant provision(s) of the Convention, about which doubts of compliance
have arisen.

“5, The Head of the Teahnical  Secretariat shall immediately notify the State
Party to be inspected, and inform the members of the Executive Council about
the request .

“11 The question of ‘jurisdict ion or control’ spans over many parts of
the Convention. It is under continuous discussion and the exact formulations
remain to be agreed upon.

“21 It has been pointed out that there is a need to discuss ways and
means to prevent misuse of such requests. One suggested approach is to
transmit the request through a Fact-finding Panel.
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“6. A team of inspectors shall be dispatched as soon as possible and arrive
at the site to bir, inspected not later than . . . hours A/ after the request,
,I 7, The requested State is obliged to admit the team of inspectors sad
representative(s) of the requesting State into the country and assist  them so
that  they can arrive at  the s i te  on t ime.  21

“8. The inspectarm shall at the arrival be permitted to secure the site in a
way they deem necessary to ensure that no material of relevance for the
inspection is  rx~mtzv~3  from the site.
,I 9, Access to ?,he aitd for the inspection team shall be provided not later
than . . . hours af tor the request.

( I,Thect of m)

“10. The team of inspectors shall conduct the requested on-site inspection
with the purpose of establishing relevant facts.

“11. The inspectors shall have the access to the site they deem necessary for
the conduct of  their mission,  within the l imits  of the request, They shall
conduct the inspection in the least intrusive manner possible to accomplish
their  task. The requested State shal l  faci l i tate  the task of the inspectors.

“The inspectors shall consult with the requested State which in keeping
with its right and obligation may propose ways and means for the actual
conduct of the inspection, The requested State may also make proposals for
the protection of sensitive equipment or information, not related to ched.cal
weapons. The inspectors shall consider the proposals made to the extent they
deem them adequate for the conduct of their mission,

“The inspectors shall conclude the inspection as soon as possible and not
later than . . . after the commencement of the inspection, and return to the
Headquarter.

“12, In the exceptional case the requested State proposes arrangements to
demonstrate compliance, a l t ernat ive  to  a  fu l l  and Lomprehensive  accessr i t
shall make avery  effort through consultations with the requesting State to
reach agreement on the modalities for establishing the facts and thereby
clarifying the doubts.

“If agreement is real.hed within . . . hours after the request, the
inspection team shall carry out its task in accordance with the agreement. If
no agreement is reached within . . . hours after the request  [the inspection
shall ba carried out in accordance with points 10 and 11 above.] i the
inspection teem shall report on the matter to the Executive Council which,
within . . . hours, shall . ..I.

“L/ A time span of 24-48 hours from the request to the arrival has been
discussed.

“21 Situations could be envisaged, i . e .  when  the  s i t e  to  be  intipected i s
not on the territory of the requested State Party. Such cases could haweve~
be considered in the context of quest ions releted to jurisdicllou.
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“13. The teem of inspectors shall submit a report to the Head of the Technical
Secretartat as  soon as possible  and not later than .., days after the
conclusion of the inspection.

“The report shall be strictly factual and only contain relevant
information, and may within these parameters, include information as to the
manner in which the State Party inspected co-operated with the inspection
team. Different views held by inspectors shall be attached to the report.

“The Head of the Technical Secretariat shall promptly transmit the report
to the requesting Rate, the requested State and to the Executive Council.

“PART II

1@14,  The requesting State shall promptly notify the members of the Executive
Council, through the Director-Qeneral of the Technical Secretariat, of its
assessment on the reeult of the inspection [and, to the extent it deems
appropriate, of the course of action it intends to take under the Convention].

l*lR. The Director-Qeneral of the Technical Secretariat shall provide to States
Parties the inspection report, 11 the assessment of the requesting State, and
the views of the requested State and of other States Parties which may be
conveyed to him for that purpose.

“16, When requested by any State Party, the Exeautive  Council shall meet to
assess the situation, taking into account the report, the assessment by the
requesting State and the views of the requested State and of other Gtstes
P a r t i e s .  21

“17, a/ The Executive Council  shal l ,  as  i t  deems neaessaryl consider [and
recommend] [and decide on] [whether there has been a violation of the
Convention and] appropriate further actions to clarify or remedy the
s i tuat ion . [Such further actions mayI malia, be designed to induce the
requested State to bring itself into conformity with the Convention or to
address the misuse or abuse of requests by the requestiny  State].

“I/ The quest ion of  the stages of  the inspection report  and the decis ion
by which some of the contents of the final report is provided to all parties
needs further consideration.

“2/ A view was expressed that this paragraph is superfluous because the
procedures for meetings of the Executive Council are to be set forth under the
relevant provis ions in art ic le  VIII  and possibly in Article  IX.

“f/ The question of the procedure and decision-making of t,he Exec~rtive
Council  in connection with this  parsgraph  needs to be consicler~erl.
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“18. The Executive Council shall [provide any report it may make] [report] on
its consideration of the matter to States Parties. [If a breach of the
Convention remains unrectified, the Executive Council shall refer the matter
to the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral  Conference], whiah should decide on
sanctions including the withdrawal of rights and privileges]. I/ 2/ [The
[Executive Council or the] [Consultative Committee] [Qenersl Conference]
shall, where appropriate, bring the matter to the attention of the Security
Council of the United Nations].

“11 The question of possible sanctions including the withdrawal of
rights and privi leges needs further careful  exsmination  in the context not
only of challenge inspections but. also of routine inspections and other
elements of the Convention.

“21 A view was expressed that the possibility of the withdrawal of
rights and privileges of the requesting State Party which has abused 01
misused the request needs also to be considered.
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"Article X: Assistance

"1. Each State Party has the right to request assistance [for protection
against chemical weapons] through the Executive Council:

"(a) in case it considers that chemical weapons have been used against it;

"(b) in case it has serious reasons to believe that there is a threat of
use of chemical weapons against it:

"[(c)  in case it feels that its security has been, or is likely to be,
threatened as a result of any other violation of the Convention by another
State Party or of the development, production, acquisition, stockpiling
possession of chemical weapons by a State not Party to the Convention or of
the transfer of chemical weapons to any such State.]

"2 . Such a request shall be substantiated by relevant information supporting
its validity.

I,3. The Technical Secretariat shall promptly inform all States Parties about
the request.

"4 . The Executive Council shall: 11

"(a) meet [immediately] to evaluate the request in the light of the
information provided; 21

"(b) if so deemed necessary, instruct the Technical Secretariat, within
. . . hours, to initiate an investigation of the facts related to the alleged
use or threat of use and, when applicable, to establish an inventory of the
specific assistance needed,: [in appropriate cases, the Executive Council may
direct that the investigation should include on-site inspection:] if an
on-site inspection takes place, its conduct shall be governed by the
principles and rules established in Article IX of the Convention. 31

"(c) on the basis of the results of the investigation carried out by the
Technical Secretariat, decide on whether to request the provision of
assistance; the decision to request assistance shall require a two-thirds
majority;

"(d) inform all States Parties of its decision.

"11 A view was expressed that assistance should be provided
automatically in case of actual use of chemical weapons. Another view was
expressed that assistance should be provided on a voluntary basis.

"21 Some reservations have been expressed about the ability of the
Executive Council to assess 'threat of use'.

"31 A view was expressed that all aspects related to investigations and
fact-finding procedures should be dealt with in the context of Articzle  XX.
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“5, Each State Party to the Convention undertakes8

“(a) to  co-operate  and faci l i tate ,  as  appropriate ,  the invest igat ion
includiny on-site inspection initiated by the Executive Council under
paragraph 4 (b);

“I(b) that,  whenever so requested by thr, Executive Council ,  i t  shal l ,  to
the extent  possible ,  provide as-. stance and support the provision of
assistance to the requesting State.]

“6. The Technical Secretariat, in close co-operation, as appropriate, with
the relevant international agencies in the humanitarian field, will
co-ordinate the actions undertaken in providing the necessary assistance. ;1/ 21

“[7. Within six months after the entry into force of the Convention, States
Parties shall conclude with the Organisation an agreement on the provision of
assistance under this article. Such agreement shall be based on a Model
Agreement and shall specify the equipment, t ra in ing  fac i l i t i e s  and  o ther
technical advice or services to be provided by the State Party to the States
concerned.]

“[s. The organiaation 31 shall prepare, and be responsible for the
implementation of, programmes for the promotion of internatlonal cc-operation
for the development and strengthening of a protective capacity against
chemical weapons by interested States, includfnq programmes for the
dissemination of scientific and technological information on protective
measures against chemical weapons and for training in such measures.]

“9 I Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as affecting the right of
all the Parties to the Convention to conduct rosearch with, develop, produce,
acquire and use means of protection against chemical weapons, for purposes not
prohibited by the Convent ion.

“[lo. All the parties to the Convention undertake to facilitate, and have the
right  to  participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equipment, material
and scientific and technoJogica1  information for protection against chemical
weapons.] g/

“J,/ A view was expressed that  States  Parties  should conclude s u b s i d i a r y
arrangements with the Technical Secretariat whereby they indicate ways and
means by which they can provide assistance. Another view was expressed that
the conclusion of such arrangements was not needed.

‘Id/ The question of how to meet the costs needs to be 8iscusse.I.

“31 The question of which organ(e) of the Organization  should he
entrusted with this task should be considered further.

“4/ The view was expressed that co-Opel <I t ion i n  this f i e l d  t:oul.cl 1~
conducted through voluntary bilat.CraI and mu1 t:l 1nt.era.l  nqr ec3nent.s.
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“1. The provieions  of this Convention shall be implemented in a manner
desic;rned,  in  so  far  as  poss ib l e , to avoid hampering the economic! or
technological development of Parties to tho Convention and international
co-operation in the f ie ld of peaceful  chemical  act ivit ies  including the
international exchange of acientifio  and technioal  information and chemicals
and equipment for the production, proceesing  or uae of chemicals for peaceful
purposea in accordance with the pr~vfsfons of the Convention,

@I 2. The States Partiee to this Convention, subject to its provisions, ah8111

“(a) have the right,  individually or col lect ively ,  to conduct  reeearch
with,  to  develop,  produce,  acquire, retain, transfer and use chemicalar

“(b) under take  to  fac i l i ta te , aad have the right to participate in,  the
fullest possible exchange of chemicalta, equipment and scientific and technical
information relating to the development and application of chemistry  for:
purposes not prohibited by thie Conventionr

“(c) not impose any reetrictions [on a diecriminatory  ba;iis] which would
impede development and promotion of ecientific  and technological knowledge in
the f ie ld of  chemistry.

“This provision shall be without prejudice to the generally recognised
principles and applicable rules of international law concerning peaceful
chemical activities [including those concerning any proprietary rights and
environmental or health protection].

“A/ Some delegat ions erpreeeed  the view that this  Article  required
further consideration, In particular, in their view, there exists no common
understanding as to the definition of key terms in the wording proposed for
this  Article ,  and therefore no clear picture of  the extent of  the obliqatio~~~
to be undertaken by States Parties.
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X1-m o f  fbe Prewv l3Na
Qf a Canvention  on Chemical

“During the 1988 session, the Chairman of the Ad Committee initiated
and carried out open-ended consultations, as well  as private coneultations
with interested delegations, on the final provisions of the Convention
(Article8 XXI to XVI).

“This discussion paper constitutes an attempt by the Chairman to
summarise the views expressed during these consultations. The paper ie
presented with the aim of  faci l i tat ing further consideration.  Nothing
contained therein constitutes any agreement and therefore does not in any way
bind any delegation.

“Tog*yther  with existing as well as future proposals and documents on
these Articles , the discussion paper will be used for further work on these
Art ic l e s .



@@(a)  v i ews  were  erproaaed  that  ar t i c l e  XII  ie not  needed .  In th i s  case
the relationship between the CW Convention and other international agreement@
would be regulated by goner81 rules of jnternational  law, as well 86 by the
rules of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. w

“(b) Some delegationa are in favour of a reference to epecific
in ternat iona l  agreementsr L.er the tleneva  Protocol of 1925 and BW Convention.

“(cl It has been suggested that a general reference to other
international agreements be included.

l’(d) It might be possible to combine the apprcachee reflected in
paragraphs (b) and (c) above thus having references both to specific and other
unnamed international agreements.

“1 * None.

“2 . Nothing in this Convention ah811  be interpreted ae ia any way limiting or
detracting from the (obl igations]  [r ights  and obligations]  ae.owned by my
State under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Uee in War of
Asphyxiating, Poieonous  or Other Gaees, and of Bacteriological Methods of
Warfare, signed at Qeneva  on 17 June 1925, and under the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London,
Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972.

“Each Party to this Convention that is also Party to the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and
of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, efgned at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
affirms that the obligation eet forth in paragraph 3 of article I supplements
ite obligation6 under the Protocol,

or/and

II 3. This Convention shall not affect the rights and obligations of States
Parties which ariee from other agreement6  compatible with this Convention.

- or  a l t ernat ive ly  -

“None of the provieione of this Convention shall suspend or moclify the
commitments undertaken by States Parties pursuant to other int;ernationnl
instruments related to this Convention.
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“(a) There is a common understanding by the delegations that any State
Party may, in eccordance  with the agreed procedure, propose amendment8 to this
Convention.

‘l(b) Views were expressed that certain basic provisions should not be
subject to amendments. Article  I ,  art ic le  IV,  paragraph 5 (a)  and art ic le  V,
paragraph 8 (a) were mentioned in this respect,

“!e) According to the majority of the views expreseed,  a differentiated
amendment mechanism is required to meet the special needs of various
provisions of the Convention. It is understood that this article might be
limited to general amendment proceduree  which would be applied ualees
otherwise provided in relevant parts of the Convention, I t  i s  to  be  further
discussed which provisions should be subject to strict amendment procedure and
rhich might be amended in a simplified way.

l’(d) Views were exprersed that, regardless of the type of procedure to be
followed for the adoption of amendments, they shall  enter into force fo r  all
States Parties at the same timer another view is baeed on the premise that
ratification or acceptance by a State Party is required for an amendment to
enter into force in regard to thie  State.

“1, Any State Party mayI  in accordance with the agreed procedure, propoee
amendments to this Convention.

" 2 . “(a) Amendments may be made to any provision of this Convention.

- or  a l t ernat ive ly  -

"2 l “(a) No amendments may be made to the following provieions of thie
Conventionr artic le  I ,  art ic le  IV,  paragraph 5 (a) ,  Artic le  V,
paragraph 8 (a) . . .

l@(b) The provisions contained in [.. , ] 11 may be amendment by unanimous
agreement of States Parties.

“(c) Provisions not mentioned in paragraph 2 (b) may be amended by
majority  of  [...I.

‘l(d) Provision8 not mentioned in paragraphs 2 (b) and 2 (cl may be
amended by eimple  majority.
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"3 . "(a) The taxt of any proposed amendment shall be communicated to the
[Depositary] [Director-General of the Technical Secretariat] not less than
. . . [days, months] prior to a regular session of the [General Conference]
(Consultative Committee] and shall be promptly communicated by him to all
States Parties.

"(b) Proposed amendments shall be dicussed at the nearest regular session
of the [General Conference] [Consultative Committee] and may be adopted at its
next regular session. This does not preclude the [General Conference]
[Consultative Committee] from taking a decision, by a two-thirds majority of
the States Parties present and voting, to convene a special session to discuss
and adopt the proposed amendments. A/

"4. Adopted amendments shall be subject to acceptance [ratification] by
States Parties according to their constitutional processes and shall enter
into force for all States Parties upon the deposit of instruments of
acceptance [ratification] with the Depositary by:

"(a) all States Parties as regards amendments to the provisions listed in
paragraph 2 (b) above,

"(b) a [qualified] majority of States Parties as regards amendments to
provisions not mentioned in paragraph 2 (b) above.

"(c) a simple majority of States Parties, as regards other provisions,

"(d) original States Parties

- or as an alternative to paragraphs 3 (b) and 4 above -

"Amendments shall enter into force for Parties ratifying or acceding to
them on the thirtieth day following the deposit of instruments of ratification
of accession by a majority of the Parties to the Convention and thereafter for
each remaining Party on the thirtieth day following the deposit of its
instrument of ratification or accession.

“5. The provisions of this article do not affect the special amendment
procedures provided for in relevant parts of this Convention.

-

'@-I/ It is to be discussed whether sessions of the General Conference or
Review Conferences are appropriate forums in which to consider amendments to
the Convention.
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w tat e . .XIV: Duration. Wzthdrawal

II ommentarv

"There seems to be a common understanding that this Convention should be
of unlimited duration.

"A wide range of opinions was expressed in regard to possible withdrawal
of States Parties from the Convention and the procedures thereof.

"(a) Views were expressed that the right of withdrawal should not be
provided.

"(b) Some delegations supported the idea that the right of withdrawal
should not be exercised within a fixed, comparatively long period of time.

"(c) Several delegations held the view that the withdrawal should depend
on certain extraordinary circumstances. In the opinion of some delegations
such circumstances might be differentiated according to their urgency and
consequently different periods for withdrawal be granted. JJ In this context
a view was expressed that the Organixation should be notified of the intention
to withdraw and take appropriate steps within its competence to remedy the
situation and prevent such a withdrawal.

"(a) The opposite view was based on the premise that the right of
withdrawal should be granted and be exerc.ised  in a very short period of time
with few formalities, if any.

"(e) The view was expressed that there should be no reference to the
right of withdrawal in the CW Convention.

"(f) One delegation proposed that this article should deal only with the
question of duration, which would depend on the destruction of all chemical
weapons by States Parties.

*'Possible wording for Article XIV

“1. This Convention should be of unlimited duration.

"2. "(a) States Parties shall not withdraw from this Convention;

- or alternatively -

*O(b) States Parties shall not withdraw from this Convention within the
period of destruction of chemical weapons and chemical weapons production
facilities:

- or alternatively -

"11 No specific suggestions in regard of the said periods have been made.
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"(c) States Parties shall not withdraw from this Convention within ,..
(other agreed period of time);

- or alternatively -

"(a) Any State Party shall, in exercising its national sovereignty, have
the right to withdraw from this Convention if, in the opinion of the
withdrawing State there have arisen extraordinary circumstances connected with
the content of this Convention which affect its supreme interests:

- or alternatively -

"(e) Any State Party may withdraw from this Convention at any time;

- or alternatively -

"(f) None.

"3 . "(a) In exercising their right of withdrawal subject to paragraph 2 (b),
(c), (d), (e), (f) above, States Parties shall give notice to the Depositary,
the Security Council of the United Nations and the Executive Council 0'. the
Organization. Such notice shall include a statement of the reasons for the
decision to withdraw.

"(b) The Executive Council of the Organization shall promptly investigate
and assess the reasons for the decision to withdraw and take appropriate
measures within its competence to remedy the situation, including, inter alia,
convening of a special session of the [General Conference] [Consultative
Committee]. 11

"4. The withdrawal shall'take effect . . . [agreed period(s) of time] after the
deposit of the notification by the State Party concerned. 2/

- or, as an altern.stive  to paragraphs 3 and 4 above -

"In exercising its right of withdrawal subject to paragraph 2 (d) above, a
State Party shall give notice to all other Parties to the Convention, to the
Depositary, and to the Security Council of the United Nations three months in
advance. Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it
regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests.

"1, It is to be discussed whether special provisions regarding the
competence of the Executive Council and General Conference in cases of
purported withdrawal are needed a: d if so, what would be their content and
place in the Convention.

"2/ The question of possibly setting several periods for the Purpose of
different circumstances relating to withdrawal, instead of a si.ngle period,
requires further consideration.

I
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“5. “(a) The withdrawal of a State Party from this Convention shall in no way
affect  the duty of  [States  Partles]  [ this  State Party]  to continue fulf i l l ing
the obligations assumed under any relevant rule of international law,
particularly the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, 11

“(b) A State Party ahall not, by reason of its withdrawal from this
Convention, be discharged from its financial [and] [or such] other obligations
(not being incompatible wiLh the supreme interests which induced it to
withdraw) which accrued while i t  was a Party to the Conventjon.

- o r , as an alternative to paragraphs 2-5 ebove -

“Every Party to this Convention shall, in  exercising  i t s  nat iona l
sovereignty, have the right to withdraw from the Convention if it decides that
extraordinary events, related to the subject-matter of the Convention, have
jeopardized the supreme interests  of  i ts  country.  It  shal l  give notice of
such withdrawal to all other Parties to the Convention, to the Depositary, and
to the Security Council of the United Nations three months in advance. suc.1
notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as
having jeopardizad its supreme interests.

- o r  a l t e r n a t i v e l y  -

“This Convention shall be of a permanent, nature and blhall remain in force
indefinitely, but obligations deriving from the provisions of this Convention
wil l  cease,  i f  after  90 days of  the end of  the period of  destruction as
stipulated .in Article [. . . 1, the [General  Conference]  is  not  in a posit ion to
declare that all chemical weapons have been destroyed and are subsequently
banned from all States Parties.
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XV; Siwre. ratif fou

“There seems  to be an understanding that8

“1 * “(a) The Convention shall be open for eignature to all States and ehall
be rat i f ied by signatoriesi

‘l(b) Non-signetory States shall be entitled to accede to the Convention!

‘l(c) Provisions on the entry into force ehall  ensure the wit¶est QO86ible
adherence of States to the Convention.

II 2 The preference wae expressed for the number of 60 ratifications for the
Convention to enter into force.

“In the course of  aonsultatione on this  article  the status of  Annexes to
the Convention, as well aa of the provisions on reservations have been raised.

“1. It ie to be further discuueed whether a separate article on the status of
Annexes ie needed.

le WQ~ for m on the of Annelres

“‘Annexes Nos. . . . form an integral part of thie Convention’,

“2 * Several delegations held the view that neither reeervatione nor
exceptions to the Convention should be provitled,  while Borne expressed views
that such right might be included with reepect to some provision8 which were
not clearly indicated.

“The view was expreeeed that in regard to reeervstions, due attention
should be paid to interpretative etatemente.

“It is to be discussed whether to place the provision on reservations
within the framework of Article XV or to elaborate a eeparate  article for thie
purpose.

II 1, No reservations or exceptiona, however phrased or named, [including
interpretative etatements  or  declarations] , may be made to this Convention
[unlees expreesly  permitted by other provisions of the Convention].

11 2. The provision in paragraph 1 ebovs does not preclude a Stato when
signing, ratifying or acceding to this Convention, from making  atatementa or
declarations, however phraaed or namerl, p r o v i d e d  t.hat. auc!h stat.nmerrt.u  111'
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declarations do not purport to exclude or to modify the legal effect of the
provisions of this Convention in their application to that State.

- o r  alternatively  -

“This Convention shall not be subject to reservations.

1. Signature.

“This Convention shall be open for signature to all States until [its
entry into force]  [date]  [ indefinitely]  at  (venue).

“2. Ratif icat ion.

“This Convention [and its Annexea, which form an integral part
thereof]  11 shal l  be subject  to  rat i f icat ion by s ignatories  according to their
constitutional  processes .

I’ 3. Accession.

“Any State which does not sign the Convention [before its entry into
force] [date] may accede to it at any time, 21

“4 I Depoait of instruments of ratification or accession,

“Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession shall be
deposited with the [Depositary] [Secretary-General of the United Nations,
hereby designated as the Depositary].
I, 5. Entry into force.

“(a) This Convention shall  enter into force [... days after the date of]
[upon] the deposit  of  the [60thJ [40thJ instrument of  rati f icat ion [or
accession J j

“(b) For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are
deposited subsequent to t  7 entry into force of  this  Convention,  i t  shall
enter into force on the [ . ..th day followinn the] date of the depoeit of their
instruments of  rat i f icat ion or accession.  21

“11 See paragraph 1 in the Note above.

“2/ One delegation expressed a view that accession would not be
necessary.

" /3 It is to be discussed further how to ensure that all “chemical
weapons possessing” and “chemical weapons capable” States be among thono
States whose ratification would he required for the Convention t.n enLet. into
force.
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"Article XVI: Languages, authentic texts. deoosltarv. reoistration

"Commentarv

"(a) There is a general agreement that the Secretary-General of the
United Nations should be designated as the Depositary.

"(b) The view was expressed that all functions of the Depositary should
be dealt with in one place.

"(c) It is also to be further discussed whether to place relevant
provisions within the framework of Article XV, XVI or a separate article might
be needed.

"(d) Provisions for languages, authentic texts and registration as given
below, were not objected.

"Possible wording for Article XVI

"1. This Convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian
and Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations hereby designated as the Depositary,
who shall send duly certified copies thereof to the Governments of all
signatory and acceding States.

"2 . The Depositary shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding States of
the date of each signature, the date of deposit of each instrument of
ratification or accession and the date of entry into force of the Convention
and of amendments thereto [any notice of withdrawal and of the date when the
latter takes effect], [and of the notification specified in Article XIV,
para.31. 11

"3 . This Convention shall be registered by the Depositary in accordance with
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations.

"Done at . . .

- or alternatively -

"Article XVI: Deuositarv. Registration

"1. Depositary 11

"(a) The Secretary-General of the United Nations is hereby designated as
the Depositary  of this Convention and shall:

"(1) notify all signatory and acceding States of;

"(a) the date of each signature, and the date of deposit of
each instrument of ratification or accession:

"1, It is to be discussed if other functions might be entrusted to the
Depositary with regard to the special needs of the Convention.
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“(b) “(ii any amendment to this Convention propoLled  by any
State Party to the Conventionr

“(ii) any amendment adoptedt

“(iii)  the  date  o f  entry  in to  force  o f  any  amenclment~

“(2) transmit  duly cert if ied copies  of  this  Convention to the Qovernments
of all signatory and acceding States,

“2, Registration.

“This Convention shall be registered by the Depositary pursuant to
Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations.

II XVII1 L-s,

“The original of the Convention with its Annexes, of which the Arabic,
Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish texts are equally authentic,
shall be deposited with the Secretary-Qenoral  of the United Nations.

"IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorised thereto by
their  respective Governments, have signed this Convention,

“Done at . . .

“The questions of the settlement of disputes not related to compliance
i s sues , as well as the placement of the provision for review conferences, were
also raised but have not yet been discussed.
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"APPENDIX III

“Security during the destruction  period1
material  relevant to the iseue.



“A, BPtom

- CD/CW/WP.lgg

- CD1822

- CD/CW/WP.182

- CD/CW/WP.211
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"CD/CW/WP.l99

"Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons

"FRANCE

"Workina oaver

.I urztv stocks: orooosed amendments

"The following proposals, to be inserted in the "rolling text" of the
draft convention (CD/795), follow the existing pattern of this text. The
general prohibition of chemical weapons remains the rule, security stocks
constituting one element in the transitional lo-year regime corresponding to
the first phase of implementation of the Convention. They represent an option
which each State party to the future agreement will be free to endorse.

*

"ARTICLE I. GENERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPE

"Add a paraaranh 7:

"'These provisions shall not affect the specific, transitional rules
relating to the security stock.'

*

"ANNEX TO ARTICLE I. PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE SECURITY STOCK

"1. Objectives

"The States Parties recogniee the need for each of them to ensure its
security during the transitional phase of destruction of stocks of chemical
weapons.

"To this end,

"(1) Each ccuntry; if it so desires. may, during the first eight years
after the entry into force of the Convention, hold under international c:ont;~ol
a limited stock of chemical weapons known in the text of the present Convention
as a 'security stock'.

-197-



"CD/CW/WP.  199
PWP 2

“(2) Thie eeourity etock shall be destroyed under intern&tioaaZ  ooatrol
not later than during the ninth or tenth year after the entry into forae OC
the Convention, the commitment to euah deetruction being made by eaah
State Party at the t ime of  s ignature. Any production facility aab\gnOd  to the
ceaurity stock under the terms of article 2, paragraph 3, and artiole  4 of the
present annex shall be dextrwed  not later than in the ninth year following
the Convention’6 entry into fbrcr.

“(3) T h e  verifiaation  rbgime appliaable  t o  this steak ohall b e  i d e n t i c a l
with that for other stoaks remaining after the Convsntion’e  entry into force.
This stoak shal -. be  subjec t , in  the same conditionr,  to the
inepeation-on-challenge proaedure i f  one of the gartiee  aoneiderr  it har
grounds for believing that a State hae violated the provieione of the
Conveution relating to security etrwks.

“(1) Toxic ahemiaale  of unitary munition6 forming gart of the eeourity
ctock  a n d ,  if necexxary, one of the two constituent oompoaents  of binsry
vartante  ehall be entered in Sahedule [l] of the annex to article VI of the
Convention.

“The security stock ehall be composed exclueively of munitions. It may
not exceed a vwlume of 2,000 metric tonnes of toxic chemiaalo. In the case of
biaar y rnuni tione, this volume shall  relate to the toxic  ahemiaal  g&aerated by
the munitions and not to their constituent reagents.

“(2) The number of storage placee shall be limited to a maximum
o f  I . .  sites.

“(3) The eetabliehment and maintenance  of thie etock msy be ensured only
b y  a  single product ion  fac i l i ty  comprieing,  a8 needed ,  the  meclne  of8

“Manufacturing the chemical and tox:c agent.8 listed in Schedule [l] of
the annex to article VI of the Convention; and

“Loading and maintaining the munitione  a

“(4) This single facility sh, 11 be declared in accordance with the
provirions of sect ion 1.A of tke annex to art icle  V and placed uncler
international control, in accordance with the procedures c:sIinsd in art: lcle 4
of the present annex.

‘(5) The establishment, where necessary, of the production fscility once
,the Convt-;ltion has entered into fo rce shall  be effected under international
contrb:. .
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"CD/CW/WP.199
paw 3

"(6) This facility may be different from the small-scale production
facility authorixed under article VI of the Convention for research, medical
or protective purposes.

.“ 3 .  -

**The declaration of the security stock shall be separate from that of
other stocks as provided for in the annex to article III and in section I of
the annex to article IV. It shall be deposited with the Executive Council
within 30 days following the accession of the signatory country and shall be
updated every year during the 10 years following the Convention's entry into
force.

"It shall comprise the total volume of the stock and the detailed
composition thereof, on the same terms as declarations of stocks under the
general rigime, and the choice of the acceding country as between the
following three options:

No. 1 - One or more declared vlaces of storaae:

"The declaration of the security stock shall in this case include this
place or these places or storage.

"Any transfer of all or part of the security stock shall be.subject to
supervision by the Technical Secretariat.

“OPtion  No* 2 - A sinae undeclared DJzuze Of storaa :

"A sealed envelope specifying the location of the security stock shall
immediately be deposited with the Technical Secretariat.

"In the event of formal notice being given, the following procedure may
be put into effect:

"Either the suspicion of violation of the provisions of the Convention
relates to a location where the requested State denies that its stock is
situated, in which case the envelope shall not be opened but the
requesting State shall be free to request an on-site inspection in the
inspection-on-challenge conditions:

"Or the requested State acknowledges that the location giving rise to
suspicion of violation is the place where its stock is situated, in which
case, if the requesting State declares itself dissatisfied with this
initial response, the envelope shall be opened as of right. If the
requesting State still considers itself dissatisfied, it may request an
on-site inspection in the inspection-on-challenge conditions.
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“CD/CW/WP.  199
paw 4

‘1QPtionNa.J - Two or v of etprpOd (up to a maximum
l i m i t  cf ,.. locations11

“In th i s  case , the Btnte party shall deposit with the Technical
BearetarCat  a sealed envelope for each place of storage specifying the
characterist ics  (composit ion, volume) of the stock situated in that place.

“In the event of formal notice being given, the following procedure may
be put into ef fectt

“Either the eusricion  of  v iolat ion of the provieions  of  tho Convention
relates to a location where the requested State denies that a part of its
stock is situated, in which caee the envelope shall not be opened but the
requesting Btate shal l  be free to requeet an on-site  inspeation in the
inspection-on-challenge conditions)

“Or the requested Btate acknowledges that the loaation giving rise to
suspicion of violat ion is  the place where a part  of  ito stook i s
s i t u a t e d ,  ia w h i c h  easer i f  t h e  rsqirestilrg B t a t e  dealares i t s e l f
d i s s a t i s f i e d  w i t h  t h i s  i n i t i a l  respoi.69, the aorrrsponding envelope shall
be opened as uf right. I f  t h e  requeeting B t a t e  etill aonsidere i t s e l f
dissat isf ied,  i t  may request  an on-site  inspeation in  the
inspection-on-challenge conditions.

"After the opening of the envelope (option No. 2) or of OM of the
envelopes (option No.  31, every state shal:. have the possibi l i ty  of
transferring the corresponding etock to another undeclared place. A further
sealed envelope shall in that cAee  be previouely forwarded to the
Technical  secretariat .

“The s ingle  production faci l i ty  assigned to the eecurity  stock,  as
defined in article 2, paragraph 3, of the present annex, shall be placed under
internetional control  on the came  basis  as other faci l i t ies  declared under the
Convention, apart from placing under seal.

“All manufacturing operations involving products in Schedule [lJ of the
annex to article VI of the Convention undertaken in the alngle procluc!t:.ion
f a c i l i t y  s h a l l  b e  rcsserved f o r  t h e  est:.ahlishtnent o r  maintennnca ~1: t:hc!
security st;ocL and shall be ef fectecl  under interm~ional c:otltrul.
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“5, &gUu&aa  o f  aedtv st;ocke

“Any country which wishes to eliminate its security stock sooner than
under the provisions of the third paragraph of the present article may do 90
by declaring, if it has not already done so, its site or sites and by
forwarding an estimated destruction schedule to the Technical Secretariat.
The qeneral regime for the destruction of the seaurity stoak and the related
single production faci l i ty  shal l  in  that  case apply.

‘*In the case of Btates which have chosen option No. 2 or option No. 3 as
described in paragraph 3 of the present annex, the envelopes shall be opened
at the end of the eighth year following the Convention’s sntry into force. In
all  cases (options Nos. 1 ,  2  hnd 31, the  s torage  faailities shal l  at  the  end
of the eighth year be transferred to international control, in accordance with
the procedures provided for in the case of stocks under the general regime  in
article IV of the Convention,

“The secur i ty  s tock  sha l l  be  transported to  the  des truct ion  s i t e  or  sites
and half of it shall be destroyed in the ninth and tenth years, in accordance
with a detailed plan transmitted by the possessor Btate to the Techniaal
Becretariat  *

“Any country which wishes to destroy the single production faaility
before the ninth year following the Convention’s entry into force may do co
after having forwarded to the Techniaal Becretariat the estimated schedule for
such destruction.

“In any event, the destruction of  this  Eaci lfty shall  be effected not
later than the end of the ninth year following the Convention’s entry into
force.

“(1) The States Parties to the Convention undertake to destroy munitions
from the security etock, and to manufacture new munitions intended  for that
stock, under international control, i n  t h e  followJng  conditiansl

“They undertake to prepare a detailed declaration of the elements in the
security stock which are consider+xl obeolete,  to  sIfet!t. uIIclet  rlrlt..ionr:ll
responsibility  - t h e  t r a n s f e r  ol’ tAro99 e l e m e n t s  t o  0 clestructlu~i
facility, to forward a destruction schedule to the Technical Secretsriat,
and to carry out such destruction under international controlr
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“The production of new munitions, which may be different from the
munitions destroyed, ehall be effected under international aontrol in  the
s ingle production faci l i ty  reserved for this  purpose,  within the l imit  of
the authorised tonnage for toxic chemicals.

“(2) In the event of the updating of the security stock, the deolaration
(option No. 1) or the contents of the envelopes (options NOR. 2 and 3) shall
be updated witliin three month8  following commencement of thio operation.

L

“ARTICLE I I I. DECLARATION8

“Amend  paragraph 1 (a) (OthsrB) to reada

“‘The  precise  locat ion .  .  .  of  any faci l i ty ,  with of m
to t&-mtv etQ&# an #

&l&&J, . I  I ‘.

“ARTICLE IV. CHEMICAL WEAPONS

“Amend paragraph 1 to read1

“‘The provi6ion.r  of  thie article  and Ate annex shall  apply,  without
exception wWWrelatincr..tothe.aRW
theannat_ta.atticla,  to any and all chemical weapons ..,*,

“ARTICLE V . CHEMICAL WEAPON8 PRODUCTION FACILITIEB

“Amend paragraph 1 to reada

“‘The proviaione of this article shall apply to any and all chemical
weapon8  product ion  fac i l i t i e s , 8#EBpf,iDroBuction_faoilitv-
R.aGluu.a~k.h-the..A~~R-&~-AMRx  __totiUJ., under
the jurisdiction  or control . . .I.

“Delete paragraph 3.

“ARTICLE IX. CONSULTATIONS, CC).-0PP:RA’ITGN AND FACT- FINt)ING

“Add the following sentence t.o paragraph lr

“‘The specif ic  procedures of  the Inspection-on-challenge  regime
applicable to security stocks shall be those of paragraph 3 of the annex to
ar t i c l e  I .  ’
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"FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY AND ITALY

."The order of destruction of chemzcal weapons

"1. Over the past few years the issue of order of destruction of chemical
weapons has been paid a lot of attention in the negotiations on a global ban
on chemical weapons. A number of working papers were devoted to this
subject. A/ The issue has also been subject to intensive consultations by the
Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons, the result of which is
reflected in the Chairman's paper included in Appendix II, pages 92 and 93 of
CD/795 of 2 February 1988.

"2 . As is already stated in the Annex to Article IV, Section IV, paragraph 1
of the rolling text (CD/795, page 41) the elaboration of the order of
destruction shall be built on the following considerations:

- undiminished security for all States during the'entire destruction
stage;

- confidence-building in the early part of the destruction'stage:

- gradual acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chemical
'weapons stocks:

- applicability, irrespective of the actual composition of the
stockpiles and the method chosen for the destruction of the chemical
weapons.

"Among these points, the principle of maintaining undiminished security
for all States during the entire destruction stage is of paramount
importance. It is the basic yardstick for assessing proposed solutions to the
question of the order of destruction of chemical weapons.

"Recently, attention has even more focused on the maintenance of
undiminished security during the envisaged lo-year destruction phase due to
the different sizes of the chemical weapon stocks existing at the start oE the
lo-year destruction phase.
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"3 . In an effort to meet the concerns expressed with regard to maintaining
security during the lo-year destruction phase, also in view of existing
disparities in chemical weapon arsenals, the following approach is suggested:

"I . In accordance with Article I, paragraph 1, and Article V, paragraphs 2
and 3 the production of chemical weapons shall cease immediately upon entry
into force of the Convention.

"11. In accordance with Article IV, paragraph 8 and Article V, paragraph 10,
as well as the relevant parts of the Annexes to these Articles, all chemical
weapons storage sites as well as all chemical weapons production facilities
shall be subjected to systematic international on-site verification.

"III. For the purpose of destruction, the categorisation developed in the
Chairman's paper in Appendix II of CD/795 shall apply. Within each of the
three categories a States Party shall determine on its own its detailed plans
for each annual period of the destruction process.

"IV. In a first phase the States Parties possessing the largest stocks of
chemical weapons shall proceed with the destruction of their CW stocks until
an agreed level is reached.

"For the practical implementation of this basic undertaking the following
provisions shall apply:

- for the purpose of the Convention States Parties with large stocks
shall be considered to be those States Parties which possess more than
1 . ..] tons of chemical weapons agents regardless of whether these
agents are in bulk or filled in munitions or other devices:

- the initial reduction period devoted to the reduction of the chemical
weapon stocks of the States Parties with large stocks shall comprise
[five] years from the entry into force of the Convention:

- the reduction in the existing large stocks shall start not later than
one year after the entry into force of the Convention:

- at the end of this [five] year period equal levels with regard to the
remaining [... ] tons of chemical weapon agents shall be achieved by
all States Parties with large stocks;

- without prejudice to the actual start in the reductions the five:
annual reduction amounts shall be calculated according to the
following formula:

x = Al - A2 21
5
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- States  Parties  with large stocks shall  submit  during this  f irst  phase
annual reports on the reduction of their respective stockpiles to the
Technical Secrutsriat,

“V , After tho ’ levelling out ’ of the large stocks at [. . .  ] tona at the end of
the fifth year after the entry into force of the Convention a review on the
results achieved so far and the experiences gained during the fire’ years with
the destruction of chemical weapons and ite verification will be carried out
during a Special Session of the General Conference of the Organisation, The
Executive Council will make the necessary preparations for rhis meeting with
the help of the Technical Secretariat.

“VI. After the level l ing-out phase of  the largest  stockpiles  has been
concluded the destruction process will enter into its second phase. During
this phase which lasts from the end of the fifth year until the end of the
tenth year all States Parties possessing chemical weapons, and regardless of
the siee of the respective chsmical  weapons stocks, are required  to destroy
their chemical weapons. Thd destruction would be carried out in a linear
fashion, i.e. the existing stockpile for each CW-possessor State would be
subdivided into five equal reduction mounts to be destroyed during the
remaining five years of the destruction period. In the process use could be
made of the three categories mentioned above under paragraph 3, III. In this
way all existing stockpiles shall be eliminated at the end of the tenth year
of the deetruction  process .

Ill/ CD/697 of 20 May 1986;
CD/CW/WP.l62 of 7 April  19871
CD/CW/WP.  169 of 15 June 1987;
CD/CW/WP.lBP of 15 January 1988.

“2/ x = annual reduction amount:
Al E declared total stock of chemical weapons (Article. IV, para.Z)I
A2 = . a. tons; (res idua l  etock af ter -  in i t i a l  L ive  years reductiorl
period  f o r  l a r g e  stocks)r
5 = f i v e  years in  which  res idua l  equa l  l eve l s  o f  Rtocks are  tI# be
reached.
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“Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons

“MONGOLIA

"Workina Pawa

."The order of destruction of chemical weaoons stocks

"The destruction of chemical weapons is one of the main objectives of the
multilateral Convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction.

"Accordingly, this issue is being given priority attention in the
negotiations.

"In its working paper CD/CW/WP.162 of 6 April 1987, the delegation of
Mongolia submitted proposals aimed at finding a mutually acceptable solution.
Taking into account the progress achieved in this regard in the negotiations,
it now submits for discussiona  further elaboration of its proposals.

"In the efforts to reach the goal of the final elimination of chemical
weapons,provision must be made for the complete destruction of stocks and the
prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of such weapons.
At the same time, a principle as important as that of undiminished security
for all States must be strictly observed during the entire period of
destruction.

"For that reason it is very important to devise principles and an order
for the destruction of chemical weapons that will simultaneously meet all
these requirements.

"Many important issues related to the destruction of the stockpiles of
these weapons have already been agreed upon in the negotiations. The Ad hoc
Committee on Chemical Weapons is to complete in the near future the work on
the order of destruction of CW stocks. Certain prerequisites have already
been created for that. It should be especially emphasized that there i.::
general agreement, which is reflected in the draft Convention, regardincl  the
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destruction of all CW stocks by the end of the tenth year after the Convention
enters into force and, as regards the fulfilment of that objective, it has
been considered appropriate to divide all CW stocks into categories and to
compare chemicals within categories by weight.

"Taking into account the discussions at the negotiations, it seems
possible to concretize the proposal by establishing the following categories
of CW stocks:

Category I - chemical weapons based on Schedule [I] chemicals;

Category II - chemical weapons based on any other chemicals;

Category III - unfilled munitions and devices and equipment, specifically
designed for employment in connection with the use of
chemical weapons.

"Such a grouping and the possibility of comparing chemicals by weight
would give States parties to the Convention which possess chemical weapons a
certain freedom with respect to the order of destruction of the various types
of these weapons.

'*Security during the period of destruction of stocks should be based on,
above all, the immediate cessation of CW production in compliance with the
basic obligations under the Convention, the declaration by States parties
possessing chemical weapons not later than 30 days after the Convention enters
into force for them of the size and location of all CW stocks, the
verification of the credibility of such declarations, and the placing of the
stocks under systematic international control precluding any covert activity
in their regard. That would create complete transparency regarding the stocks
and confidence concerning the prevention of any action detrimental to the
security of any of the States parties to the Convention.

"Moreover, such completeness of information on CW stocks right from the
Convention's entry into force would make it possible to work out and
co-ordinate plans for the destruction of chemical weapons that took into
account the principle of levelling-out, whereby, without prejudice to the
principle of undiminished security for all States at all stages of
destruction, States possessing chemical weapons would be left after the
Convention had been in force for an agreed length of time with approximately
equal quantities of such weapons, to be destroyed by the tenth year oE
operation of the Convention. These timeframes and the amounts of the
remaining stocks are to be agreed upon in the course of the negotiations.

"The declaration of stocks by the States participating in the
negotiations at this stage would considerably further the solution of the
problem of the order of destruction of CW stocks.
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"Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons

"USSR

"Workino Daper

- I ."Assessment of the DrODOSal  bv France COncernlDq  Securltv  StOc&’

"1. The USSR proceeds from the premise that the order of destruction must be
based on the principle of undiminished security of States during the entire
destruction process, as has already been agreed in the 'rolling text'.
However, the French proposal concerning 'security stocks’, while proclaiming
the same principle, does not in fact have the result of ensuring security.

"2. The French proposal provides that the States parties to the convention
will have the right to retain production capacities and manufacture chemical
weapons, and also acquire such weapons, for at least eight years and possibly
longer after the convention enters into force. Moreover, this right would be
granted not only to States possessing chemical weapons, but also to those
without them. As a result, States possessing chemical weapons could renew
their stocks (within the limits of the 'security stock'), while those without
corrld establish such 'security stocks'. This constitutes in essence a call
for the legalixed build-up and proliferation of chemical weapons. This
approach leads not to equal security but to increasing equal insecurity.

"The security of the parties to the convention can be ensured immediately
after its entry into force through the implementation of a number of measures
which would safely free&e stocks at current levels until they are destroyed,
and would rule out preparations for their use as well as actual use. This
would involve, first and foremost, the declaration of all existing stocks,
their placing under systematic international control with the help of on-site
inspections and continuous monitoring with instruments, and the adoption* of
measures to ensure that the chemical weapons are not removed from the store
except to a destruction facility. Provisions to this effect are contained in
paragraphs 2 and 3 of article IV of the 'rolling text'. Moreover, the removal
of chemical weapons from a store to a destruction facility must be conducted
under international control. This provision, contained in the annex tu
article IV, section II, paragraph 6(b), has been agreed upon by all
participants in the negotiations.
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"The implementation of these measures, which in essence would amount to
the placing of chemical weapon stocks under 'international arrest', would
place all participants on an equal footing in terms of their security.

t. 3. The authors of the proposal under consideration consider that the
security of all States parties may be called into question either gradually
(e.g. as a result of delays in the timetable for the destruction of the
stockpiles as a result of material difficulties) or suddenly (e.g. the exit
from the convention of one of the States parties or its refusal to continue
with the elimination of the remaining stocks). Theoretically such situations
may arise. However, the response to them should be different from that
suggested by the authors of the proposal.

"If a State begins to experience material or technical difficulties in
the process of destroying its stocks, it should be granted assistance in order
to ensure compliance with the schedule of destruction. It is another matter
when a State refuses to continue destroying its stocks. This is a flagrant
violation of the convention, with all the consequences that follow. This
problem should be solved by creating an effective mechanism which would ensure
compliance with the convention.

"4. The French proposal does not solve the problem of preventing an
exceptional situation connected with the possible withdrawal of a
chemical-weapon State party from the convention and the unfreezing of its
stocks. The paradox of the French proposal lies in the fact that, while
calling for equal security for States parties to the convention, it may
objectively increase the'likelihood that such an exceptional situation will
arise, in so far as the number of countries possessing c'hemical  weapons will
grow after the convention enters into force. It is one thing when all
chemical weapon production facilities are closed and secured, and another when
even one such facility remains. It will be an easy and rapid task to exceed
the limits of 'security stocks' by using this facility and its
infrastructure. In this way the dangerous consequences of a State's
withdrawal from the convention will also increase, since it will possess not
only reactivated stocks but also the capability for effecting their rapid
build-up, renewal and upgrading.

"5. The convention should eliminate the real difference between
chemical-weapon and non-chemical-weapon States, and should do so immediately
after it enters into force. The French proposal, however, is based on the
premise that the status guo existing before the convention enters into force
can be changed to the advantage of those States that do not possess chemical
weapons or would like to increase their stocks.
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"The French proposal runs counter to the essence and spirit of the
convention. A scheme for the legitimising of chemical weapons industries -
and the most dangerous aspects of them - is placed in opposition to the
concept of consistent elimination of chemical weapons and the facilities for
their production. The French proposal would also seriously complicate
monitoring of chemical weapon stocks. As a result, not only will there not be
an increase in confidence among the parties to the convention, but new sources
of concern will appear which may divide the States that have signed the
convention. This cannot either ensure security for the parties to the
convention, or encourage them to accede to it on a large scale.
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78. The item on the agenda entitled ‘lPrevention cf an arms race in outer
fQW0" was aonaldered by the Conference, in aaaordanae with ite programme of
work, during the periods 29 February-4 March and 1-5 August 1988,

79. The list of documents presented to the Conferenae during the eecond part
of its 1988 session under the agenda item is contained in the report eubmitted
by the &L.&e Cammittee  referred to in the following paragraph.

80. At its 483rcI plenary meeting, on 20 September 1980, the Conference
adopted the report of the &¶&x Committee re-establiehed  by the Conferenae
under the agenda item at its 446th plenary meeting (eee pare. 9 above). That
report (CD/870) i s  an integral  part  of this  report  and made a8 followsl

II I , INTRODUCTION

II 1. At its 446th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1958,  the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following decision;

‘ In  the  exerc i se  o f  i t s  reponeibilftiee  a8 the  muiltilateral
disarmament negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the
Final  Document of  the f irst  special  session of  the Qeneral Aesembly
devoted to disarmament,  the Conference on Disarmament decides to
re-establish an A&.m Committee under Item 5 of its agenda entitled
‘Pr_ .dnti.on of an arms race in outer epoae, ’

‘The Conference requests the M&J.G  Committeo, in discharging that
respons ib i l i ty , t-0 continue to examine, and to identify, through
subetantive and general consideration, iesues relevant to the prevention
of an rrme race in outer space,

'Tha  A&Hp_r: Committee in carrying out tihis work, will take into
cxcount 011 exist ing agreements , existing propoeale and future
initiatives ae w:l as developments which have taken place since the
establishment of the AB Committee, in 1985.

‘The &&&go  Committee will report to the Conference on the proqrees
of  i ts  work before the conclusion of  the f irst  part  oP it6 1988  Beesion,
in view of the forthcoming third special session of the Qeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament. It will also report to the Conference before the
conclusion of the eecond part of ita 1988 seesion’.

In that: connectlorr,  the President oE the Conference  and vario:ra  delegations
made 8tadmentB regarding the scope of the mandate. All those statements made
poaeibls  the adoption of the manda:..e.

II 2. Pursuant to it6 mandllrte, the AQ_HP~; Committee submitted to the Confsrcnce
3n DieRrm,3merit.  a  s p e c i a l  r e p o r t  c o v e r i n g  the r:onsidarat.lon  ol qenclt\ it-.Rm !I



during 1905, 1906,  1987 and the firat part of the 1988 seseion.  At ito
482nd plenrrry meeting, on 29 April 1988, the Conferonor  adopted the report of
thr Committoe  which ix an intrgral part. of the rpeoial report eubmitted  by the
Conference to the General Aeesmbly at ita third eseoial  seeeion devoted to
Dirarm&qrnt  (CD/334),

“IX, ORQANIZATION OF WORR AND DOCUMENTS

0 3, At ite 446th plenary meeting, on 8 Maroh  1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambaarador  Adolf0  Taylhardat (Veneauela) ae Chairman of
the A&J&g  Committee. Mirs Aida Luisa  Levin, Senior  Politioal  A f f a i r s
Offioer, U n i t e d  Nation8  Departmrnt  o f  Diearmamont  Affairr, oontinuod  t o  serve
ae the Committee’s Searotary.

“4, The AB Committoo  hrrld .17 mreting#  between 8 Maroh
and 7 September 1988.

“5. At the ir  raquert, the Conference on Dirarmement deoidod to invite the
repreerntatives of the fol lowing Stater not members  of tho Confsronor  to
partio!,pate in the meetings of the &&&Q  Committee: Aurtria, Donmark,
Finland, Qresoe, Ireland, Nbw Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Bpain,
Switaerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

“6, In additforr to  the doouments of  the previous eesrions  and thoee  rubmitted
during the first part of ths 1988 aeeaion,  11 the A&.&g Committee had before
it the following new documental

CD/851 Propoeed emendment  to the Treaty on Principlea  Qoverning  the
Activities of Stateu  in the Exploration and Uee of Outer
Spaoe, including the Moon and Othrr Celestial Bodier,
submitted by Veneauela  (alro ieeurd ae CD/OB/WP.24),

The Committee alro had before it the following new working paperrr

CD/OS/WP.23  Letter dated 23 May 1988 addrerred  to the Searotary-Qeneral
of the Conferenoe on Disarmament from the Permanent
Repreeentative of Canada, transmitting dooumento relating to
the prevention of an arms raoe in outer upaoe#

CDiOSiWP.24  Propoeed amendment to the Treaty on Prinoiplea  Qoverning the
Aotivities  of Stateo in the Exploration and Wee of Outer
Space, including the Moon and Other Celential Bodice,
submitted by Veneruela (also ieeued ea CD/851)r

“A/ The list of documents may be found in the 1985, 1986 und 1987
reports of the AB Committee and in the special report submitted to the
flsneral  Aseembly at  i ts  third special  eeseion  devotod to  disarmament (CD/642,
CD/732, CD/787  a n d  CDI834,  r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .
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CD/OS/WP.25  Working paper entitled ~~Stronqtheninq  of State practice
under the Convention on Regietrstion  of Objeote  Launahed
into Outer Spaae, to provide more tAmely and epeoifio
information concerning the function of eatellites,  inaludinq
whether the eatellite is  fulf i l l ing a oivilian  or mili tary
mission” # eubmitted by Australia and Canada!

CD/OS/WP.26  Working paper entit led “Arm8  control  and orter space.  A
retroepective  review1 1952-1987”, submitted by Canadar

CD/OS/WP.27  Working paper on the USI of certain terms relating to arme
control and outer apace,  submitted by Canada.

“III I SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURINQ THE  1985 SESSION

“7 . Following an initial exchange of viewe and ooneultatione  held by the
Chairman with Members of different groups, the &&.W Committee, at its
3rd meeting on 22 Maroh  1985, adopted the following programme of work for
the  1988 eeesion:

‘1. Examination and identifiaation of ieeues relevant to the prevention
of an arm8  race in outer sgaaeJ

2, Enif  !.inq agreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer epaoet

3. Existing propoeals and future initiativee on the pre*lrention of an
arms race in outer space.

In carrying out ite work, the AB Committee will take into
account developmente  which have taken place since the eetablishment
of the Committee in 1985, ’

With regard to the orqanlaation of work, the Committee agreed that it would
give equal treatment to the subjects covered by its mandate and epeoified  in
its programme of work, Accordingly, the Committee agreed to allooate the 6ame
number of meeting6  to each of those e&jects,  namely, ieeues  relevant to the
prevention of an arms race irr outer space, ex i s t ing  agreementa  and  ex i s t ing
proposals and future in.itiativee, It was rroted that in accordance with
rule 30 of the Rules of Proaedure any member wishing to do 60 may diecuse any
subject rolevsnt to the work of the Committee.

“8 . The work of the A- Committee was governed by the mandate only.
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“9. The Bd HOC Committee continued the consideration of the subjects covered
by its mandate in the light of the positions and views previously set forth by
delegations. 11

"10. In the course of the work, delegations discussed or referred to a number
of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, such as:
the determination of the scope and objectives of multilateral work under the
agenda item, the status of outer space as the common heritage of mankind which
should be used exclusively for peaceful purposes, the need to prevent an arms
race in outer space, the absence, at present, of weapons in space, the
identification of the functions performed by space objects, the identification
of the threats confronting space objects, the relationship between the
prevention of an arms race in outer space and arms limitation and disarmament
measures in other areas, the relationship between bilateral and multilateral
efforts to prevent an arms race in outer space, questions relating to
verification and compliance and the need for information on how outer space is
being used and on national space programmes of military significance. A
working paper was submitted presenting a retrospective review of the evolution
of some  of the primary issues relevant to outer space during the
period 1982-1987 (CD105VWP.26).

"11. A group of Socialist States held also the view that in the period of
growing sensitivity about the Earth's atmosphere, depletion of osone layer,
increasing fears about unintended climatic changes, any plans of testing and
stationing of weapons in outer space for possible use, must take into account
also their probable negative consequences for the Earth's delicate and still
poorly understood atmospheric chemistry. These delegations believed that
these questions required reflection in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee.

"12. There was general recognition of the importance of the bilateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the
United States of America and it was stressed that bilateral and multilateral
efforts were complementary. Many delegations emphasised that those
negotiations did not diminish the urgency of multilateral negotiations and
reaffirmed that, as provided for in General Assembly resolution 42133, the
Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating
forum, had the primary role in the negotiation of a multilateral agreement or
agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race in outer space
in all its aspects. They also stressed that the scope of the work of the
Conference on Disarmament was global and larger than the scope of the
bilateral negotiations. Some other delegations, while recognising the need for
the Conference to play a role with respect to problems relating to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, stressed that nothing should be
done that would hinder the success of the bilateral negotiations.
Furthermore, they believed that multilateral disarmament measures in this area
could not be considered independently of developments at the bilateral level.

"11 Those positions and views are reflected in the annual reports of the
Ad Hoc Committee and in the special report submitted to the third spec:.ial
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

-216-



"13. One delegation stated that outer space, as the common heritage of
mankind, should be used only for peaceful purposes and in the interests of
human welfare. It considered that to halt the arms race in outer space has
become a new priority item in the field of disarmament. It believed that the
development of space weaponry has caused a qualitative escalation in the arms
race, which constitutes a new threat to international security and stability.
It considered that the prohibition of space weaponry is an effective way to
halt the arms race in outer space. It reiterated that the two major space
powers, which possess the greatest space capacity and are engaged in
developing space weapons, should commit themselves not to test, develop,
produce and deploy space weapons and to destroy all their existing space
weapons and on such a basis, an international agreement on the complete
prohibition and destruction of space weapons should be concluded. It was of
the view that at the present stage, work in the Conference on Disarmament
should centre on the solution of the problems that were directly related to
preventing the "weaponization" of outer space.

"14. Many delegations were of the view that as a result of the work carried
out in previous years, at the 1988 session, attention should be devoted to
proposals for measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. They believed
that the various ideas and suggestions that had been advanced provided
sufficient points of convergence to move forward in that area. Accordingly,
many delegations held that the Ad Hoc Committee should'proceed with a more
structured and goal-oriented examination of the subject. In this context,
they welcomed the informal paper of the Chairman, dated 23 August 1988,
containing a list of existing proposals reievant to the prevention of an arms
race in outer space, as a useful basis for such a work. Some other delegations
considered that, while the work of the Committee since its establishment had
contributed to a better understanding of questions relating to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space, there were fundamental divergences with
respect to all the subjects covered by the mandate. In their view, therefore,
it was necessary to continue the examination and identification of issues
relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space with a view to
reaching a common understanding and definition of the scope and objectives of
the work of the Committee. Some delegations also noted that there was no
record of an informal paper of the Chairman, dated 23 August 1988. These
delegations insisted that such a paper did not exist. Many delegations
recalled that there were precedents in the Conference of informal documents
submitted by presiding officers which have contributed to the consideration of
the issues under discussion and have been referred to in relevant reports.
Therefore, the fact that some  delegations refused to acknowledge the existence
of one such document does not diminish its usefulness for the work of the
Committee.

"15. A number of delegations considered that the participation of experts
would contribute to the work of the Ad Hoc Committee and mentioned a number of
areas where it would be .desirable  to have technical expertise and guidance,
among them, problems of definition, questions relating to ASATs and the
protection of space objects, verification and data exchanges. Some
delegations favoured the establishment of a group of governmental expel'ts anal
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various  possible mandatee for such a group were euggested. Other delegations,
sharing  the view that experts made a valuable contribution to the work of the
Committee, believed that such aontribution could be made through their
inclueion  in delegations.  In their opinion,  however,  the work of the
Committee had not yet reached the stage where the eetabliehment of a group of
expert8 would be ueeful.

“16. One delegation made a detailed prmmntation  at the expert level Gf the
basic principles of operation of observation satellite8  and the fundamental
techniquea  of  in terpre ta t ion  o f  sa te l l i t e s  da ta . This preeentation  wae highly
appreciated.

“17. One delegation belonging to the group of So&aliet  Statee had pcqpared
with the help of expert6 and submitted for coneideration  by the Ad
Committee a systematic analyeie of major propoeale, submitted by delegations
of various countries in the u Committee on Prevention of an Arm8 Raae in
Outer Space. This  set  of expos6s referred to the problemti  of eneuring
immuni ty  of  eatellitea; prohib i t ion  of  ASAT weaponer  verlfioation and
monitoring iecluesr as well  au “part ial  meaeuree@‘,  That delegation pointed
out that it sought to give an overall picture of submitted proposal@ and to
identify their common points 80 a61 to ensure the bent preparation poeeible for
the future multilateral negotiations within the framework of the Conferenoe on
Diearmament on the subjeat of the prevention of an arma race in outer apaaem
It held that comparative analysis of euah major propoeale, views and
approachee of delegations made it possible to identify general approaches to
eolving the problem8 facing the Conference. This delegation etated that the
Committee had accumulated a wealth of ideas and proposals and that a good
basis had been established for concrete and goal-oriented work, It  noted that
delegations belonging to all group8 of aountriea had presented euch proposal6
and ideas, Thanks to the discutiaions i t  wae pnseible to  reveal the posit ive
potential of every introduced propoeal, In ite view, should  the propoeale,
that had already been introduced, be put into effect, taken ae a whole they
were capable of accomplishing such a complex task a8 the prevention of dn arma
x ace in outer apace. It was convinaed  that the in-depth examination of
problem iaaue6, coSi;ective  experience and exchange of viewx would help to find
common eolutions  leading to the elaboration of multilateral agreements. The
delegations of  other Socialiet  Stateu expreeeed the view that these
presentations created (A good bar;is for practical and concrete work of the
Cornmi t-tee.

“18. One other delegation noted, however, that basic mieunderetandings about
the aubjecte  in item8 1 and 2 of the &jJ~r: Committee’s work programme
continua  to ex.let. This delegation noted with concern thet queationable
definition@ presented in the past during  the work of the Committee have been
inaccurate and non-representative,  Thiti  delegation stated,  furthermore,  that
much of tho discussion on item 3 of the ‘Committee’e  work orogramme  seemed
poorly prepared nnd ref lected o111y  rudimentary efforts  to yretis  Into that area
wi(;hout having  accumulated euf f icient hackyround and uncleret:ending.
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“19, Bomo  delegations noted the 1987 UNIDIR etudy entit led ‘Diearmamenta
Problem8  Related To Outer Space’ , which hnd been prepared with the aeeietance
of a group of qualified experts, representing various schools of thought, and
submitted to the Qeneral Assembly, which notsd that etudy in resolution 42/33.
These delegation8 favoured extensive use of the f indings of that study in the
deliberation8 of .;he A&U Committee.

@‘20. Many delegations recognised that the outer apace legal rigime played and
continues to play a significant role for the prevention of an arms race in
outer rpace. It is for this reason that many delegation6 rtreeeed the need to
consolidate and reinforce that rbgime  and enhance ite effeativeness  and the
importance of etrict compliance with existing agreements, both bilateral nnd
mul t i la tera l .

“21. Many delegatione noted the USSR/US statement at the December 1987 summit
that their bilateral delegations in Geneva be inetruated ‘to work out an
agreement that would commit the sides to observe the ABM Treaty, a@ signed
in 1972, while conducting their research, development and terting ~18 required,
which are permitted by the ABM Treaty, and not to withdraw from the ABM Treaty
for a specific8  period of time*. Delegations of Social is t  State6 also noted
that this statement wae reaffirmed in the June 1988 eummit,

“22. One delegation pointed out that for xeveral yeare one major apace power
hse had eerioue  concerna  about non-complianae of one of the partiee to the
ABM Treaty. It  noted that in particular, the  conrtruction *f a  large
phased-array radar (LPAR) near Krasnoyarek, beaauee of ite looation and
orientation, conetitutes  A significant violation of a central element of the
ABM Treaty. It aontinued  that although the latter party to the ABM Treaty hae
rought to convey the impression that it ia addrersing  these concPrne,  it has
Arot taken the neceseary actions to reeolve them. Thin delegation further
stated that the exiotenoe  of the Kraonoyarsk radar calle into question the
continued viability of the ABM Treaty. I t  noted  that  unleoe th i s  v io la t ion  ie
revolved, one major apace power will be forced to consider the exeraiee  of ite
right8 under international law to take appropriate and proportionate
reepoawee. It aleo noted that the radars at Thule and Fylingdalee  Moor are
not violatione of the ABM Treaty. It further stated that these two radar
inotallatione  already erieted when the ABM Treaty wa6 signed in 1972 and that
modernixation  of  theee inetalletions  is  al lowed by the Treaty,

“23. Commenting on the ieeue, another delegation etreeeed  that this matter
ohould be dealt with on a bilateral basic and that the ABM Treaty provided for
a meahaniem  of the Standing Consultative Commiesion  (SW) to consider the
conoerns  raieed by the aides . A8 regard6 the radar under construction near
Krarnoyarrk, it  reiterated that  the radar was designed for traaking epace
objectr and wae not rrubject  to the limitatione  of the ABM Treaty. A8 a g00a
will geetu’e this major apace  power expressed its willingnees to diemantle the
equipment of the radar, provided agreement wa@ reached on compliance with the
ABM Treaty, a8 eigned in 1972. Thie major apace  power in ite turn anpreesed
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concern regarding compliance of the other side with the provisions of the
ABM Treaty, resulting from the deployment of the large phased-array radar in
Thule and the construction of a similar radar in Fylingdales Moor.

"24. Various delegations, while recognieing that the legal regime placed some
limitations on certain weapons and military activities in outer space,
emphasized that existing legal instruments left open the possibility of the
introduction of weapons in space, other than nuclear weapons or other weapons
of mass  destruction, and, consequently, were not sufficient to prevent an arms
race in that environment, particularly in view of the rapid pace of progress
in space science and technology as well as ongoing military space programmes.
They believed that there was an urgent need to consolidate, reinforce, and
develop that regime and enhance its effectiveness with a view to the effective
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

"25. Some other delegations stressed that there was already a body of
international law governing activities in outer space which provided a
considerable measure of prohibition and protection. They believed it was
important to have a full understanding of the scope of the existing legal
regime, of the inter-relationship of its provisions and of aspects related to
adherence, compliance and enforcement. They also believed that the
examination of that regime in the kd Hoc Committee confirmed that there
continued to be a need to arrive at a common understanding of what were
permitted and prohibited uses of outer space. In this regard, an analysis of
some  terminological problems that had to be dealt with was presented to the
Committee (CD/OS/WP.27).

"26. In addition to sharing the views reflected in the above para::raph,  one
delegation reiterated that the existing legal rhgime for arms control in outer
space was equitable, balanced and extensive and had been far more successful
in preventing an arms race than any comparable regime on Earth. In its
opinion, any problems associated with the existing legal regime would be
inherent in any legal rggime, no matter how developed, since a legal regime by'
itself is not sufficient to prevent an arms race in outer space but also
requires compliance, enforcement and participation. Beyond that, this
delegation believed that many of the proposals that were being discussed were
based on an inadequate appreciation or flawed understanding of the existing
legal &gime. It considered, for instance, that proposals for banning the use
of force in outer space, immunizing satellites from attack, immunixing
satellite ground stations from attack and banning anti-satellite weapons were
either redundant or perhaps even prejudicial to the legal controls that were
already in place.

"27. Some delegations stated that further specific measures aimed at
preventing an arms race in outer space will not detract from the importance of
the existing legal regime just as certain arms control measures currently in
force did not do so in the terrestrial environment. It was also pointed out
that the fact that an arms race has not yet materialized  in outer space cannot
be attributed to the adequacy and sufficiency of the existing legal r6qime.

:’ ,
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"28. Some delegations, stressing the urgency of forestalling the introduction
of weapons in space, discussed comprehensive proposals for the prevention of
an arms race in outer space, such as those calling for a treaty prohibiting
the use of force in outer space or from space against the Earth, a treaty
prohibiting the stationing of weapons of any kind in outer space and
amendmeWs to the 1967 Outer Space Treaty. In this context, some  of these
delegations considered that the various definitions of space weapons that had
been put forward provided a good basis for working towards a comprehensive
prohibition of weapons that were not yet outlawed under the existing legal
rhgime. They also suggested that with the assistance of experts it should be
possible to formulate A definition that would not only describe space weapons
but also list their components. A proposal was submitted (CD/851) to amend
Article XV of the Outer Space Treaty so as to make its prohibition applicable
to any kind of space weapon and to include a prohibition on the development,
production, storage and use of space weapons. That proposal also provided for
a definition of space weapons. It was envisaged that those amendments to the
Treaty would be complemented by a protocol establishing appropriate
verification machinery to ensure compliance with the complete prohibition of
space weapons. Another suggestion called for an amendment to the Outer Space
Treaty to broaden its scope to cover any type of weapon, combined with the
multilateralization of the ABM  Treaty and a ban on anti-satellite systems
other than space-based systems.

"29. Some other delegations were not in favour of such approaches on the
grounds that they did not give an accurate picture of all the threats
confronting space objects and overlooked other significant factors of the
military and strategic situation relevant to outer space. These delegations
also held that proposals should be examined bearing in mind questions relating
to compliance, verifiability, practicability and utility.

"30. Some delegations, noting that existing legal restraints did not preclude
the emergence of non-nuclear ASAT weapons, stressed the importance ?f a ban or
limitations on anti-satellite weapons. A number of issues that would have to
be addressed in the consideration of such a ban or limitations were
identified - for example, scope of the ban, definition of ASAT weapons, the
problem of dual-purpose spacecraft, means of verification. In that
connection, some  delegations considered that the participation of experts
would assist the Ad Hoc Committee in clarifying the problems involved in those
issues. Various proposals and ideas were discussed, such as: a general
treaty supplemented by specific protocols applicable to different categories
of satellites; prohibition of systems capable of attacking satellites in high
orbit: prohibition of dedicated anti-satellite systems: a treaty that would
ban the use of force against any space object, prohibit the de&i&&te
destruction, damage or interference with the normal functiontnij  of space
objects, proscribe the development, production or deployment of ASAT  weapons
and provide for the destruction under international control of any existing
ASAT weapons and to prevent the utilization and modification of any space
object as well as manned spacecraft for anti-satellite purposes: a ban on the
testing and/or use of ASAT weapons, pending the achievement of a comprehensive
ban on the development, testing, deployment and use of such weapons, 011 Earth,
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in the atmosphere or in outer space, t h e  destruction o f  all existing ASAT
weapons and the prohibition of the development, testing and deployment of
space-based ballistic miscile  defence systems. Some delegations, supporting a
ban on ASAT weapons, emphasised that it should protect only satellites
performing peaceful functions and not those engaged in activities that
threatened the security of  other States  or endangered the peaceful  act ivit ies
of other States in outer space. An ASAT ban, therefore, presupposed an agreed
definition of peaceful functions and a verification system aimed at
determining whether objects launched into space fulcilled that Lriterion.
Some other delegations were of the view that the issue of defining peaceful
functions would have to be resolved in the context of negotiations on an
ASAT ban.

“31, Some delegations considered that there were inherent difficulties in
proposals for a ban or limitations on ASAT weapons and referred, in
particular, to the diversity and characterist ics  of  the potential  threats  to
space objects, the existence of weapon systems that had an ASAT capability,
the l imitations of  such notions as  ‘intentlon’ or ‘dedicated’  for purposes of
defining and prohibiting ASATs, problems of verifiability and the close link
between questions relating to ASAT. and matters under consideration in the
bi lateral  negotiat ions.  Beyond that , one delegation also elaborated on the
various legal  restraints  that  the exist ing legal  rigime  already imposed on the
nature, deployment and use of ASATs.

“32. Other delegations gclve examples OF dedicated ASAT systems that have been
tested despite the existing  legal rigime  and reaffirmed the need for a
comprehensive ASAT ban which could effectively close this loophole.

“33. Various delegations were of the view that consideration should be given
to the question of the protection of satellites and a number of proposals and
ideas were examined, Some delegations considered that attempts to establish a
protect ion regime based on a categorisat ion of  satel l i tes  would give r ise  to
many difficulties and advocated the granting of immunity to all space objects
without exception, it being understood that space weapons would be subject to
an unconditional ban. Other delegations were of the view that certain
distinctions should be made for purposes of immunising satellites and various
possibilities were mentioned in terms of their functions, purposes and orhit.
In this connection, some delegations held that a protection r6gime called for
improvements in the system of registration of space objects to permit the
identification of the nature and missions of protected space objects. Some
delegations stressed in particular that immunity should not be extended to
sately ites that perform military missions. One delegation suggec;ted a
step-by-step approach to the pro’tection  of  satellites, including establishing
within the context of  exist ing international  law and established international
pract ice , which satel l i tes  perlorm functions that are in  the common interest ,
what these common interests are and how these satellites contribute to them,
after which it would be necessary to identify which sate11 ites should  be
protected followed by identification oE an appropriate prot;ect;ion rtiqimp  for.
such  sa te l l i t e s . In this  regard this  delegation recal led i t s 1:~’ opusi
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concerning measuree  to  protect  from attack al l  satel l i tes  - and their
associated ground stations - that  contribute to strategic  stabi l i ty  and to
veriiication of arms control arrangements.

“34, Various other possible  meeaures  relat ing to the security of  natellites
were mentioned, such as m~~ltilatersliaing  the immunity provided for in certain
bilateral agreements to satellites  that serve a8 national technical means of
ver i f i ca t ion ,  a ‘rules-of-the-road’ agreement, the reaffirmation and
development of the principle of non-interference with peaceful space
act.ivities  and the elaboration of a code of conduct in outer apace to prevent
the risks and fears that could arise from certain manoeuvres of space objects.

“35. One delegation noted that international legal instruments already existed
to ensure the immunity of satellites. Thie delegation stated that  these
instruments prohibit the use of force and the threat of the use of force
against  eatellitss  except  in cases  of  self -defence. This delegation noted,
however , that these instruments are not intended to compromise the inherent
right of sovereign States to take adequate measures to protect themselvee  in
the event of the threat or use of force,

“36. Many delegations noted that general provisions on the prohib’tion  of the
use or threat of use of force have unfortunately not proved to be adequately
binding irl the past. This has necessitated the growing need for negotiation
of specific disarmament agreements, for example, those relatint- to chemical
and biological weapons, inhumane weapons, etc.

“37. One delegation recal led i ts  proposal  for  the  conclus ion of  a  mult i la teral
agreement to srlpplement  the 1972 ABM Treaty (CD/708).

“38. Some delegations highlighted the contribution that confidence-building
measures could make to the objectiva of preventing an arms race in outer space
and stressed in that regard the importance of transparency in the activities
of States and of accurate information on how outer space was being used. It
was pointed out that to date not a single one of the space launches registered
had been described as having military purposes, although well over half of
space objects performed military functions. The view was expressed by another
delegation that there was a need for expert examination of the parameters on
which information should be provided and it was suggested that a group of
experts be set up for that purpose. Some other delegations believed that the
strengthening of the Registration Convention would be a valuable
confidence-building measure, and they discussed various ways and means of
improving the system of notification established thereunder with a view to
assuring the availability of timely and adequate information on the nature and
purposes  of  space act ivi t ies . A proposal was submitted (CD/OS/WP.Z5),
suggesting that an understanding be reached among States parties to the
Convention that in discharging their reporting responsibilities they would
provide timely, accura te  i n format ion  on  the  func t ions  o f  a  sa te l l i t e ,
including whether it  fulf i l led a civi l ian or  military mission or both.  This
same proposal included the suggestion t.hat StRt.eK  which have 1~11n~:hed  spn(*e
objects, but are not party t.o the Convention shortlit  join thr, (:nnvt!nt.iurr  r)r
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agree to submit the same information under the terms of General Assembly
resolution 1721 (XVI). A number of delegations also noted that the proposed
course of action submitted in CD1OS1WP.25 would enhance confidence through the
provision of more specific information regarding objects launched into space
as well as through increased adherence and better compliance with an existing
legal instrument. It was believed that although the Convention had not been
negotiated as an agreement in the field of arms limitation and disarmament, it
offered possibilities that could be usef to advantage in this field. Another
view was that consideration be given to procedures to verify the accuracy of
information on space objects, including verification of their nature at the
launching sites. Some  delegations considered that questions concerning the
Registration Convention fell within the competence of the Committee on the
Peaceful Uses of Outer Space, In addition, one delegation noted that the
Registration Convention had beon negotiated to establish an international
register of space objects to give practical effect to the Convention on
International Liability for Damage caused by Space Objects and held that the
introduction of changes in the former entailed a high probability of
introducing confusion into the latter. Some delegations pointed out that the
Registration Convention, as mentioned in its preamble, has to be seen in the
context of developing international law governing the exploration and use of
outer space and therefore has direct relevance to the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee. Some delegations suggested that besides data on objects launched
in' 1 outer space, information should also be provided, in the interest of
greater transparency, on ballistic missile defence research currently being
carried out by some  countries.

"39. Referring to its proposal concerning declarations that weapons have not
been deployed in outer space on a permanent basis, one delegation explained
that the initiative aimed at generating a climate of confidence in the field
of the prevention of an arms race in outer space. Some delegations supported
the proposal and recalled that the usefulness of unilateral declarations as
confidence-building measures had been acknowledged in various fields of arms
limitation and disarmament. Supporting this proposal, one delegation
belonging to the group of Socialist States recalled that it had stated that it
would not be the first to place weapons in outer space.

"40. Another delegation, commenting on the problems that ia its view this
proposal raised, noted that there were many  kinds of weapon systems that could
be used against space objects and that not all of them need necessarily be
placed in space. It pointed out that those were the kinds of issues that were
under discussion in the bilateral negotiations.

"41. Delegations generally recognised the importance of verification in the
context of measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. Some delegations
considered that it should be possible to assure verification of compliance
with agreements relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space
through a combination of national technical means  and international
procedures. It was also noted that the Outer Space Treaty contained some
verification provisions. A number of delegations were of the view that
verification functions should be entrusted to an international body to provJ.cle
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the international community with an indepondent capability to verify
compliance. Reference was made to the proposed international satellite
monitoring agency and to international co-operation fur the use of Earth
monitoring satellites for the verification of arms limitation and disarmament
agreements. Mention was also made of the possibilities offered by the PAXSAT
concept - a research programme on the feasibility of the application of
remote-sensing techniques to the verif ication of  mult i lateral  arma  l imitat ion
and disarmament agreements and covering both space-to-space and
space-to-ground remote-sensing.

“42. Sharing these views, delegations of  a  group of  Social ist  StaLes
underlined that the non-deploflent of  wespons  in  space should be effect ively
ver i f i ed . They supported the creation of a world space organisation which
would, Malia,  perform verification functions. They were also convinced
of the  necess i ty  to establish,  under the auspices of  the United Nat ions,  a
mechanism for wide-ranging verification of various disarmament agreements,
such as an international  verif icat ion ayency(IVA).  When established,  the
International Verification Agency would co-ordinate end verify compliance with
agreements and treaties on specific aspects of the limitation, reduction and
elimination of armaments. It could also be entrusted with the task of
verifying compliance with agreements on the reduction or international
tension. Another function of the agency could be to monitor the military
situation in regions of conflict, with a view to taking measures to prevent
mi l i tary  conf l i c t s . These delegations were convinced that as applied to
space, verification was called upon to ensure a resolution of two
interrelated, major problems; first, to ensure a non-deploymont of any
weapons in space, i .e .  to  preserve outer space free of armsr second,  to help
in detecting breaches of present and future agreements aimed at preventing an
arms race in space. For the purposes of solving the first problem -
preventing deployment of any arms in space - the Ad Committee had the
proposal  entit led “Establishment of an international system of verification of
the non-deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space” (CD/817). The mcrin
purpose of such a system would be to determine that objects to be launched
into and stationed in space were not weapons and were not equipped with
weapons of any kind. Its central element would be an international space
inspectorate upon which the States parties to the agreement would confor the
right  of  access , for inspection purposes, to any objects intended to br:
launched into and stationed in outer space. In order to ensure c complete ban
on space weapons, measures of  verif ication with the aid of  the international
space inspectorate should include, inter, advance submission by t?lls
receiving State to  the representatives  of  the international  space inspectorate
of information on every forthcoming launch, including the date and time of
launch, the type of launch vehicle, the parameters of the orbit and general
information on the  space object  to  be  launched; the permanent presenLe of
i n spec t ion  teams a t  a l l  s i t e s  f o r  l aunch ing  s p a c e  o b j e c t s  i n  o r d e r  t o  c h e c k
al l  such objects  irrespective of  the  vector : and t he  ve r i f i ca t i on  oE
undeclared launches from undeclared launching pads by means of extraordinary
on-s i t e  i n spec t ions  w i thou t  r i gh t  o f  r e fu sa l . They  were  c0nvinct.d that  on-s i te
inspect ion carr ied out  immediately  pr ior  to launchings  was  the  moL; t. s imple  and
e f f e c t i v e  w a y  t o  b e  s u r e  t h a t  o b j e c t s  placecl  into s p a c e  dir1 uot- (‘ijrI y  WC?~~CIII?:
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of any kind. Despite tho rery complex nature of space technology ths
verificatitirl  of  the  presei.-.e or absence of means of warfare on a space object
seemed to be relatively simple. So f a r , launching sites in the world were not
130 many, a space launch complex was something that could not be hidden, and
the permanent presence of international inspectors at these launching sites
would be a reliable guarantee that objects launched into space were not
weapons and did not carry weapons of any kind. All States conducting space
activities would be put in an absolutely equal situation while the permanent
control on the part of internationai  inspectors would guarantee the
re l iab i l i ty  o f  ver i f i ca t ion . Thus, the problem of preventing arms in outer
space could be considered on the basis of the proposal on the international
space inspectorate. The problem of a different kind, related to the previous
one - detecting cases of arms already put into space - could be tackled on the
basis of other proposals. The PAXSAT concept seemed to be worthy  of attention.
These delegations believed that the establishment of an international space
monitoring agency (ISMA),  which might in future becomcl  a component of an
international  verif icat ion agency, could provide international community with
authentic and diverse information on compliance with multilateral treaties and
agreements in the area of disarmament and reducing international tensions as
well  as  monitoring mil i tary s i tuation in regions of  confl ict . Seeking to
provide this  idea with a pract ical  basis  delegations of Social ist  States
proposed to start negotiations on the Conference on Disarmament on the
establishment of an international satellite monitoring agency, including the
programme and material and technical basis fcr it.

“43. Some deleyations maintained that issues relating to verification and
compliance needed to be considered in greater depth. They noted that many
elements of the existing legal regime applicable to outer space. were
relatively simple and stated that the more complicated any arms control
agreement for outer space was, the more diff icult  i t  would be to verify
compliance with it. They believed that verification and compliance iosues
were particularly sensitive and complex in this area because, on the one hand,
vital national security interests were at stake and, on the other hand, the
vastness of space and the possibilities of concealment on Earth posed special
problems. With respect to the proposal for the establishment of a world space
organization, some delegations were of the opinion that its consideration was
beyond the competence of the Conference on Disarmament. They also foresaw
substant ia l  l ega l , t e c h n i c a l ,  p o l i t i c a l  a n d  organizational  d i f f i c u l t i e s
associated  with an international  verif ication inspectorate. In this regard,
they believed that it should be kept in mind that virtually any space object,
if controlled and manipulated properly, is capable of serving as a weapon,
They stated that  this  basic  fact  plus many legal ,  technical ,  def init ional ,
organisational and political obstacles bar the way to a successful
ire-ernational ver i f i ca t ion  inspec tora te .

“44. One delegation stated that any type of international verification
inspectorate is impractical because trehties already in place adequately
regu la te  mi l i tary  ac t iv i t i e s  in  space, while also permit.ting  the conduct of
important national  security and self-defence act ivit ies  such as early wnrniny
of  attack. It noted that the ABM Treaty, the Outer Space Treilt  y, i111t1  I Ilrs
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Registration Convention constituted significant elements of this Treaty
rdgime. This delegation believed, moreover, that proposals of this type could
be more destabilising than stabilising because they could circumvent the
development or compromise the effectiveness of strategic defence capabilities
that threaten no one. It  noted the possibi l i ty  that  greater rel iance on
effect ive defences against  bal l ist ic  missi les  could,  in the future,  provide a
safer, more stable basis for deterrence of war than the sole reliance an the
threat of nuclear retal iat ion. This  delegation stated that  to  provide a ful ly
effect ive layered defence, some elements of a ballietic missile defence system
may need to be based in sp;lce. This delegation stated that the programme of
research, development and testing related to this layered defence system is in
full compliance with the 1972 ABM Treaty.

“45. Commenting on the issue, another delegation stated that Article V (1) of
the ABM Treaty explicitly prohibits the development, testing or deployment of
ABM systems, which are* inter, space-based or include eGace-based
elements. The same delegation emphasised tbat its State had been observing
fully and precisely the ABM Treaty.

“46. Some delegations noted with sat isfact ion that  at  the 1986 sess ion the
Ad Committee gave detailed consideration to concrete proposals for
measurue  aimed at the prevention of an arms race in outer space, In their
opinion, the e aminatfon  of  specific proposals  had served to identify  areas of
possible convergence of views and thus provided a good basis for practical
work on measures to prevent an arms race in outer space. Recogn  \z ing tl.6
complexity of the subjects under consideration and the need for further
analysis ,  they held that  relevant issues, including those concerning the legal
dgime applicable to outer space, could be addressed in the context of the
consideration of  specif ic  proposals . They believed that the work of the
Committee should continue in that direction. Some 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
s u f f i c i e n t l y  e;**?lored, They believed that much more detailed examination had
to be done before it would be possible to undertake further activities. They
considered that given the divergence of views on substantive and political
issues, the broad scope of individual topics and the highly technical nature
of the subject, the Committee had carried out work which contributed to a
better understanding of the subject, but that much remained to be accomplished
within the terms of the current mandate and programme of work. They also
noted that much of the discussions held on proposAla clearly showed the
persistence of radically different approaches to the issues and that consensus
did not exist on them. Consequently, the Committee needed to continue to
study all the subjects covered by the mandate and the programme of work in
order to establieh  a common body of knowledge and understanding, and common
definit ions of the scope and specif ic  object ives  of multi lateral  efforts  for
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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"47. Many delegations, while recognising the importance of substantive
consideration of relevant issues, emphasized that such consideration should be
an integral part of the multilateral process of elaborating concrete measures
aimed at the prevention of an arms race in outer space and that it could be
done in the context of considering specific proposals. They reaffirmed that
the objectives of multilateral efforts in this field are clearly set out in
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament. They also recalled the relevant resolutions adopted
by the General Assembly. In this context, these delegations stressed the
indispensable role of the Conference on Disarmament as the single multilateral
negotiating body on disarmament and the inscription of item 5 on its agenda.
Delegations of Socialist States shared the views expressEd in this paragraph.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS

"48. There was general recognition in the Ad HOC Committee of the importance
and urgency of preventing an arms race in outer space and readiness to
contribute to that common objective. The work carried out by the Committee
since its establishment contributed to the accomplishment of izs task. The
Committee advanced and developed further the examination and identification of
various issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space. The
discussions held contributed to a better understanding of a number of problems
and to a clearer perception of the various positions. It was recognieed that
the legal regime applicable to outer space by itself does not guarantee the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. There was recognition of the
significant role that the legal rkgime applicable to outer space plays in the
prevention of an arms race in that environment and of tbe need to consolidate
and reinforce that regime and enhance its effectiveness and of the importance
of strict compliance with existing agreements, botb bilateral and
multilateral. In the course of the deliberations, 5he common interest of
mankind in the explcration and use of outer space ror peaceful purposes was
acknowledged. In this context, there was also recognition of the importance
of paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special session devoted to
disarmament, which states that 'in order to prevent an arms race in outer
space, further measures sh,uld be taken and appropriate international
negotiations held in accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles
Governing the Acti--ities  of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space,
including the Moon and other Celestial Bodies'. A preliminary consideration
was given to a number of proposals and initiatives aimed at preventing an arms
race in outer space and ensuring that its exploration and use will be carried
out exclusively for peaceful purposes in the common  interest and for the
benefit of all mankind.

"49. It was agreed that no effort should be spared to assure that substantive
work on this agenda item will continue at the next s.!ssion of the Conference.
It was recommended that "_he Conference on Disarmament re-establish the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arms Eace in Outer Space with an
adequate mandate at the beginning of the 1989 session, taking into account all
relevant factors, including thz work of the Committee since 1985."
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F, Effective international arrangements to assure uon-nuclear-weapon
States auainst  uw orc th ereat of uve 0f nuclear weanons

81. The item on the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangements to
assure non-nuclear-weapon states against the use or thre:lt of use of nuclear
weapons" was considered by the Conference, in accordance ti:th its programme of
work, dzring the periods 28 Marc';-1 April and 22-26 August 1988.

82. The list of documents presented to the Conference during the second part
of its 1988 session under the agenda item is contained in the report submitted
by the Ad hoc Committee referred to in the following paragraph.

83. At its 482nd plenary meeting, on 15 September 1988, the Conference
adopted the report of the Ad hoc Committee re-established by the Conference
under the agenda item at its 436th plenary meeting (see para. 9 above). That
report (CD/8681 is an integral part of the report and reads as follows:

II I. L&roduct,U

"1. At its 436th plenary meeting on 2 February 1988 the Conference on
Disarmament decided to re-establish for the duration of its 1938 session, an
ad hoc committrte  to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching agreement on
effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. It decided that the
Ad Hoc Committee would report to the Conference on the progress of its work
before the conclusion of the first part of the 1988 session in view of the
forthcoming third special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament. It further decided that the Ad Hoc Committee would report to the
Conference before the conclusion of the second part of the 1988 session
(CD/801).

"2 . Accordingly, at the conclusion of the first part of the session, the
Ad Hoc Committee submitted a special report to the Conferencs on the state of
negotiations on the question, taking into account negatiations  conducted since
August 1982 (CD/825).

"3. In addition, the Ad Hoc Committee is submitting the present report on its
work during the 1988 session. This report focuses on the negotiations and
discussions held during the second part of the session and does not duplicate
the section of the Special Report dealing with the present state of
negotiations.

"II. Qrganization of work and documents

"4 . At its 439th plenary meeting on 11 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Dimitar Rostov (Bulgaria) as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee. During the first part of the session, Ambassador Konstantin
Tellalov (Bulgaria) served as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee in the absence
of Ambassador Kostov. Mr. M. Cassandra, United Nations Department for
Disarmament Affairs, served as Secretary of the !kl Hoc Committee.
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“5. The u Committee held 16 meetings bstween 1 March
end 2 September 1908.

II 6. Al. tiroir request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings of the J&&J~  Committee during the 1988 sessions
Austria,  Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain and
Zimbabwe.

“7 * The following new documents were submitted to the Conference In
connection with the item durirl7 the 1988 sesuiona

Document CD/SA/WP.lZ  dated 25 August 1988 and Rev.1 dated
2 September 1988, submitted by the Chairman, entitled ‘Chairman’s
Discussion Papert Elements of a “Common Formula” of Negative Security
Assurances (NliA)‘.

I In nddition, the Secretariat brought up-to-date the list of documents on the
question of Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon
States against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons, as contained in
document CD/SA/WP.l/Rev.5  of 2 September 19Pq

I “II I . klbstantive

I I II 8. As mentioned above, the  s ta te  o f  n<?otlations  a t  the  end  o f  the  f i r s t
I part of the 1988 session is reflected in the AB Committee’s Special Report

to the Conference in viep.*  >f the th ird special  sess ion of  the  General  Assembly
devoted to disarmamrJnt  \CD/825,  paras. 12-20).  A summary of the general
exchange of views during the first part of the session id given below, in
paragraphs 9 to 13.

“9 I A number of delegations reiterated their long-standing belief that the
most effective guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
was nuclear disarmament and the prohibition of nuclear weapons. They held
that pending the achievement of that goal, negative security assurances were
an indispensable measure to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. In their view, nuclear-weapon States had
an obligation to guarantee, in clear and categorical terms and in an
internationally binding form, that non-nuclear-weapon States would not be
attacked or threatened with nuclear weapons, They rsmarned convinced that the
exist ing unilateral  declarations fel l  far short  of  the credible assurances
sought by non-nuclear-weapon States. They continued to assert their belief
that ,  i n  o rder  t o  be  e f f e c t i v e , those assurances must be unconditional,
without qualif ication, n& subjec t  to  d i vergen t  i n t e rpre ta t i on  and  un l im i t ed
in scope, appl icat ion and durat ion. Those  delegat ions  maintained that
Article 51 of the United Nations Charter could not be invoked to justify the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of
sel f -defence in  the  case  of  armed attack not  involv ing t.he use  of  nuclear
weapons, s ince  nuclear  war  would  threaten the  very  survival  of  mnnkind.  They
once again expressed the apprehension t.hnt. H 5 i t..Iliit.ion  wher-eby  scmr
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nuclear-weapon States claimed the right to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States would weaken the non-proliferation r6gime. They
also continued to maintain that assurances sought by non-nuclear-weapon States
could best be provided by an in+:: national instrument with binding legal
effect. They called upon the concerned nuclear-weapon States to demonstrate a
gsnuins will to reach a satisfactory agreement and review their positions so
as to remove the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained in their
unilateral  declarations. Several  delegations also held that  insistence on
unilateral declarations by nuclear-weapon States introduced a new element in
multilateral disarmament negotiations which undermined the sovereignty of
States. Similarly,  these delegations felt  that  insistence on the part of  the
non-nuclear-weapon States on unconditional assurances without due regard to
the security concerns of the nuclear-weapon States would be unfruitful,
unrealistic and unattainable. These delegations felt  that  security assurances
must  be effect ively  negotiated taking into ful l  consideration the real it ies  of
the security situation of the present day. A number of delegations recalled
that the Treaty of Tlatelolco on a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Latin America
which includes two Protocols contains negative security assurances.

“10. A number of delegations, including a nuclear-weapon State, restated that
they shared the belief that the most effective and reliable guarantee against
the uee or threat of use of nuclear weapons was nuclear disarmament and the
complete elimination of nuclear weapons. They held the view that pending the
achievement of that objective, various interim measures should be taken to
strengthen the security of non-nuclear-weapon States, These delegations
referred to proposals, such as the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons
by an appropriate international convention, the assumption of a policy of
non-first-use of such weapons by all nuclear-weapon States which would
actually preclude the use of nuclear weapons against all States, includiny the
non-nuclear-weapon States, the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free sones as
an effective means to ensure the necessary prerequisites for all nuclear-
weapon States to assume obligations not to use or threaten to use nuclear
weapons against the sons1 non-nuclear-weapon States. They maintained their
support for the conclusion of an international legally binding instrument to
assure effectively, uniformly and unconditionally the non-nuclear-weapon
States having no nuclear weapons on their territories against the use or
threat of use of such weapons. These delegations underlined that the
guarantee of non-use of nuclear weapons given by the nuclear-wsap;u state
belonging to that group of delegations was valid for all such non-nuclear-
weapon States irrespective of their adherence to an alliance. They also
rsaffitmed the validity of the obligation of that nuclear-weapon State not to
be the first to use nuclear weapons. That nuclear-weapon State pointed to the
fact  that  i t  had proviS3 relevant guarantees to the States  Parties  to the
Tlatslolco Treaty and hat ratified Protocols 2 and 3 to the Treaty of
Rarotonga without any reservations. I t  a l so  s ta ted  that ,  in  the  event  o f  a
nuclear-weapon-free  cone being created in the Balkans, it would be ready to
provide all necessary guarantees to the States parties to the zone. They were
of  the view that  the mil i tary doctrines of  mil i tary al l iances,  particularly of
the nuclear-weapon States parties to those alliances, had R most Jirect
bearing on the security assurances t-o non-nuclear -weapoIl  St ate::. 'rllr:ir~
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delegations rejected the doctrine of nuclear deterrence based on a first-use
of nuclear weapons and pointed to the need for a fresh political and military
approach to urgent security issues, many of which relate to the security of
non-nuclear-weapon States as well. They supported the view that Article 51 of
ths United Nations Charter could not be invoked to justify the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons in the exercise of the right of self-defence in the
case of armed attack not involving the use of nuclear weapons, since nuclear
war would threaten the very survival of mankind.

“11. A number of delegations, including three nuclear-weapon SLatea, while
reasserting the importance they attached to the question, underlined that for
the discussions on the subject to be successful they needed to be placed
squarely in the framework of the agreed mandate and should be marked by a
spirit  of  real ism. These delegations continued to believe in the fundamental
importance of adherence by member States to the commitment contained in
Article 2 of the Charter to refrain from the use or threat of use of force
against  the territorial  intsdrity or pol i t ical  independence of any State .
They also stressed again that Article 51 of the United Nations Charter states
that nothing ahal. impair the inherent right of individual or collecrtive
self-defence if dn armed attack occurred against a member. These delegations
stressed that i t  was just if ied that the States  renouncing the possession of
nuclear weapons should receive in return the assurance that these weapons
would not be used against them. They held that such an assurance, however,
should remain qualified by a provision of non-attack in alliance or in

gassociation  with a nuclear-weapon State. These delegations underlined the
fact that the assurances given by the three nuclear-weapon States were valid
for all non-nuclear-weapon States, irrespective of their formal adherence to
an al l iance or of  their  non-al igned status. They stated that the condition
that the guarantee lapses in the event of an attack covers all contingencies
and indeed strengthens the credibility of the assurances. They asserted that
the unilateral assurances given by the three Western nuclear-weapon States
were firm, credible and reliable commitments and that they constituted
effective security measures for non-nuclear-weapon States. They reef f irmed
the validity of proposals for General Assembly  or Security Council resolutions
taking stock of the declarations of the nuclear-weapon States.

“12. A number of delegations drew attention to the Second Protocol of the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga) which contains
negative security assurances and expressed the hope that all nuclear-weapon
States would adhere to it without reservation.

“13. One nuclear-weapon State reasserted its long-held view that it was
entirely reasonable and legitimate for non-nuclear-weapon States to demand
that nuclear-weapon States undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear
weapons against them. It was of the view that the most effective assurances
for the security of non-nuclear-weapon States was the complete prohibition and
thorough destruction of nuclear weapons and pending the achievement of that
goal, in order to prevent nuclear war and reduce the threat to non-nuclear-
weapon States, all nuclear-weapon States should assume obligations  not to IX
the first to us8 nuclear weapons uncle1 nny c:ircumstances  end unclt?r~t:;lkr
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unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapon8 against
non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free sonee. Thie wae  t h e i r
minimum obligation. It  restated that  on this  basis ,  an international  treaty
on the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons should be concluded, with the
participation  of all  nuclear-weapon States ,  The same State reiterated ite
unilateral declaration made in 1964 when it had its first nuclear explooion
that at no time and under no circumstances would bt be the first to use
nuclear weapons and its unconditional guarantee not to me or threaten to use
nuclear weapona  aqninet  non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free
monea. It  stated that  i t  was based on this  posit ion that  i t  s igned the

l relevant protocols to the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in
Latin America and the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty. At the same
time, it hoped that the major nuclear-weapon States would adjust their
positions towards the question of assuring the security of non-nuclear-weapon
States so a8 to make it possible for the Ad Committee to move forward in
its work. It expressed its support for the conclusion, through negotiations,
of an international convention to assure non-nuclear-weapon State8 against the
u@e or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

“14. At the beginning of the second part of the eeesion the Chair-man suggested
that the u Committee continue its work from the point where it had
adjourned during the first part of the session and to that end put forward the
following lint of issues to be considered during the remainder of the seseiont

‘1. Examination of and negotiation on existing proposals and future
ini tiativee  on a

(a) ‘common formula’ of security amurancea to be included in an
international  legal ly-binding inetrument

s ing le ‘common formula’ approach

categorisations1 approach (one ‘common formula’ for each
category of non-nuclear-weapon States)

poss ib l e  a l t ernat ive  options

(b) interim arrangements.

2. Conclusions.’

In order to facilitate diecuesion  on these issues, the Chairman presented a
discueeion  paper (CD1SA1WP.12  and Rev.11 entitled, ‘Elements of a “Common
Formula”  of Negative Security Assurances’. The paper compilee,  in a
etructured way, many ideas on the subject raised during discussions at
meetings of the Committee. The Chairman expressed the hope that the
discussion paper would be up-dated in light of future developments 011 the
question. He also noted that the paper should not be viewed aa prejudicial to
the position of any country nor as endorsing any particular approach. It was
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generally felt that the Chairman’s discussion paper like other papers and
proposals before the Committee could make a useful contribution to the work of
the Committee.

“15, In accordance with the Chairman’s list of issues, the f&H= Committee
continued examination of and negotiation on the concept of a ‘common formula’
of  security assurances.  In this  connection, al l  delegations reasserted their
readiness to seek agreement on a ‘collunon  formula’ acceptable to all to be
included in an international  instrument of  legally-binding character.  As in
the past, the AL&c Committee continued to concentrate its discussions
primarily on the scope and the nature of the arrangements on the understanding
that an agreement on the substance of the arrangements could facilitate
agreement on the form.

“16. The u Committee once again considered the single ‘common formula’
approach to the question, whereby a formula common to sll nuclear weapon
States would be agreed upon to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weaponsr Some delegations suggested that
based on the work of previous years, useful consideration could be given to
the following not mutually exclusive  alternatives in the search for a ‘common
formula’ I (a) a categorical negative security assurance formula accompanied
by interpretative statements by nuclear-weapons States; (b) a ‘common
formula * containing elements to be raised and agreed upon by all parties
concerned; and (c) a ‘common formula’ reconciling the elements of the
*existing security assurances declarations. Several delegations commented on
the different qualif ications contained in the exist ing unilateral  security
assurance declarations of the nuclear-weapon States and some questions
relevant to the substance of those declarations were addressed to
nuclear-weapon States. The nuclear-weapon States to which these questions
were addressed undertook to give considered responses at a later date. Some
delegations recalled the views expressed by the Group of 21 in document CD/2@0
and reaffirmed that only a single ‘common formula’ without limitations,
conditions and exceptions would be acceptable. While supporting this view,
several delegations pointed again to the need for security assurances to be
effect ively negotiated taking into consideration real i t ies  of  the security
situahion  of the present day. Other delegations stated that under a possible
8 ingle ‘common formula’ arrangement, they would favour a non-use formulation
which would clearly stipulate in objective terms the minimal qualifications of
non-nuclear-weapon States for receiving legally-tjnding  negative security
assurances and which would not contain elements susceptible to subjective
interpretations. S t i l l  o ther  de legat ions , maintaining their view that the
common ground should embody two elements, namely, the status of non-nuclear-
weapon States and a non-attack provision, stressed that a ‘common formula’ not
embodying those two elements would weaken the existing system of negative
security assurances. One delegation, while  reiterating i ts  readiness  to  seek
a ‘common formula’ to assure all nun-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, asserted i ts  wil l ingness Lo agree upon a
formula in consonance with the demands of these States.
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“17. In connection with the single ‘common formula’ approach, the
A&&g  Committee discussed in a preliminary fashion the alternative option
proposed during the first part of the 1988 ssssion, and discussed in
paragraph 13 of the Special Report (U/825). According to that propoeal,
nuclear-weapon States would set aside their various unilateral declarations to
facilitate effective negotiations and the adoption of a convention on the
basis of a common approach or formula. In addition, any nuclear-weapon State
would have the right to make reservations reflecting its unilateral
declarations while  rat i fy ing such B convention, Several comments were made on
the concept of an international instrument of this type. Some delegations
expressed the view that it was an interest ing possible step but that it needed
further development and should be considered again in the future. Some
delegations drew attention to the need for reciprocity of the obligations of
the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States to be reflected in such an
international instrument. Furthermore, they pointed out that nuclear-weapon
States might use the opportunity of ratification of an international
instrument along these lines to improve the substance of their unilateral
declarations of non-use. In addition, some other delegations expressed the
view that some form of verification procedures would need to be included in
any international instrument of this kind. Some delegations maintained that a
single ‘common formula’ to which any nuclear-weapon State would have the right
to make reservations would not be credible and would not meet the legitimate
security concerns of the non-nuclear-weapon States. In this  connection,  they
recalled the statement of the Qroup of 21 contained in CD/280 and reiterated
that to be credible the assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons should be without limitations, conditions and exceptions.

“18. Another focus of consideration during the second part of the session were
proposals before the A&.&x Committee which suggest a ‘categorisational
approach’ to the concept of ‘common formula’. According to this approach,
nuclear-weapon States would give negative security assurances to categories of
non-nuclear-weapon States along lines of certain criteria presently contained
in the unilateral declarations of the nuclear-weapon States in order to take
into account the diversity of their security s ituations.  Thus,  one specif ic
‘common formula’ would be developed for each category of non-nuclear-weapon
States . This approach was proposed in document CD/768 of 7 July 1987.
Earlier a similar approach had been discussed in 1983 (see Report to the
Committee on Disarmament, CD/417 of 22 August 1983). Some delegations were
convinced that the rationale for a categorisational approach naturally flowed
from ropeated failure to reach agreement acceptable to all on the single
‘common formula’ approach. They were of the view that this categorisational
approach could help break the deadlock that has existed in the work of the
AB Committee and try to reach a stable consensus on more realistic and
pract ical  ways of arriving at  a  solution acceptable  to  al l . Referring to the
merits of that approach, these delegations pointed out that  i t  could al low for
the ‘common formulas’ of the respective categories of non-nuclear-weapon
States  to  be  uncondit ional . They also believed that all non-nuclear-weapon
States  could be assured in  this  manner in  accordance with the principle  of
reciproci ty  of status of obligations  of non-nuclear  and nuclear-weapon
States . T h e s e  d e l e g a t i o n s  furthc?r.  suygest-ed  tha t  th i s  approach  cuulcl  1~
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applied on a stage-by-stage basis, starting with the largest and easiest
category of non-nuclear-weapon States not parties to a military alliance of
collective defence with a nuclear-weapon State. Subsequently the remaining
categories of States could be simiiarly guaranteed in a legally-binding 'form.
These delegations pointed out that the single 'common formula' approach and
the categorisational approach do not necessarily exclude each other when
viewed in a more general perspective. On the contrary, they believed that
these two approaches might be complementary if seen in the context of a
gradual process of developing a global negative security assurance system
acceptable to all non-nuclear-weapon States. Some other delegations
maintained that the categorisational approach would complicate the search for
a 'common formula' which could be included in an international instrument of a
legally-binding character. They pointed out that despite differences over the
scope and contents of a 'common formula' which had prevented agreement on the
question, a consensus had so far existed that only a single 'common formula'
offered a practical and acceptable solution to the problem. This consensus,
these delegations said, should not be undermined. They also questioned the
categorisational approach on the ground that it implied that non-nuclear-
weapon States should fulfil certain conditions before they became eligible for
assurances against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Such an
approach, these delegations explained, would not be acceptable as these States
had unconditionally renounced the nuclear weapon option and were therefore
entitled to unconditional assurances. Still other delegations stated that
extending assurances to categories of non-nuclear-vreapon States would have the
teffect of limiting the scope of the existing unilateral security assurances
declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States.

"19. The Ad Hoc Committee held a structured and goal-oriented debate in which
some  new ideas were explored and a clearer understanding of the many issues
involved was achieved. However, the deliberations on the various approaches
during the second part of'the session, which included consideration of
possibilities for alternative action, once again proved inconclusive. Some
delegations suggested that an interesting perspective might be emerging, in
light of the proposals and ideas put forward this year, which opened the
possibility of formulating a new strategy, realistically taking into account
the interests of all non-nuclear-weapon States in an overall step-by-step
development of the existing negative security assurance global system. In
this context, they pointed to the need for a fresh look at the issue,
especially in view of the qualitatively improved political environment. They
also held that the proposals and ideas put forward provide a useful basis for
further constructive work. Some  other delegations welcomed the presentation
of certain new proposals which they regarded as interesting options in the
search for a 'common formula'. They also welcomed the in-depth exchange on
those proposals that took place this year. However, they underliner1 that the
discussions had not, in their view, opened any broad perspective for a
solution to the issue. They shared the view expressed above that the
discussions this year could serve as a valuable point of departure for future
consideration of the question. In the view of many delegations the
discussions held in the Committee once again underlined that the impasse on
the question could be broken only if the nuclear-weapon States, which had a

I
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special  responsibility  in thie regard, demonstrated a genuine will to reach a
satisfactory solution which took into account the security concerns of Staten
which had voluntarily renounced nuclear weapons. Theur delegation8 urged the
concerned nuclear-weapon States to have a frresh look at the iseue with a view
to removing the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained in their
uni la tera l  declerations.

“IV l
GcmfLbaand

“20. The AB Committee reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively aseured by the nuclear-weapon Statee against th3 use or threat of
use of nuclear weapono  pending effective measures of nuclear disarmament.
There was continuing recognition of the need for concluding ouch effective
international arrangemente, Considerable  efforts were made to arrive at a
common approach on the subject. Work on the substance of the arrangements,
however, revea led  that  spec i f i c  d i f f i cu l t i e s  re la t ing  to  d i f f e r i ng  percept ions
of security interests of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon State6
pereieted and that the complex nature of the issues involved continued to
prevent agreement on a ‘common formula’ which could be included in an
international legally-binding instrument to aeeure non-nuclear-weapon Statee
against  the use or threat  of  uee of nuclear weapons, At the same t ime,  the
diecussion underlined that all delegations supported and expressed their
readineao  to continue the search for a common approach on the substalce of
negative security aaeurances  and, in particular, on such a ‘common formula’.

“21. Against the aforementioned background the u Committee recummends  to
the Conference on Diearmament that ways and means  should continue to be
explored to overcome the difficulties encountered in its work in carrying out
negotiatione  on the question of effective international arrangemente to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons. Accordingly, it was  generally agreed that the Bd Committee
should be re-established at the beginning of the 1989 eeesion.”

G. N.w tvoee o f  ~taap~gs  o f  s-and.

84, The item on the agenda entitled “New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weepone) radiological  weapons” was corrsidered  by the
Conference. in accordance with its programme of work, during the periods
28 March-l April and 22-26 August 1988,

85. The list of documents presented to the Conference during the second part
of its 1988 session under the agenda i tem is contained in the report submitted
by the &m Committee.

86. At itR 480th plenary meeting, on 6 September 1988, the Conference adopted
the report of the AL&c Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda i tem at its 436th plenary meeting (see para.  9 above). That report.
(CD/864) is  an integral  part  of  this  report  aad reads as  fol lows:
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II I, INTRODUCTION

1, In accordance with the decision  taken by the Conference on Disarmtsnent at
its 438th plenary meeting held on 2 February 1988, am contained in docume;lt
CD/804, the AB Committee on Radiological Weapons was ro-established, for
tho duration of the 1988 dession,  with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conferance further decided that the AB
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of  the f irst  part  of the 1988 sess ion, in view of the third special  session of
the United Nations Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament. and that it would
also report to the Conference before the conclusion of the second part of ite
1988 session.

2. Pursuant to that decision, the 88 Committee presented its special
report to the Conference on Disarmament (CD/8201  which contained an account of
its work during the second part of the 1982 session as well as during its 1983
to 1987 sessions and the first part of its 1988 session. At ite 463th plenary
meeting on 26 April 1988, the Conference adopted the special report of the
m Committee, which is an integral part of the Special Repart of the
Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD1834).

“II, ORGANIZATION  OF WORK AND DOCUWENTATiON

8, 3. At its 439th plenary meeting on 11 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Tessa Solesby  of the United Kingdom as
Chairman of the &L&G Committee, Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the
AdlAw Committee .

“4. The o.ganisstion  of work of the 8&m Committse, as well as the
documentation presented to it, are described in i ts  special  report  to  the
Conference on Disarmament (CD/820!. In addition to the work described
therein, during the second part of its 1988 session, the &L&G Commilctee  held
two meetings on 15 July and on 26 August 1988, and the Chairman he14 a nwnber
of consultations with delegation%.

"5. At their request, the representatives  of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated  in the work of tl.e Adc
Committeer Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switserltind, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

“6. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Al.sembly on the
subject  at  i ts  previous sessions, the Ad..Hoc.  Committee had before  it
resolutions 42138  B and F adopted by the General Assembly at its forty-second
session entrusting specific responbibilities  to the Conference on Disarmament
on this  subject .
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“7 . In addition to the documents of previous sessions, as well as those of
the first part of its 1988 session, the &L.Hw  Cosxnittee had before it the
following new documents for consideration:

- CD/RW/WP.BO,  d a t e d  1 5  J u l y  1,788, entitled ‘Timetable of meetings
during the second part of the 1988 session’

- CD/RW/WP.Bl,  dated 22 August 1988, entitled ‘Report of Contact Qroup A’

- CD/RW/WP.82,  dated 15 August 1988, entitled ‘Report nf Contact
Qroup B’ .

“111, WORK DURINQ THE 1988 SESSION

“8. As mentioned above, the work carried out by the Ad Committee during
the f irst  part  of the 1988 sess ion is  described in i ts  special  report  to  the
Conference on Disarmament (CD/820),

I
“9. At its fifth maeting on 15 July 1988, the Ad Committee decided to
maintain tha same method of work as was agreed nt the beginning of the
1988 sess ion,  i.e., that contact group A would continue to co.nsider  issues
relevant to the prohibition of radiological weapons in the “traditional” sense
and contact group B would continue to consider issues relevant to the
prohibit ion of attacks against  nuclear faci l i t ies .  Mr. Hadi Wayarabi  of
Indonesia and Mr. Csaba Qyiirffy of Hungary continued to assist the Chair by
serving as co-ordinators of the contact groups A and 8, respectively.

“10. At the same meeting, the Bp HOC Committee took note of the letter
addressed to the Secretary-Qeneral of the Conference on Disarmament by the
IAEA Secretariat, conveying the Agency’s readiness to provide technical
assistance to the Conference in its work relating to the prohibition of armed
attacks against  nuclear instal lat ions, and agreed to keep the matter under
review for its future work, At its sixth meeting on 26 August 1988, the
u Committee took note of the reply, reflecting this position, sent by the
Secretary-Qeneral to the IAEA Secretariat.

“11. Following the work conducted within the contact groups, both formally and
informally, the two co-ordinators presented to the AB Cosxnittee, at its
sixth meeting on 26 August 1988, their respective reports (CD1RW1WP.81  and 82)
which are reproduced in Annexes I and II to this report, reflecting the
current state of the consideration of the issues before the M-~&X Committee.
It is understood that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any
delegation.

“IV, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

“12, The work conducted by the Ad Committee during its 1988 session was
useful  in contributing further to the clarif ication of  different approaches
which continue to exist  with regard to both the important subjects under
consideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Disarmament should
re-establish the uHoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at t.he beginning of
i ts  1989 session and that  the l&Jig&! Commit tee  should draw upon the  Antlexet;  Lo
this  report  as  a  basis  for i ts  Luture work .
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“ANNEX I

“1. In aaaordanao  with the decision taken by the Ad Committee on
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meeting, on 15 July 1988, Contact Qroup A
aontinued  its aonsideration  of the issuss relevant to the prohibition of
radiologiaal  weagons.

“2, Contaot Qroup A held three meetings from 25 July to 22 August 1988. In
addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.

"3. As was agreed at the fifth meeting of the Ad Committee,
Contaat Qroup A reviewed the Co-prdinator’s  record as contained in the
Attaahment to Annex I to the Speaial Report of the &UQQ Committee to the
Confermae  on Disarmament (CDi820). Some new proposals were made in
aonneotion  with the Attaahment, whioh oontributed to further clarification and
elaboration of the positions held by various delegations on the issue.

“4. The amended Co-ordinator’s record is attaahed  to the report, refloating
the aurrent stage of the Contaat Qroup’a consideration,

"5. The Co-ordinator’s record is not binding upon any delegation and does
not preclude any delegation from introducing proposals or alternatives to the
text as a whole or the elements thereof, at a later stage. It is recommended
that It be appended to the &L&G Committee’s report to the Conference on
Disarmament, as a basis for future work.
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“POSSIBLE ELEMENTS FOR A CONVENTION CH THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOLOQICAL WEAPONS C/

“SCOPE

“1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes nover under any circumrtance8
t o  deve lop ,  QrOdUCe,  stockgiro, otherwise aaquire or  poamle, trsnrfor  or  use
radiological weapons’

“2. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes novor under any
ciraumstanaes to employ deliberately, by its disremination,  any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in . . . of this Treaty to cause
destruction, damage , or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
af such material.

“3 * Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assistr
encourage, or induce any poremar State, group of Stater,  or international
organisation to engage in any of the activities which the States Partier to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the proviuions of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article.

“4 , Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with it8
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it COn8idOr8 necorsary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or control:

“(a)  to prohibit  and prevent any of the act ivit ies  which for a
State Party would conetitute a violation of the obligation8 undertaken by the
Sta te  Par t i e s  under th i s  Treaty1

“(b) to  prohibit  and prevent  diversion to radiological  weapon8r  or  to
the employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Articl8, of radioactive
materials that might be used for such weapon6  or employmentr

“(a) to  prevent loss  of radioactive materials  that  might be used for
such weapons or employment.

“5, Three elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positions
of delegations regarding the question of “linkage”,
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“5.11  Nothing in paragraph 4 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
psrmitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
other States for the use I/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development, a/ a/

“1 . Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ delibecately,  by its disseminntion, any radioactive material to
causs dsstruction, damage or injury by means of the radiation produaed  by the
decay of 8UCh material.

II 2. Each State Party also undertakes not in any wqy to assist, encourage8  or
induce anyone to engage in the employment of radioactive material prohibited
by paragraph 1.

II
3, Each State Party also undertakes tY take any measures which it considers

necwieary:

“(a) to prohibit and prevent the employment of radioactive material
prohibited by parag rapt 1)

“(b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to the employment prohibited by
paragraph 1 of radioaative  materials that might be used for such employment!

l’(c) to prevent .2ose of radioact ive materials  that  might  be ueed for
such employment.

‘*!!I Some delegation8 erpresseB the view that consideration should be
given to whether the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressed
tinder the draft element ‘Peaceful Uses’.

“11 Some delegations suggested that the word ‘peaceful’ be ineerted
before the word ‘use’,

“21 One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘ in conformity with their  priorit ies ,  interests  and needs.  ’

‘If/ A view was expressed that this commitment bhould provide for the
fulfi lment oi zuclear safety condit ions.
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“4,E/ Nothing in paragraph 3 above shall be interpreted ~\a requiring or
permitting a State Party to take meaeures whiah could affect the programmer of
other States for the use A/ of nuclear e!iergy or technology for th8ir economic
or 8ocial development. 2/ a/

II 1, Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes  never under any aircumstanoes
to develop,  produce,  stockpile ,  otherwire acquire  or  p068088, transfer or U8e
radioloqical  weapons.

“2. Each State Party to this Treaty al80 undertakes never under any
aircumstances  to  employ del iberately ,  by i ts  disseminationr any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in .,, of thir Treaty to cause
destruction, damage , or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material,

‘I$/ Some delegations expressed the view that consideration should be
given to whether the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressed
under the draft element ‘Peaceful Uses’.

“11 Some delegations suggested that the word ‘peaceful’ be inserted
before the word ‘use’.

“21 One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘ in con;ormity  with their priorit ies ,  interests  and needs.’

“a/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide for the
fulfilment of nuclear safety  conditions.
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II 3. Each State Party to this Treaty also urdsrtakes never under any
circumstanaes  to dump radioactive wastes in the territory of another State for
hostile purposes or in armed conflict. J,/

“4. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce any person, State,  group of States ,  or international
organisation to engage in any of the activities which the States Parties to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article.

“5. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any meaeures  which it considers neaessary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or control1

“(a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which for a
State Party would constitute a violation of the obligations undertaken by the
State Parties  under this  Treaty]

l’(b) to prohibit  and prevent diversion to radiological  weapons,  or to
the employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radioective
materials that might be used for such weapons or employments

“(~1 to prevent loss of radioactive materials that might be used for
such weapons or employment.

“6.?/ Nothing in paragraph 5 above shall be interpreted aa requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the proyrammes  of
other States for the use 2/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development. 91 41

‘Ifi/ Some delegations expressed the view that consideration should be
given to whether the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressed
under the draft element ‘Peaceful Uses I,

“J,/  Views were exprsssed that the provisions contained in this paragraph
were already covered in paragraph 2 above as well as in paragraph 1 of the
second alternative.

“21 Some delegations suggested that ths word ‘peaceful’ be inserted
before the word ‘use ’ .

“11 One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘ in conformity with their  priorit ies ,  intorests  and needs.’

“4/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide for the
fulf i lment of  nuclear safety condit ions.
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“DEFINITIONS i/

“For the purposes of this Treaty1

“The term ‘radiological weapon’ mean8 !!Y, **I/,  %?!!I, ILLL*/:

‘l(i) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically dosigned
to employ radioaative  material by disseminating it to cause
destruction, damage , or injury by means of the radiation produced by
the decay of such material]

“(ii) Any radioact ive  material  specif ical ly  aonfigured  A/ for emplo~ent,
by its dissemination, to cause destruction, demage,  or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

“Any devise, including any weapon or equipment, specifically deeigned  to
employ radioactive material to cause destruction, damage, or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

“51 A view was expressed that the eecond alternative of ‘Scope’ did not
require any ‘de f in i t ions ’ .

“*fi/ A view was expressed that, for the purposes of this Treaty, it might
be ne&sary to clarify what is meant by ‘radioactive materials’.

“**h/ A view wa6 expressed that the term ‘radiological weapons’ might
inolucthe so-called particle beam weapons which give ionising radiation in
other ways than through radioactive decay.

“**fi*/ Some delegations expreesed  the view that ‘particle beem weapons’
should not be treated as radiological weapons, that the definition of
radiological weapons as contained in CD/31 and CD/32 is based on the decay of
nualear material, wherees directed energy devices produce particle beams
without nuclear involvement, that known concepts of directed energy devices do
not employ the radiation epectrum of radiological weapons but make use of
protons and electrons while radiological weapons would exploit mainly gamma- and
neutron-radiation as well as beta- and short ranging alpha-radiation, an4 that
therefore, the development, production, s tockp i l ing ,  acqu i s i t ion  or  possession,
transfer or use of directed energy devices ie compatible with this Treaty.

‘****a*/  Some delegations expressed the view that nothing in this Treaty shall
be interpreted as in eny way legitimising the development, production, stock-
p i l ing ,  acqu i s i t ion  or  possession, transfer or use of directed energy weapons.

“11 Some delegations preferred ‘prepared’ or ‘designed* to ‘configured’.
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“PEACEFUL USES

“Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted A/ ar affeating in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all Statee  Parties to apply and
develop their programmea for the peaaeful a/ ueee of nuclear energy for
economic and eocial development in aonformity with their priorities, intefestr
and needs, 91

“Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 1/ an affeoting in any way
the ful l  exercise of  the  ina l i enable  r ights  o f  a l l  State6 Par t i e s  to  app ly  and
develop their progremmes  for the peaceful a/ uses of nuolear  energy for eaonomio
and eocial development in aonformity with their priorities, intereete and needs,
and in aocordame with mutually aaaeptable non-proliferation aonditions,

“Third

“Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted as affeating the inalienable
rights of the Stateo Partieo to this Treaty to develop and apply their
progrenxnes  for the peaoeful uses of nuclear energy for eaonomio and soaial
development, conrietent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons,  41 in  aonformity with their  priorit ies ,  interests  and needs.

1' 2. lirpt

“Each State Party undertakes to contribute 5/ to the strengthening of
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy in aonformity
with 41 the needs  of developing countries. 91

“Each  State Party undertakes to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy in conformity with a/ the needs of developing countrioe.

“A/ A suggestion was made to insert ‘or implemented’ after *interpreted’.

“2/ Some delegat ions euggeeted  the delet ion of ‘peaceful’ .

“31 A view was expressed that, in order to strike an  inner  balance
conducive to consensus,  there should be an addit ion ref lect ing the laet
sentence of paragraph 68 of the Final Document of SSOD I,

“A/ Some delegation6 suggested ‘under international agreements’ inetead of
, , coneistent  with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons’r

“5/ Some delegations suggested the insert ion of  ‘ to the ful lest  possible
extent ’  a f ter  ‘ contr ibute ’ .

“a/ A preference tae expreseed  for ‘ taking into account’  instead of  ‘ in
conformity with’.
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II 3, Each State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest possible
extent A/ to the development of adequate measures of proteation  for all States
against the harmful effects of radiation.

“CESSATI~  OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS  RACE AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

“i. The State Parties to this Treaty undertake to pureue urgently
negotiations for the ceseation  of the nuclear arms raae, the aonalusion of
effective measures to prevent the use or threat of use of nualear weaponat  and
the aahievement  of nuclear disarmament. 21

II 2. The implementation of these obligations should be periodioally  reviewed
as provided for in Artiale  . . . . 91 41

“OTRER  MAIN ELEMENTS

II 1. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radioactive material produced by them. B/

“2. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way legitimising
the use of nualear weapons or detracting from the obligation of States to
refrain from the use or threat of use of such weapons. 51

(9 3 .  Firet

“Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law appliaable  in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the
States Parties under any other international agreement,

“Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the
States Parties under any otler international agreement, consistent with the
need to prevent the proliferation fi/ of nuclear weapons and the need to
achieve urgent measures of nuclear disarmamen .

“J,/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of ‘and in accordance with
international undertakings’ after ‘contr ibute  to  the  fu l l e s t  poss ib le  extent ’ .

“21 Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was outside
the purview of this Treaty.

“1, Questions were raised concerning the need for this paragraph.

“41 One delegation reserved its right to submit a proposal related to
review conferences.

“5/ Objections were raised concerning this paragraph.

“fi/ Some delegations preferred ‘vertical, horisontal and geographic
prol iferation’ to  ‘pro l i f era t ion* .
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“VERIFICATION AND CDMPLIANCE +/

“Firrt

“1, The Staten Parties to this Treaty undertake to aonsult one another and to
ao-operate in solving any problems whiah may be raised in relation to the
object ives  of ,  or  in the application of the provieions  of ,  the Treaty.

II 2, Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this artiale may also be
undertaken through appropriate international proaedures within the framework
of the United NatPonr and in aocordanae  with ite Charter. These internstional
proaedures may inalude the services of appropriate international
organisations, aa well as of a oonsultative  committee and a fact-finding panel
a8 provided for in article ,.. of this Treaty.

II 3. The States Parties  to  this  Treaty shal l  exahange to the ful lest  possible
extent ,  bi la tera l ly  or  mul t i la tera l ly , information deemed neaessary  to provide
assurance  of fulf i lment of  their obligations under the Treaty.

“8saanB

,I 1. For the purpose of effective fulfilment of paragraph 2 of the previous
article of this Treaty, a consultative committee and a standing faat-finding
panel  shall  be established. Their functions and rules of procedure are
established in Annexes I and II, respeatively,  which constitute integral parts
of the Treaty,

“2
other

Any State Party to this Treaty whioh ha6 reasons to believe that any
State Party may not be in compliance with the provisions of the Treaty,

or which has concerns about a relnted situation which may be considered
embiguoue, and is not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided
for under the previous article of the Treaty, may request the Depositary to
init iate  an inquiry to ascertain the facts . Such a request should include all
relevant information,  as  wel l  ae al l  possible  evidence supporting i ts  val idity.

"3 * For the purposes eet forth in paragraph 2 of this article, the Depositary
shall convene as soon as possible, and in any case within 10 days of the
receipt of a request from any State Party, the standing fact-f inding panel
established pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article.

“51 Some delegations were of the view that the subject needs further
consideration and reserved their right to express their view at a later stage,
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“4. If the possibilities for fact-finding pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of
this article have been exhausted without resolution of the problem, [five or
more States  P a r t i e s ]  [any State  Party]  may request  the Depositary to  convene a
meeting of the aonsultative committee of States Partiee to aonsider  the matter.

II 5. Eaah Stats Party to this Treaty undertakes to ao-operate to the fullest
possible extent with the consultative committee and with the fact-finding
panel with a view to facilitating their work.

“[6. Eaoh State Party to this Treaty undertakes to provide aasiatance,  in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any
State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or is likely to be harmed as a
result  of violation of  the Treaty.]

“[7. The provis ions of this  article  shall  not be interpreted as affecting the
rights and duties of States Partiee under the Charter of the United Nations,
including bringing to the attention of the Security Council concerns about
compliance with this Treaty. ]

“ANNEX I to Second Element

” 1-1

“1. The consultative committee of States Parties [, in addition to
establishing the fact-f inding panel  as  provided for in annex II , )  shall
undertake to resolve any problem which may be raised by the [States Parties]
[State Party] requesting a meeting of the committee. For this purpose, the
assembled States Parties shall be entitled to request and reaeive any
information which a State Party is in a position to communicate.

II 2. The work of the consultative aommittee  shall be organised in such a way
as to permit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of this
annex. The committee shall [decide proaedural questions relative to the
organisation of its work] [take deaisions] ,  where possible by consensusr  but
otherwise by a majority of those present and voting. [There ehall be no
voting on matters of substance,] The chairman shall have no vote.

“3. Any Stats Party may participate in the work of the consultative
committee. Each representative on the commitee may be assisted at meetings by
advieers.

“4 . The Depositary or his representative shall eerve as chairman of the
committee.

“5. The consultative committee shall be convened by its chairman18

“(a) within 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty for the purpose
of eetablishing the standing fact-f inding panel;

“(b)] as soon as possible and in any case within 30 days after a request
for a meeting pursuant to paragrnph 4 of the second element.
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“6. Each State Party rhall have the right, through the ahairman, to request
from State8 and from international organisations such information and
assistance as thv State Party  considers desirable  for the accomplishment  of
the committee’s work,

II 7. A eummary  of any [problem-solving] meeting, incorporating all views and
information presented during the meeting, shall be prepared, The chairman
shall distribute the summary to all States Parties.

“ANNEX IX to Seaond Element

II 1. The standing fact-finding panel shall undertake to make appropriate
findings of faot and provide expert views relevant to any problem referred to
it by the Depositary pursuant to paragraph 3 of the second element. [Pursuant
to paragraph 5 of the second element, the fact-finding panel may aerry  out
on-site investigatione when necessary.]

“[2. The faat-finding panel shall be composed of not more than 15 members
representing States Parties8

“(a) Ten membere shall be appointed by the [chairman] [consultative
committee] after oonsultation with States Parties. In selecting these members
due regard shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.
Members shall be nsmed for a two-year period, with five members being replaced
each year;

l’(b) In addition, those permanent members of the lIlAted Nations Security
Council who are parties to the Treaty shall also be represented on the
l!act-finding pane l . ]

“[2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than (blank) members
representing States Parties. Members of the initial panel shall be appointed
by the [chairman, after consultation with States  Parties , ]  [consultat ive
cosnnittee]  at its first meeting, one--third being named for one year, one-third
for two years, and one-third for three years. Thereafter all members shall be
nsmed for a three-year period by i;he chairman [of the consultative committee,
following principles decided by the committee during its first meeting and]
after consultation with States Part ies , In selecting  the members, due regard
shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.]

II 3. Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

“4 , The Depositary or his representative shall serve as ,:hairman of the
panel[, unless the panel  decides otherwise under the procedures  established in
paragraph 5 of this annex].

“5, The work of the fact-finding panel shall be organised in such a way as to
permit it to perform the functicas set forth in paragraph 1 of this annex*
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[At the first meeting of the panel, to be held not later than 60 days after
its establishment [by the consultative committee], the Depositary shall submit
reaommendations, based on consultations with States Parties and signatories,
as to the organisation of the work of the panel, including any necessary
resouroes. ] [The panel shall decide procedural questions relative to the
organisation of its work , where possible by consensus, but otherwise by a
majority of those present and voting. There shall be no voting on matters of
substance.]  [The panel  shall  take decis ions , where possible by consensus, but
otherwise by a majority of those present and voting.] The chairman shall have
no vote.

“6. Eaah member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request from
States and from international organisations  such information and assistance as
the member considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel.

“7, The State Party requesting the inquiry and any State Party against which
the inquiry is  directed shall  have the right to [participate in the work of
the panel] [be represented at meetings but may not take part in decisions],
whether or not they are members of the panel.

“8, The faot-finding panel shall, without delay, transmit to [the Depositary]
[all States Parties] a report on its work, including its  f indings of fact  and
incorporating all views and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings[.]  [, together with such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate. If  the panel  is  unable to secure suff icient  data for factual
f ind ings ,  i t  sha l l  s ta te  the  reasons  for  that  inab i l i ty . ]  [The  Depos i tary
sha l l  d i s tr ibute  the  report  to  a l l  S ta tes  Part i e s . ]

“1. The States Parties to the Treaty undertake to consult one another and to
ao-operate in solving any problems which may arise in relation to the
object ives  of ,  or in the application of  the provis ions of ,  ‘ the Treaty.
Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this paragraph may also be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
proaedures may include the services of appropriate international
organisations, as well as of a Consultative Committee of Experts as provided
for in paragraph 2 of this Article.

“2 * For the purposes set forth in paragraph 1 of this Article, the Depositary
shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State Party,
convene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Any State Party may appoint an

“,/ A view was expressed that the second alternative of Verification and
Compliance should be read in conjunction with the second alternative of Scope
baeed on the criterion of prohibit ion of use of  methods of radiological
warfare.
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expert to this Committee, whoee functione and rules of proaedure  are set out
in the Annex, which constitutes an integral part of the Treaty. The Committee
shall tranemit  to the Depositary a summary of its findings of fact,
incorporating all views and information preeented  to the Committee during its
proaeedinge. The Depositary shall distribute the summary to all States
Parties ,

II 3, Any State Party to the Treaty which has reasons to believe that any other
State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the provisions of
the Treaty may lodge a complaint with the Depositary, who shall immediately
convene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Such a complaint should include
all  relevant information as  well  as  al l  poesible  evidence supporting i ts
va l id i ty .

“4, Any State Party to the Treaty undertakes to ao-operate in carrying out
any investigation which the Consultative Committee of Expert6 may initiate, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, on the
basis of the aomplaint received by the Depositary. The Consultative Committee
of Experts shall inform the States Parties to the Treaty of the result6 of the
investi@ation,

,I 5, Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes to provide or support
assistance, in accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the
United Nations, to any Party to the Treaty which so requests, if the
Consultative Committee of Expert6 decides that such Party has been harmed or
is likely to be harmed as a reuult of violation of the Treaty.

“ANNEX

,I 1, The Consultative Committee of Experts shall undertake to make appropriate
findings of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised
pureuant to Article . . . of the Treaty by the State Party requesting the
convening of the Committee.

I, 2. The work of the Coneultative Committee of Experts shall be organised in
such a way as to permit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1
of this Annex. The Committee shall decide procedural question6 relative to
the organisation of its work , where possible by coneeneus,  but otherwise by a
majority of those present and voting. There ehall be no voting on matters of
substance .

II 3. The Depositary or hi6 representative shall 6ervs a8 the Chairman of the
Committee .

II 4, Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

,I5, Eech expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from
States, and from international organisations, such information and assistance
ae the expert considers dseirable for the accomplishment of the Committee’6
work.
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“ANNEX II

“RQ

,I 1. In accordance with the deaieion  taken by the Ad Committee on
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meeting, on 15 July 1988, Contaat Group B
continued its  consideraeion of  the issues relevant to the prohibit ion of
attacks against  nuclear faci l i t ies ,

II 2, Contact Qroup B held three meetings from 18 July to 15 August 1988. In
addition, the Co-orclinator held a number of informal  consultations with
delegations,

“3 As was agreed at the fifth meeting of the j&&n Committee,
CoAtaat Qroup B reviewed the Co-orclinator’s  record as contained in the
Attachment to Annex II to the Special Report of the M-&g Committee to the
Conference on Disarmsment (CDi820). Some new proposals were made in
connection with the Attaahment, which contributed to further alarifiaation  and
elaboration of the positions held by various delegations on the hue,

“4, The amended Co-ordinator’s record is attached to the report, reflecting
the current stage of the Contact Oroup’s consideration.

“5 I The Co-ordinator’s record is not binding upon any delegation  and its main
purpose is  to  faci l i tate  future consideration, It is recommended that it be
appended to the A&-G Committee’s report to tho Conference on Disarmament, as
a basis for future work,
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“Attachment

“POSSIBLE ELEMENTS RELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION OF
ATTACKS AQAINSl NUCLEAR FACILITIES fi/ s/

“SCOPE (augQ.m)

“Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear faci l i t ies  covered by the provis ions of  this  Treaty.

“Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack any
nuc lear  fac i l i ty ,

--

“9 This  record doss not  prejudice the eventual  posit ions of  delegations
relating to the question of  ‘ l inkage’ , or the posit ions of  delegations on the
queetion of the need of having additional legal protection for nuclear
f a c i l i t i e s , As to the latter, a view was expressed that additional diecussion
on existing international agreements pertaining to the question is needed.

‘I**/- The placement of the various alternatives in the text should not be
regarded as indication of priority or the degree of their acceptability to the
Commit.tee.

“l.tk/ Some delegations suggested that the Scope should also cover ~3
undertaking not to threaten to attack nuclear faci l i t ies .

“**k*/--_- One delegation suggested that any of the alternatives of paragraph 1
of Scope slrduld be read in conjunction with the second alternative of
paragr&ph  2  of Definit ions and the second alternative of  Criteria.
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"Third alternative ir/ "1

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to release and
disseminate radioactive substances by attacking nuclear facilities covered by
the provisions of this Treaty,

"Fourth alternative

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of this Treaty.

"Paraurawh 2

"First alternative

"Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
induce any person, State, group of States, or international organisation to
engage in any activity which the State Parties to the Treaty have undertaken
not to engage in.

0Second alternative

"Each Stat@ Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
induce anyone to attack nuclear facilities.

"W Some delegations stated that the third alternative of Scope based on
the criterion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first
alternative of paragraph 2 (Definitions), the first alternative of Criteria,
the first alternative of paragraphs 1 to 6 (Register) as well as paragraph 1
and the second alternative of paragraph 2 (Special Marking) constitute one
complete and consistent set of elements to be included in a draft Treaty.

“**I- Other delegations pointed out that the criterion of 'mass
destruction', on which the third alternative of Scope was based, was
irrelevant to the purpose of the proposed Treaty. They also stated that
besides other flaws, it would amount to legitimising attacks on nuclear
facilities which aid not fulfil the arbi.trarily  defined specifications
proposed by the authors of this criterion for such facilities to qualify for
protection. A Treaty based on elements mentioned in the previous footnote
would, therefore, be discriminatory against developing countries as their
nuclear facilities, in many cases, did not come up to the proposed
'threshold'. Furthermore, such a Treaty would weaken the protection afforded
to nuclear facilities under present international law which was not
conditional upon their meeting any quantitative specifications. Consequently,
such a Treaty would defeat the main purpose of concluding a new international
agreement on this subject, which is to strengthen the present legal r&gime in
this regard and to remove existing loopholes.
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“DEFINITIONS

“For the purposes of this Treaty, the term ‘a t tack ’  means any act  which
caubvas, d i r e c t l y  o r  indirectlyl

“(i) a n y  damage t o , or  the  des truct ion  o f ,  a  nuc lear  facilityr or

“(ii) any interference, interruption, impediment, stoppage or breakdown in
the operation of  a  nuclear faci l i ty)  31’

“ ( i i i )  any  in jury  to , ar the death of, any of the personnel of a nuclear
f a c i l i t y ,

“Ear the  purpose  o f  th i s  Treaty ,  the  t e r m  ‘nuc lear  fac i l i t i e s ’  means8

“(i) Nuc lear  reac tors ;

“ ( i i )  I n t e r m e d i a t e  agent f u e l  etorages)

@‘(iii) Reprocessing planter

“ ( i v )  W a s t e  deposits1 ***/ I*&&/

which are included in a Register maintained by the Depositary, !!!!I?!!!/

“I/ Some delegations did not see the neod for any definition of the word
‘attack’ . In their view, the definit ion is  c learly l inked to the unlimited
acopo  of paragraph 1 of Scope.

“**/ Other deleg~tione  were of the view thsk it would be neueveary  to
definsthe word ‘attack’ whichever alternative on Scoye wae eventually adopted.

“lrCk/..- Some delegations were of the view that thie cover8 only intermediate
waste deposits above ground,

“**** ’. _.. Some delegationa suggested that since waste depoeits generally mean
those buried deep underground, only interim waste deposits above ground should
bo included.

“***)I*/.._- Some delegations opposed the idea of limit?ng the scope of v t:
Treaty to nuclear faci l i t ies  included in a Regist,r.
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“For the purpose of this Treety,  the term ‘nualear  faailitierl meaue:

“(1)

‘I( ii)

“ ( i i i )

“(iv)

“(VI

“(vl)

Nuclear reactors J

Eariahment  planter

Regrocseeing  planter

Other nualrar  fuel  ayale facilitieer

Radioaative waats management faailitieer and

Facilities for the etorage of nuolear fuels or radioactive wasteo.

“For the purpoes  of this Treaty, the  term ‘nuolear  facilitieo’ meaner

@l(i) Nuclear reaatore J

“(ii) Intermediate spent fuel 6tOrageEIJ

“(iii) Reproaessing  pl8ntfJJ

*@(iv)  Waste  depoeits1

‘l(v) Temporary waete storageat and

“(vi) Instal lat ions for  production of intensive 6ouroeO  of radiat ion.

“Eonrth

“A nuclear facility mean8 a nualear  reactor or any other faaility for the
prOdUtJtiOn,  handling, treatment, prooefzsing  or storage of awlear  fuel or
other nualear material,
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“CRITERIA 9 ICI

Vho nualear  faailitiee  mentioned in paragraph 2 of D~finitionr  shall
meet the following rgecificationer

@l(i)  Thry chall  be utationary  on land) sL+/ *fi**/

“(ii) Nuolear  r e a o t o r e  e h a l l  b e  deeignrd  f o r  a  thormal gowor whiah c o u l d
exaeob  1  [lo] Megawatt,  e h a l l  h a v e  r e a c h e d  t h e i r  f i r r t  c r i t i c a l i t y
and chall not have been decommirsionedr ***a*/

“(iii) Intermediate  sgont  fuel etoragoe  @hall b e  dorignod  f o r  rtoring
radioaativa  m a t e r i a l  eraeeding 101’ [lo181 B~J

*‘(iv) Reproceasing  plantr e h a l l  b e  dosigned f o r  aontaining r a d i o a c t i v e
m a t e r i a l  eraseding  lOA7 [lOlel 8qr

@l(v)  Waete de oeits ohs11 contain radioactive matericr.1  exceeding
101’ [lo q Bg.il

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitionr rhall
meet the following sgsaifioationer

‘l(i) They shell be otat ionary on landt

“(ii) They ehall be ui\ed for peaoaful gurgosee and rubjoct to IAEA
eafeguardet

“?I A view was expreesed  that  rhould the second alternative of
paragraph 1 of the Scope be agreed uponr the consideration of  ‘criteria’  wae
needed only to egeaify eraaptfoae.

“0)*/ Reoervations were rqweeeed ae to the applicability of rgeoifying
power-ihreehold for nuclear ma&ore and level of guality  and quantity of
radioaative mrrteriale  for  other faoilitiea ae mentioned in
eubparagraphs ( i i i ) ,  ( i v ) ,  (v) a u d  ( v i )  o f  firrt a n d  eeound alternatives,

Regarding (i) in firet and eea0r.d altern~tivee,  a view was exprersed
that nuclear faci l i t ies  other than there stationary  on land should  aleo be
covered.

“***a/ A view was expressed that such nuclear facilities should not belong
to weapon6 eyeteme.

“c+*L*/ A view was expreoeed that the aegect of decommieeioning  ha6 to be
studied further.
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“( i i i )  Nuclear reactore shall be doelgned for  a  thermal gowor which could
exceed 1 [lo] Megawatt, eha l l  have  reached  their firet cr i t i ca l i ty
and shall not have been decornmieeionedr

“(iv) In termedia te  spent  fue l  etoragor ohs11 be  deeigned  fo r  etoriag
radioactive material exceeding f017 [1O18]  B~J

‘l(v) Reproceeeing  plant6 ehall  be designed for  containing radioact ive
material  exceeding 1017 (1018]  Bqr

“(vi) Waste de oeite shall contain radioactive material exceeding
101’ [lo e] Bq,B

“Third
“The n.\rolear  faci l i t ies  mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definit ion8 ehall

meet the foklowing  epecifiaationea

*l(i) Nuclear reactors designed for a thermal effect which could
exceed 10 MWJ

“(ii) Intermediate spent fuel  storagee  designed for  etoring radioact ive
mater ia l  exceed ing  1017 [lOle] BUJ

t’!iii)  I n s t a l l a t i o n s  f o r  regrocee6ing o f  n u c l e a r  spent fuelr

“(iv) Installatione f o r  prOdUCthA o r  use o f  eUbt#tentiel  eOUrcoe o f  genuna
radiation designed to coataia radioactive material whore
gemma-radiation-dieeipatad power lo equal to or greator  than
0 Al 1017 [loq Bq.Mevr

l’(v) Nuclear fuel cyale  waete de6pO~ite which contain radioaotivo materis]
exceeding 101’ [lOl*] Bg.

“Fourth
“The prOVieiOa6 of paragraph 1 of Scope shall  not apply to:

“(1) Nuclear reaatore  other than those which are rtationary  on landr

“(ii) Wilitary  nuclear faoilitiee of nuclear weapon Stater.
I I

“The nuclear facilitius  mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitiona which are
under the eafeguards  of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the provis ions of  this  Treaty.

I’!!: T h i s  r e f e r s  e i t h e r  t o  t h s  f i r s t ,  eecond o r  t h i r d  a l t e r n a t i v e  o f
Criteria. A view was expressed that the first, second or third alternative
ehould become paragraph 1 of Criteris  aAd this additional egecifioation  should
become paragraph 2.
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“The Depositary shell be the Searetary-Qeaeral  of the United Nations.

“REOISTER  21 !!!!I

“The Depoeitary  shall  maintain a Regieter of nuolear faoilitiee  covered
by the provieions  of this Treaty and shall transmit certifiet! aopiee  thereof
to each State Party to the Treaty.

“The Depoeitery ehal l  maintain a Register of nucl*lar  faailities subject
to the epecifiaatione  of this Treaty and shall tranemit  certif ied copies
thereof to each State Party to the Treaty.

restate Part ies requecting  that  nuclear facilitiee  under their
juriedictioa  be included in the Register shall  for each such faci l i ty
conununiaate to the Depositary the following written information8

*‘(a) Detai ls  on the enact geographical  location of  the nuclear faci l i ty)

*‘(b) Identifiaation  o f  t h e  t y p e  o f  n u c l e a r  f a c i l i t y ,  i.e. i f  i t  i s  a
reactor, intermediate epsnt fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste Uepositl

“(a) Deta i l ed  epecifiaations  aa app l i cab le  in  acoorclame  with
Paragraph . . . (Definition) and Paragraph .,. (Criteria) of thie Treaty.

“State Partiee reques t ing  that  nuc lear  fac i l i t i e s  under  the ir
juriedictictn be included in the Register ehall  fo r  each euah faci l i ty
con\municate to the Depositary the following written information:

“51 Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the scope of the
Treaty to nuclear facilities  included in a Register.

w*/
provizons

Other delegations I aintained that  nuclear faci l i t ies  covered by the
of this Treaty ehould be included in a Register.
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“(a)  Detai ls  on the erect  geographical  location of the nuclear faci l i ty)

“(b) I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  the t y p e  o f  n u c l e a r  f a o i l i t y ,  i . e .  i f  i t  ie a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, ceproceesing  plant or waste deposit .

%tete Parties  requesting that nuclear faci l i t ies  under their
jurisdiction be included in the Register shall for each such facility
communicate to thr, Depositary the following written informatiou:

“(a) Detaile on the exact geographical location of the nuclear faailityr

‘l(b) Identifiaetion of the  type  o f  nuc lear  fac i l i ty ,  i . e .  if it i s  a
nuclear reactor,  enriahment  plan?,  reprocessing plant,  other nucleas fuel
cycle  faci l i ty ,  radioact ive  waste  management faci l i ty  or  faci l i ty  for the
storage of nuclear fuels or radioactive wastes.

“Firat

@Upon  receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Dspoeitary  shall  without delay init iate  proaedures to  confirm that the
information contained in the request is correctt

“(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation f:om the IAEAl  and/or

‘l(b) Through other means, including miesion to the faaility, when
necessary.

“For the purpose of carrying out the procedure in paragraph 3 (a) above
the Depoeitary  may, a 6  it deeme neaet38ary, enter into agreement with the IAEA.

‘@For  the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) above
the  Depositary  shal l , with the co-operation of State Partiee to the Treaty,
compile and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose services could be made
available to undertake suah miesione.

“Upon receipt of a request for an inclueion  in the Register, the
Depositary shall communicate it to all State Parties.
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Vho Dogoritary  sha l l  inalude the  fac i l i ty  in  the  Regioter ae we l l  a8
relevant detailr about the faaility concerned, ae noon a8 the information
given in the rrquert  har boon cubrtantiated, and shall immediately notify
Stat.  Partier  to the Treaty of aLy new lnaluoion in the Regieter’

“Paracrtaah

“State Par t ies  hav ing  auclear fac i l i t i e s  u n d e r  the i r  jur i sd ic t ion
included in the Regiotrr shall imediately inform the Depositary of any change
that may occur ooncoraing  the information given in the request.

The cotate for imglementing  theoe procedurec  shall be borne by the
requrrtiag S t a t * .

“SPECIAt MARAINQ 24 +I/

“Nuolear faoilitior  which are iacludod  in the Register  shall bear Special
Marking.

“FirrC

“A State Party may raquert  the Depositary to mark its nuclear facilitier
referred to in paragraph 1 with the Special Marking.

ItA State Party may mark is nuclear facilitieo referred to in paragraph 1
with the Special Marking.

“h/ Some delegationa ogpoord the idea of limiting the eaope of tho
Treaty to nualear  faailitiro having Special Marking,

“*a,/- Other delegationa maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the
provioions of thir Treaty chould be included in a Register and might bear
Speaial Marking.
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‘VERIFICATICM  AND COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

“A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depooitary f!/ in came it
believes that say other State Party acted in breach of obligations deriving
from the provioioac of the Treaty. fi/ Suah complaint  shal l  inalude al l
relevant information and all possible evidence supporting the validity of the
complaint.

“Ssaand

‘*A State Party may lodge a comglaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that any of its nuclear facflitiee  subject to the specifioations  of
this Treaty wa@ attaaked by another State Party.

“Third
b

‘*A State Party may lodge a aomplaint with the Depoeftary  in case it
believe6 that an attaok hao been oarried out on any nuclear facility on Ate
territory by any other State Party in breaoh of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Treaty. Suoh a complaint shall be accompanied by all
poeeible evidence and other relevant information eupporting  the validity of
the comglaint.

“Firnt

"Within . , . daye of the receipt of a comglaint from any State Party the
Depositary may initiate an inveotlgation  of the alleged attack including
arrangemento  for a faat-f inding mission on or at  the site, i f  possible, to
aoarrtain  the faoto  !!!!Y relevant to the couplaint, The fact-finding panel
sha l l  tranomit  to  the  Degoeitary the  eummary  of  i t s  finding6 of  fact .  *1*+/

“21 A view was exgreceed  that procedure8 other than the one through the
Depooitary should aleo be coneidered.

'WI/- It wa8 suggested to add after  ‘Treaty’ the word6 ‘related to ite
eaope v .

“**a/ A view wan erpreeeed that the task of the fact-finding mission would
rath;be to evaluate the damage caused to the facility.

*‘***I/ A view was ergreseed  that a fact-finding mission will have to be
carried out not on a routine baeis but only if requested by the State Party
concerned.
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“Immediately upon reaoipt of the oomplaint, the Depositary shall initiate
an investigation to ascertain faats relevant to  the complaiat. Suah an
invest igation shall  include a fact-f inding miosion  to or at  the s i te  of the
nuclear facility concerned and to any other site as may be appropriate, The
fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the Depositary at the
earlieot possible date,

“For purposes of aarrying  out a fact-finding mission the Depositary shall
maintain a l ist  of qualif ied experts, selected on as wide a politiaal and
geographiaal  basis as possible, whose  servlcos  may be available to undertake
such missions.

"States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the investigation
whiah the Depositary may initiate on a aomplaint reaeived from any State
Party. The Depoeitary shall inform the State Parties of the results of the
investigation.

“m

“V
*The Depositary shall convene the Conferenae of States Part!es to

consider the report  of the results  of  the investigation,  I/

“m

“The Depositary shall submit to States Parties a report on the results of
the investigation carried out by him, including the findings of the
fact-f inding  mission, and shall convene a conference of States Parties to
aonsider  the report and adopt suah measures as may be appropriate.

“Patacrranh

“Firnt

Vhe continuing appliaation  of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility will
form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facility is a
pearsful  nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. +1/ e/

“21 A view was expressed that the Conference of States Parties should
consider taking concrete measures on the basis of the report.

‘I**/ It was stated that the application of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
t o  th;objectives  o f  t h i s Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

“Wh/ The view was expressed that the application of IAEA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear facility was a peaceful one but rather that nuclear
material remeined in peaceful use.
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“The application of IAEA safeguards to a nuclear facility shall be of no
relevance to the vsrification  of compliance with obligations assumed by States
Parties under this Treaty.

“ThfrB

“The determination that a faoility  is and remains a peacaful nualoar
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be mado  by tho application of
IAEA safeguards. $1 */

“Em

tUStates  Parties undertake to provide or support assistance to any Stat0
Party harmed as a result of tho violation of the Treaty. +*L/

“Paraaraah
ttProvisions  of this Treaty are without prejudice to the obligations of

States Parties undertaken in other international instruments relevant to the
oubjact of this Treaty.

I’,/ It was stated that the appliaation of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
trr the objectives  of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

‘I**/- The view was expressed that the application of IAEA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear faaility was a peaceful ons but rathor that nuoloar
material romainod in peaceful use.

“***/ A view was expressed that tho obligation of Statos Partier to
proviz assistance wae  limited to the radiological damage aausod by an attacklot

87. An account of the Confermoo’s consideration of the question of xmw typoa
of weapons of mass destruction and now eystems of euch weapons ulnae the
beginning of the second part of the 1062 rimsion, includ!ng the f irst  part  of
the 1988 session, was contained in paragraphs 94 to 98 of the special report
of the Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of tho
Goneral  Assembly devoted to disarmament (CDi834).

88. During the second part of the 1988 session,  thors were no now
developments  in  connection wi th  th i s  ques t ion .

89, The item on the agenda entitled “Comprehensive programme of diearmamentt’
was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its programme of work,
during the periods 4-8 April and 29 August-2 Septembo*  1988.

90. At its 482nd plenary meeting, on 15 September 1988, the Conforunce
adopted the report of the &&&Qs Committoo  ro-ostpbliehod  by the Confcronoe
under the agenda item at its 466th plenary mooting (soe pare. 9 above). That
report (CD/867)  is  an integral  part  of this  report  and roads as  follows1
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“I , INTROD’JCTI~

bl 1. At ite 466l.a plenary meeting , on 19 July 1988, the Conference on
Dioarmament  deaidlrrd to re-establish the A&J&Q Committee on the Comprehensive
Programs of Diearmment  to aontinue  nrgotfationo on the Comgreheneive
Programme of Disarmament with the firm intention  of aomgleting the elaboration
of the Pro(trme for i ts  submission to the Qeneral  Aseembly  at  i ts
forty-third seesion or@ at  the  lateet, a t  ‘ts for ty - four th  seesion i f  the
aahievement  of that objective was not pooeible during 1988, The Conference
requested the ALUg Committee to report on the progrese  of its work before
the sad of the 1988 aossio>,

“II . ORQANIZATIW  OF WORK AND DOCUMENTS

"2. At its 466th glsnary meeting, on 19 July 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointsd  Ambaserrdor  Alfonbo  Qareia Robles (Mexico) a8 Chairman of
the J!@.JQQ  Committee. Miss  Aida Luiea Levin, Senior Pol i t ical  Affairs
Offfoer, United Nations Department of Diearmament Affairs, Perved ae Searetary
of the Committee.

w 3, The Ad Committee held aix meetings between 28 July
and 1 ROptember  1988.

,a 4, A t  tirelr request, the Conferonae on Disarmament deoided to invite the
rsprerenlntivee of the following Statee not members of the Conference to
gartiaigate in the meeting6  of the J&&M  Cornmitteel Austria,  Bangladesh,
Denmark, Finland, Qceetce,  Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Senegal, Spain, Turnkey  and Zimbabwe.

“5. In addition to the doouments previously submitted under the agenda
item, 11 tho Ad_.hoo  Committee hc? before it a proposal eubmitted  by Peru
relating to the establiehment of a sone of  peace and co-operation  in  the
South Pacific (CDiCPD/WP.  91).

“III . SUTJIJTANTIVE  WORR DURINQ THE SECOND PART OF THE 1988 SESSION

“6. The AL&Q Committee continued negotiations on the Comprehensive
Progranme of Disarmament on the hasie of the text unnexed  tc the special
repart submitted to the Qeneral Assembly at its third epecial seesion  devoted
t o  dioarmament  (CDi634).

“A/ “.ile  list of documents may be found in the reports of the previous
_9d Workiny  Qtoup and in the reports of the AB_Iloa  Committee which at. an
integral part of the report: of the Committee on Disarmament and of the
Conference on Disarmament (CD/139,  CD/292, CD/335, CD/421, CD/540,  CD/642,
CD!732 and Add.1 and CD/834),
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"7 . The A&JQC Committee concentrated its work on various outstanding
issues. Contact groups were established and consultations held among
interested deletations with a view to resolving differences concerning certain
texts. Some progress was made towards harmonixing positions and narrowing
areas of disagreement. However, in the short time available, it was not
possible to reconcile differences on a number of issues and, thus, complete
the elaboration of the Programme in 1988. The results of the work are
contained in the annex to this report. It was understood that delegations
could not take final positions thereon until agreement was reached on
outstanding points of difficulty and until the document was complete.

“ I V . cGNcLusIGNs

"8. Bearing in mind the terms of its mandate, the AB. Committee agreed
that it should resume work at the outset of the 1989 session with the firm
intention of completing the elaboration of the Programme for its submission to
the General Assembly, at the latest, at its forty-fourth session.
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“1, The Stator Momberr  of the United Nation8 reaffirm that the ultimate goal
of A aomprehenoivo  progrmao  of diaarmamant  io general and complete
flisa.rmamant  under effeotivr international oontrol. Progrees towarde thie goal
requireo thr imglemontatioa  of meaaurea  to halt and teveree the arm8  raw and
alear the path towardo laoting  peaor, Negotiationo  on the sntire range of
those iseueo ohould be bared on the striot oboervanoe  of the purposes and
priaaipleo eaohrined  in the Charter of the United Nation@, with full
reoognition  of the role of the United Nation6 in the field of diearmament  and
ref l ec t ing  the  vitsl in teres t  of  a l l  ~@O@BU  of  the  world in  th i s  sphere .

"2 . In ,+ragragh  109 of the Final Document of the flrct epeoial  cession  of
the general Aeoembly  devoted to disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament -
now the Conferenoe on Diearmament  - was requeeted  to [“I undertake the
e laborat ion  of  a  uomprehenaive  grogramme of  diearmament  enoomgseoing  a l l
meaoures thought to ba adviaablr in order to ensure that the goal of general
and aomplete dirnrmmont  under l ffeative international oontrol beoomeo a
reality in a world in whioh international peace and oeourity  prevail [and
in whioh the new international  eooaomia  order ie strengthened and
aonsol idated” 1. In the oar% paragraph of the Final Dooument it was ala0
ststrd that8 ‘Tho oomprehanrive progrannne  ehould oontsin  appropriate
proaeduree  for  ensuring tha t  the  Ooneral Asoombly ie kept fu l ly  in formed of
the progresc of the negotiat ions inoluding an sgpraioal of  the situation when
appropriate and, in partioular, a oontinuing review of the implementation of
the progrMvne  @ .

II 3. Thl Conferenor  on Disanment hae elaborated and 8dOpted by oonaenBu6
this draft oomgrehenrive  programme of disarmament for its preeentation  to
the . , . ceooion of the United Nationo Qeneral  Aoeembly, In addition to the
preeent  introduotion, the  grogranune aomgrisec  f ive  ahag te re ,  the  title&I  of
whioh are the followingi ‘Objeotives’,  ‘Prinoigleo’,  ‘Prioritieo’, WWisurea
and stages of imglem~ntation’  , and 9daohinery and proaeduree’. !!!I

“4 , The Progrannne  ie adopted by conaenaua by the United Nations
Qeneral Assembly. Through the adoption of the Programme all Member States of
the United Nations exgreoo  their willingneos  to make every effort possible
toward the real isat ion ae soon a8 poeeible  of  general  and coh*qlate  diearmament
under efiective international oontrol.

. ..-- -
I*,/ The final text of thie paragraph will be determined when the

Conference on Disarmament adopt6 the Programme.
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II 1. The immediate objective8 of the Comgreheneive Progr&mno of Disarmament
ehould be to eliminate the danger of wart [ iu particular nuoloar war, the
prevention of which remain6 the moat acute and urgent task of ths present
day,] [m, nualear war,] to implement meaoures  to halt and revoreo the
arm8 zaae, [in particular the nuclear arm6 race,] and to aloar the path
towards lasting peace. To this end the programme will 61x0 aim8

- To maintain and further the momentum generated by the first epecial
eeesion of the (aenerall  Aseembly devoted to disarmament8

- To ini t iate or engage in  further negotiatione,  to  expedite the halt ing
of the arm8 race in all its aspate, [ i n  partiaular  t h e  auolear arm6
race] J

- To consol idate  and develop the result@  reflecked in  rrgreenkents  and
treatjes achieved  80 f a r , re levant  to  the  pobleme of  diearmamontr

- To open and acceler&te the process of genuine diearmament  on an
internationally agreed bssie.

II a, ‘fhe ul’-‘nlate  objoative  of the Comprehensive Progrmxne  ie to ensure that
general and complete disarmemeat  under effective international aontrol beaomes
a reality in  a world in which internstional  peaae and oeaurity  prevail [and in
whioh the New International Economics  Order is fully achieved].

“3 Throughout the implementation  of the Programme towarde the progrecsive
rkction and final elimination of armwnents  and armed forceu, the following
objeatives  should be pursued:

- To etrengthen internat iona l  peace  and secur i ty ,  a@ wel l  ar tLo
security of individual  States, in acaordance with the Charter of the
United NatiOna  J

- To  aontr ibute  to  the  esfeguarding of the  eovereignty and fndegendenae
o f  a l l  StatesJ

- To make, through the implementation of tho programe,  an effective
contribution to the eetabliehment of  conditione favourable to the
economic and social  development of States,  in partiaular developing
8ta 881

w To increaee international  conf idence  and relasation of international
tension)

- To establish international  relat ions based on pesaeful oc~oxistence and
trust between all Statma, and to develop broad international
ao-operation and underetanding  with a view to promoting conditions
favourable to the implementation  of the Programmer



- To promote further public un4eretanding  and cupport for the offorte to
he&t t h e  arm6 race a n d  aahievol dlearmemrnt,  Lhtough aaaurato,
balancad, faatual and objective information and l duoetion in all
regions of the world.

“11. [The United tiationx Charter together with the ?inal Document of the
Firat 6p~aial  lereion of the General Alrrembly on Dinarmament  l mbodier the
baaia philoroghy for achieving general and complete dirarmament.]

8, a. [The objective of Eecurity., wYIiah  ie Lin iaoepar&blo  element of peacer har
alwaye been one of the moat prcifouad aepirationx of humanity. Yet today the
accumulation of weapons, partiaularly nuclear weapoae which alone are
suffi~isnt  to destroy all life on earth, constitute@  much more a throat than a
proteation  for the future of n.ankind  and, far from helping to rtrengthen
international eeaurity, on the contrary weakenr it, Thereforr, it ir
eeeential to halt  and reverse the nuclear armx  race in  al l  it6 axpontr in
order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapoar,]

II3, All States  Membere  of the United Nationr  reaffirm tho.it  full comnitmrnt
to the purpoeee of the Charter of the United Nation@ and their obligation
strictly to obeervs  itr principles ax well as other relevant and generally
accepted grinciplee of international law rslatfng  to the mefntonance of
international peace and escurity. [They l treee the rpooial  importance of
refraining from the threat or we of force againrt  the rovereignty,
territorial  integrity or polit ioal  independence of any State,  or  aqaiart
peogler under colonial or foreign domination reeking to oxercisa  their right
to self-determination  and to achieve independenae,  non-acquirition  and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-reaognition  of ruoh aoquirition
or annoration, non-intervention  and non-interference in the iatornal  affair@
of other Stateer the inviolability of international frontierrr and the
peaceful rrttlemsnt of dieputeu, having regard to the inhrront right of Statee
to individual and collective self-defence in aaoordanoe  with the Charter,]

“4 . In order to create favourable conditionr  for euctce~x in the dirsrmament
proaeoor  all Statox  should strictly nbide  by the provirionr  of the Chsrter of
the United Nations, refrain from aatione which might advorrely sffoct offorte
in the field of disarmament, and dirplay a aonrtructive  approach to
negotiat ion6 and the pol i t ical  wil l  to  reaah agreemoato.

“5. [Enduring international peace and eeaurity cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry by military alliances or be euxtained  by 8 preoariour
balance of deterrenae  or doctrinee  of etrategio  euperiority. Omoulna  and
lastlag peace can only be created through the effective imglomentation  of the
security eyetem  provided for in the Charter of the United  Nation@  and the
rpeedy and eubotantial reduation of arms and armed forcee, by international
agreement and mutual exxmple, leading ultimately to general azad oomplote
disarmament under effective international control. At the same time, thr
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caueea OP the arms race and threate to peaoe must be re:‘lraed  and to this end
effective aation should be taken to eliminate teneione and eettle dispute8 by
peaceful means. ]

“6 * [The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aepect, rune aounter  to
effor-te to aahieve  further relaxation of 1nternationaZ  tension, to eetablieh
international relationu  baaed on peaceful ooexietenae  and trust between all
Statee,  and to develop broad international co-operation and underetanding.
The erme raae impedes the reali:ration of the ~~wpoeee, and is inaompatible
with the principles , of the Charter of the United Natione, eepecial1y  respect
f o r  eovereignty, refraining from the threat or uee of forae againet the
territorial integrity or politiaal independenae of any State, the peaaeful
settlement of dieputee and non-intervention and non-interference in the
internal  affairs  of  States . On the other hand, progress on ddtente and
progress on disarmament mutually co;tiplement  and strengthen eaah other.1

“7 , Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect for the right
to self-determination and national  indegendenae,  the peaaeful  sett lement of
disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
etrengthening of international  peaae and r,eaurity  are direct ly  related to eaah
other. Progress  in any of  these spheres  has a beneficial  effect  on al l  of
themJ i n  t u r n , failure in one sphere has negative effeate on othere.

“0 . Progreeu in disarmament should be accompanied by measures  to strengthen
inetitutione for maintaining peaoe and the settloment of international
disputes by peaceful meaner

“9. [The Members of the United Nations are fully aware of the conviction of
their peoples that the question of general  and odmplete  diearmeunent i s  of
utmost importance and that peaaer seaurity  and economic and social development
are indivisible,  and they have therefore reaognixed  that the aorreeponding
obligatiorru  and responsibilitfes  are  univereal.]

“10, All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the aucceee of
dioarmament negotiat ions. Conseguently, al l  Staten  have the duty to
contribute to efforts in the field of diearmament, All  States have the right
to partialpate  in diearmament negotiationa. They have the right to
participate on an equal footing in thoee multilateral disarmament negotiations
which have a direct bearing on their national security.

t’ll. [In a world of f inito reeaurcller there la a  cloee relationship between
expenditure on armament6 and eaonomic  and social development. The
continuation of the arme race is detrimental to and incompatible with thu
implementation of the now international economic order based on justice,
equity and co-operation, Consequently, there is a cloeo relationship between
disarmament and development. Progress in the former would help greatly in the
realisation of  the  la t ter  and  reeourcee re l eased  a6 a  resul t  of  the
implementation of disarmament measures should be devoted to the oconomia and
eoaial development of all nations and aontribute to the bridging of the
economic gap between developed and developing countries.]
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“12. [Dieremement and  arm8 l imi ta t ion ,  par t i cu lar ly  in  the  nuc lear  f i e ld ,  are
esesntial for the prevention of the 8anger of nuclear war and the
etrsngthening of international peace and seaurity and for the eaonomic  and
s o c i a l  advanctment  of  a l l  peop les , thus faci l i tat ing the achievement of  the
new international economic order.]

“13. [Nuolear weapone pose the greateet danger to mankind and to the survival
0P c i v i l i s a t i o n ,  ]

“14, [Mindful of the danger posed to all mankind by an arm8 race in outer
space that could undermine international peace end eecurity and retard the
pursuit of general and aomplete disarmament, all ltates should  refrain in
their  act ivit ies  relat ing to outer space from sations contrary to the
observance of the relevant existing treaties or to the objeative  of preventing
an arm8 race in outer apace, thus eeauriag  that it shall not beaoma a new
arena for on arms race.]

“15. The adoption of dieurmament  meaauree  should  take plaae in suah an
equitable and balanaed  manner BIB to enwre the Abight of eaoh Wats to eeaurity
and to ensure that no individual State or group of Statea may obtain advantages
over others at any stage, At each stage the objective should be undiminished
eecurity at the lowest poseible  level of armaments and military forces.

“16. [In accordance with the Cherter,] the United Natione hae a aentdal role
and [a] primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament. In order
e f f ec t ive ly  to  Af,echarge th ie  ro lo  and  fac i l i ta te  and  enaourage  a l l  meaBurU8
in this field, the United Nations should be kept appropriately informed of all
steps in  thie f i e ld ,  whether  uni la tera l , b i la tera l ,  reg iona l  or  klultilateral,
without prejudice to the progreee  of negotiation.

“17, While disarmament la the responeibility  of all Statee, all the
nuclear-weapon State6 have the primary rseponsibility  for nuclear diearmament
and, together with other militeri ly  s ignif icant  States ,  Co. halting and
reversing the arme  race,

“18. In the taek of achieving the goale of  nualear diaarrrament,  al l  the
nuclear-weapon States, in partiaular those among them whicrh poeeeee the moat
important nuclear arsonale, bear  a  egeuial reeponeibility.

“19. An accepteblo balance of mutual raeponsibilitiee  and obligations for
nuclear and non-nuclear-woagon Statae should be etrictly observed,

“20, Nogotiationc on partial meaeurea of disarmament should be conducted
concurrently with r,egotiations on store codprehensive  measures  and ehould be
followed by negotiations leading to a treaty on general and complete
disarmllment  uo9er e f f e c t i v e  internetionsl  c o n t r o l .
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“21. [Qualitative and quantitative disarmament measures are both impor crnt for
halting the arms race. Efforts to that end must include negotiations on the
limitation and cessation of the qualitative improvement of armaments,
especially weapons of mass dastruation and the development of new means of
warfare 60 that ultimately scientific and technological achievements may be
used solely Car petrr:eful  purposes.]

‘22, Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verif icat ion sat isfactory to  al l  part ies  concerned in orUer to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by all
par t i e s . The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon an8 should be determined by the purposes,
scope and natura of the agreement. [Every effort should be mac¶e  to develop
appropriate methods an8 procedures which are non-discriminatory end which do
not unduly interfere with the internal  affairs  of  other States or jeopardise
their economic and social development or prejudice their security.]

“23, Universality of disarmament agreements helps create confic¶ence among
States , When multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament are
negotiated, every effort should be made to ensure that they are universally
acceptable. The ful l  compliance of  al l  parties  with the provisions contadned
In such agrooments would contribute to ths attainment of  that  goal .

“24. All  States,  in particular nuclear-Geapon  States ,  should aonsidor various
proposals designed to secure the avoidance of the use of nuclear weapons, and
tho prevention of nuclear war, In this context , while noting the declarc.tions
made by nuclear-weapon States, sffective arrangements, as appropriate, to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of use of
nuclear woaporrs  could streayk!an the security of  those States  and
international peace end eecuriLy.

“25. [Tho establishment of nuclear-weapon-free Bones on the basis of agreements
or arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the aone  concerned and
the full compliance  with those agreements or arrangements, thue ensuring that
the bones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect for such aones
by nuclear-waapon States constitute an important disarmament measure.]

“26. Non-proliferation of  nuclear weapons [, horisontal ,  vertical  and
epatial,]  is  a  matter of  universal  conc8rn. Measuree of disarmament must be
consistent with the inal ienable right of  al l  States , without discrimination,
to develop, acquire and use nuclear technology, equipment and materials for
tho peaceful use of nuclear  energy and to determine their peaceful nuclear
programmae in accordalrce with thsir nationnl priorities,  needs and interosts,
bearing in mind the need to prevent the proliferation uf nuclear weapohhs.
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International co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be
coaduated under agreed and ppprogriate  international safeguards applied on a
non-dieatiminatory baeie, 9

“27, Signifiaant progress in nualear  disarmament would be faoilitated  both by
parallel  pol it ical  or international  legal  measures to strengthen the security
of States and by progress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
conventional armemente  of the nuclear-weapon States and other States in the
rclrgions  aonaeraed.

“28. Together with negotiationa  on nuclear disarmament meaeuresr  negotiation6
ehould be aarried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the prinuigle  of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
1~01, taking into acaount the need of all  States  to protect  their  security.
Tbene  negotiations should be aonduated with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapona  of nuclear-weapon States and other militas.ily
s ign i f i cant  countr ies .

“29. Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together
with other meaeurea specif ical ly  designed to build confidence,  should be
undertaken in order to aontribute to the creation of favourable conditiona for
the adoption of additional disarmament measures and to further the relaxation
of international  tension,

“30, As ssaurity and stabil i ty should be assurecl  in  all  regions taking into
account the specifla needs and requirements of their respeative situatione,
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an important
ro le  and  aould fac i l i t a t e  negotfatians  o f  mul t i la tera l  agret=ments  in  the  f i e ld
of disarmament.

“31, Agreements or other meaeuree  should be resolutely pursued on a bilaLero1,
regional and multilatera-1 basic with the aim of strengthening peaae and
recurity  at  a lower level  of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventional weapons, taking into account the need of State6 to
protect  their seaurity,  bearing in  mid 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 acaordance  with
the C irar tsr , and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
oecurity o f  a l l  Statee.

92. B i l a t e r a l , regional and multilateral consultations and oonPerences  should
be heid where appropriate conditions exit’- with the participation of  all the
countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of conventional
disarmament.

“$1 One de lega t ion  rewarvee i t s  pos i t ion  on  the  inc lus ion  o f  the  t ex t
fol lowing the f irst  sentence in the chapter on principles.
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“33, Draft multilateral disarmament conventions should be subjected to the
normal procedures applicable in the law of treaties. Those submitted to the
Qeneral Assembly for its commendation should be subject to full re-view  by the
Aesembly.

“34, [Each fully implemented arms limitation or disarmament  measure  helpe to
build [the] confidence [need&]  [and] to advance to more significant steps
toward general and complete disarmament measures.]

“35, [Respect for and the effective exercise of human rights and fundamental
freettoms [, especial ly  the right  to l ive in a nuclear-weapon-free,
demilita:iaed  and non-violent world,] are eseential  factors Por international
peace,  justiae and security.]

“36, [Confidence-building measures, especially when applied in a comprehensive
rnsnner , have a potential to contribute significantly to the enhancement of
peace end security and to promote and facilitate the attainment of disarmament
measures. ]

“37. [A better f low of  object ive information on mil i tary capabil i t ies  could
help relieve international tension and contribute to the building of
confidence among States on a global, regional or subregional level and to the
conclusion of concrete disarmament agreements,]]

“(1, [The United Nations Charter ae well a8 generally accepted _orincipXes  of
international law provide the basic norms required for progress in the field
of disermenent  , The process of achieving peneral ancl complete disarmament
under effective international control should take duly into account the basic
principlee  and priorities established by the Final Document of the first
special aession of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to diearmament.]

**[The  United Natione Charter ae well  aa general ly aacepted  prinaiples of
international law provide norm8 of conduct for nations required for progress
in the f’ield of disarmament. Only strict observance of t~leae norm8 can oreate
conditions necessary for the achievement of the ultimate objective of general
and complete  dioarmement uncler  effect ive international  control ,  aleo reflected
in the Final Document  of the fitot special session of the Qeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament. ]

~~2. All States Members of the United Nationa should affirm their full
commitment to the 3urpoae6  and principles of the United Nation6 Charter,
s t r i c t ly  observe  i t s  proviblions  a6 we l l  88 o ther  re levant  and  genera l ly
accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international  peace and security [ including the Declaration on Principles  of
lnternational Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation emong States]
and refrain from action0 which might adversely affect efforts in the field of
disarmament and the process of bullding confidence and security, displaying a
conetructive approach to negotietianti  and the pol it ical  wil l  to  reach
agreements.
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II 3. Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respeot for the right
to self-determination and national  independenae,  the peaceful  sett lement of
tlieputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nationo and the
strengthening of international peace and eeaurity are direatly  related to each
other, Progress in any of these spheres ha6 a beneficial effeot on all of
themr in turn,  fai lure in one sphere has negative effects  on others.

“4 . Reaogniaing that seaurity is an inseparable lement o f  peaae, t h a t  t h e
arms  race is inherently unetable and that enduring peace and security for the
future cannot be built on the accumulation of weaponry, all Statse should
adopt defence policies and military doatrines whiah aould contribute to
reduations in armed foraes and armaments to the levels neaeesary  for defenae,
to a decrease in military confrontation and to greater aonfidenae and
stabi l i ty  in relat ions among States , All  States should seek to  etrengthen and
ensure international security through peaceful and mutually beneficial
co-operation and disarmament agreements ,  which is  essential  in order to halt
and reveree the arm8 race and prevent war, in particular nualear  war9

“5, Progrebls in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
inst itutions for maintaining peace and the sett lement of international
dieputes by peaceful means.

“6 . All States have the obligation to promote international peace and security
and to contribute to efforts  in the f ield of clisarmament, [All States have the
right to  participate in the disarmament process , ]  All  States  have the right
to partiaipate on the baeie  of equality in those multilateral disarmament
negotiations which have a direct bearing on their national security.

“7 , Progress  in the f ie ld of disarmement  tihould  contribute to the social  and
econom,ic  development of  al l  nations,  particularly developing natione,

“8. Outer apace shall be the province of all mankind. Its exploration and
use shall  be carried out fo r  the benef.Ct and in the interests  of all  States
and in the interest of maintaining international peace and seaurity and
promoting international  co-operation and uncleretanding. All  States,  in
partiaular the major space Powere, should contribute actively to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space.

“9 . Bearing in mind the right of each State to seaurity, the adoption of
diearmament meaeuree  should take place in such an equitable and balanced
manner as to enhance the security of each State and to ensure that no
individual State or group of SLates may obtain advantages over others at any
etage. At each etage the objective should be undiminished security at the
lowest  possible  level  of  armaments  and mil i tary forcee.

“10, The United Netione have a central role and primary responsibility in the
sphere of diearmament and in the promoLion  of international peace and oecurity.
In order effectively to discharge this role and Eacilitate  and encourage all
meaaurea  in this  f ie ld,  the United Nations should be kept appropriately
in formed o f  a l l  s t eps  in  th i s  f i e l d ,  whether  un i la tera l ,  b i la tera l ,  reg iona l
or multi lateral ,  wititout prejudice to tho progress  of  negotiat ions.
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“11, An aaaeptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nualear and non-nuclear-we&!pon  States should be strictly observed. While
disarmament ie the responsibility of all states, the nuclear-weapon States,
in particular those among them which poseess  the most important nuclear
arsenals, have the primary responsibility for nuclear disarmament and,
together with other mil i tari ly  s ignif icant States ,  for halt ing and reversing
the arms race.

“12. Qualitative as well as quantitative aspects must be taken into account
in disarmament and arms limitation agreements in order to promote
international peace and security and to ensure [that improvement in armaments
does not undermine the validity and viability of agreements and] that
ultimately scientific and technological developments be used for peaceful
purposes.

“13. Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for effective
measures of verification in order to create necessary confidence, monitor and
promote compliance. The specific measures of verification in any specific
agreement should be determined by the purposes, scope and nature of the
agreement.

“14. Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measuresr negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of rrndiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
level ,  taking hto account the need of  al l  States  to protect  their security.
These negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of the countries with the largest military
arsennls and other mil i tari ly  s ignif icant countries .

“15. All  efforts should be exerted to achieve the prohibit ion of all  other
weapor.6  of maws destruction, in particular the f inal  elaboration of a
convention OA: the prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and
use of all chemical weapons and on their destruction  at the earliest possible
date.

“16, Collateral  moasures in both the nuclaar  and conventional  f ie lds,  together
with other measures specifically designed to build confidence, should be
undertaken in order to further the relaxation of international tension and
thus create favourable conditions for the adoption of additional disarmament
measures.

“17. As security and stabil i ty should be assured in al l  regions taking into
account the specific needs and requirements of their respective situations,
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations should also play an important
role in order to  faci l i tate  negotiat ions of multi lateral  agreements in the
field of disarmament, which would enhance international peace and security.
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“16. All States should promote a better flow of objeative  information on
military aapabilities  in order to contribute to the building of confidence
tunong Btates on a global, regional or subregional level and in order to
faailitate the aonaludon of oonarete disarmament agreements, whiah would
enhanae  international peace and seaurity.]

“ I V .  Priorltine

“1. 21 In the implementation of the Compreheneive  Programme uf Disarmament
for the achievement of general and aomplete diearmament under effective
international  control  as  the ult imate goal , the priorit ies  which reflect  tho
urgenay attached to the measures for negotiations are:

- nualear weaponsr

[-  prevention of an arm6 race in outer space,]

- other weapons of ma86  destruction, including ahamiaal weaponsr

- conventional weapons, including any whiah may be deemed to be
eraessively  injurious or to have indiscriminate effecter and

- reduction of armed foraes.

,I 2, iEffective  measurers  of nuclear disarmament, the prevention of nuclear war
and the prevention of an arms race in outer space have the highest priority.
Along with negotiations on these measures, effsative meaauree should be
negotiated to prohibit or prevent the development, production or use of other
weapons of mass deetruotion, as well ae on the balanced reduction of armed
force6 and of aonventional armaments.]

II 3. [Nothing should precludr, States from conduating  negotiations on all
priority  i tems concurrently.] Bearing in mind these priorities, negotiations
should be pursued on all measures which would lead to general and oomplete
disarmament under effective international control.

“fi/ Some delegations expressed the belief that the order of the items
listed in this parsgraph  doee not constitute an agreed order of importance.
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“V. [-of-

“DISARMAMENT MEASURES

“1. [Nuclear weapons pose the great.est danger to mankind and to the eurvival
o f  civilisation. It is essential to halt and reveree the nuclear arms race in
all its aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear
weapons. The ultimate goal in this context. is the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons,

“In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which poseees the most '
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special  responsibi l i ty .

“The process of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way,
and requires measures to ensure, that the security of all  States  is  guaranteed
at  pragressively  lower levels  of nuclear armsments,  taking into aocount the
relative qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenale of
the nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned,]

“2. The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require (urgent] negotiation
of agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to the States  concerned fort

“(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of
nuclear-weapon systemsr

‘l(b) Cessation of Lhe production of all types of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for
weapons purposeat

“(a) [A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive] [Significant] and balanced reduction of stockpileo
of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and
complete  e l imination at  the earl iest  possible  t ime.

“Consideration can be given in the course of the negotiations to mutual
and agreed limitation or prohibition, without prejudice to the security nf any
State, of any type of nuclear armaments.
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II 3, Nuclear teat ban1

“The aeesation of nuclear-weapon testing by all States within the
frsmework of an effective nuclear disarmament  process would be in the interest
of mankind. !!/ It would make a significant contribution to the aim of ending
the qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and the development of new
types of such weapons and of preventing the proliferation of nuclear weapons*
[Therefore, all efforts should be made to conclude, as an important part of
the process of nuclear disarmament, a multi lateral  nuclear test  ban treaty at
the  ear l i e s t  poss ib le  date . ] [Thmefore, i t  i s  neaeseary  to  make al l  efforts
for the elaboration of a multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the
ear l i e s t  poss ib l e  da te . ] [Therefore, negotiations should be immediately
in i t ia ted  for  the  urgent  conc lus ion  o f  a  nuc lear  t e s t  ban  treaty . ]  [ I t  i s
necessary to undertake all possible efforts and immediately hold negotiations
for the urgent elaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear weapon tests) before the conclusion of such a treaty all
nuclear-weapon states should declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions.]
[It  is  therefore necessary JO en important part of the process of nuclear
disarmament to make every effort to achieve an affoative and verifiable
multi lateral  treaty on a nuclear test  ban at  the earl iest  practical  date.1

“4. [Pending the conclusion of further agreements relating to nu leer
disarmament the USSR and the United States should, on a reciprocal basis,
continue to refrain from actions which would undercut existing strategic arms
agreements concluded between them.]

“5 I Negotiations between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics on nuclear and space arms;

“The United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
have expressed consciousness of their special responsibility for maintaining
peace and have agreed that a nuclear war cannot be won and must never be
fought. The agreement between the United States and the Soviet Union to
accelerate the work at their bilateral nuclear and space arms negotiation6 has
been widely welcomed. In this context nations of the world have endorsed the
proclaimed objective of these negotiations an8 have stressed the importance of
their being pursued with utmost dispatch with the objective of reaching early
agreements. In this regard the United States and the Soviet Union should also
continue to keep in view the followinga

“(a) The objective to work out effective agreements aimed at preventing
an arms race in space and terminating it on Earth as well as limiting and
reducing nuclear arms.

“h/- Some delegations reserved their  posit ion with respect  to the f irst
sentence; o f  t h i s  t e x t .
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“(b) The need to take ful ly into account the security interests  of all
States .

l’(c) The need to display a spirit  of f lexibi l i ty  and to maintain equal
and undiminished security for all at constantly decreasing levels of armaments
and the principle that neither side should seek to achieve military
superiority over the other,

“(d) The requirement for effective measures for verification of
compliance  with agreements,

‘l(e) The fact that while reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the
United States and the USSR are directly to be negotiated and effectced  by the
two sides 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  possessors and their al l ies  but every other nation.

‘l(f) [The United Nations Qeneral Assembly has reiterated its belief that
bilateral and multilateral efforts for nuclear disarmeunent should complement
and faci l i tate  each other.]

“[The fact that bilateral negotiations do not in any way diminish the
urgent need to initiate multilateral negotiations in the Conference on
Disarmament on the cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmsment.)

l’(g) The need to keep the United Nations Oenerai Assembly and the
Conference on Disarmsment  appropriately informed of the state of negotiations,
iwelie, in view of  the responsibi l i t ies  entrusted to these bodies  as well
as the universal desire for progress towards disarmament.

“The Soviet Union and the United States, having agreed to accelerate the
pace of their  bi lateral  negotiat ions, should exert every effort to achieve
agreements on substantial reductions in their nuclear arsenals to be
implemented during the initial phase of the disarmsmont process, which should
be as  brief  as  possible . In this context, the two sides have already agreed
on the principle of 50 per cent reductions in their nuclear arms sppropriately
applied, as well as the idea of an interim INF agreement. Dur ing  -h i s  in i t ia l
phase other agreements helpful to the overall disarmament process ab~ld also
be concluded and put into effect,

“Following is the text of the Joint United States-Soviet state-‘lent which
was issued on 8 January 1985, regarding their negotiations on nuclear and
space arms 1

I As previous 1 y agreed, a meeting was held on 7 and 8 January 1985 in
Geneva between George P. Schults, the United States Secretary of State,
and Andre1 A. Gromyko, Member of the Politburo of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, First Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministore of the
USSR and Minister of Foreign Af:airs of the USSR.
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During the meeting they diecuoeed  the eubject and objectives of the
fort haoming Unites Lates-Soviet  negotiations on nuclear and apace arm@,

The eidee agree that the subject of the negotiations will be a
complex of questions oonaerning  space and nualear  arms - both strategic
and intermediate-range - with all these queetione  considered and reeolved
in their interrelationship,

The object ive of  the neqotiations  wil l  be to work out effect ive
agreements aimed at preventing an arma raae in space and terminating it
on Earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arm@,  and at strengthening
s t r a t e g i c  s t a b i l i t y , The negotiations will be conducted by a delegation
from each side divided into three grcups.

The eidee bel ieve that  ult imately the forthcoming negotiat ions,  just
ae effort@ in general to limit  and reduae arms, should lead to the
??Omplete  elimination of nuclear arms everywhere.

The date of the beginning of the negotiations and the site of these
negotiation6 will be agreed through diplomatic channels within one month.’

II 6. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament:

“[The urgent initiation of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations
is  of  vital  interest  to the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States.  The
conalusion of multilateral disarmament agreements would be facilitated by
eubetantial  progress  in the bi lateral  negotiat ions in this  area between the
States which possess the most important arsenals and have!  a special
reeponsibility  in the field of nuclear disarmament. Alsc, mult i la tera l
negotiations are particularly important to achieve significant and uni”ercal
grogrem  toward t’re achievement of nuclear disarmement.  This will require
nbgotiation  of agreements at appropriate stages, taking due account of the
relative quantitative and qualitative importance of existing arsenals and the
neoeseity  of maintaining the undiminished eecurity of all States, nuclear and
non-nuclear, at each stage, and with adequate measuree  of verification
sat isfactory to all  parties  concerned, for the cessation of the qualitative
improvement and developmen?  of nuclear-weapon ayeterns, for the cessation of
the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and
for the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery,

“In the course of such negotiations, a combination of the measures as
detailed in paragraph 2 above, or a combination  of different elements of  such
measurea, could be considered,

‘The overall objective of the measures for nuclear disarmament outlined
in the preceding paragraphs for negotiation during the first stage of the
Compreheusive  Programme, and of thcsn included in subeequent stage@,  would be
to achieve qual i tat ive and quantitat ive l imitat ions on and signif icant
reductions of the nuclear-weapon arsonals existing at the beginning of the
stage. ]
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“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 is 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 recognise 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 most important
nuclear arsenals shoul& seek deep and verifiable reduction in their nuclear
arsenals [to equal levels in a more stable configuration].] Pending the
achievement of nuclear diearmament for which negotiations should be
relentlessly pursued all States should co-operate for the adoption of
practical and appropriate measuras  to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war
and to avoid the use of nuclear weapons.

“In this context account should b8 taken of existing undertakings by
nuclear-weapon States about no-first-use of nuclear weapons a6 well as about
non-use of any weapons except in response to an attack, I n  adflition, i t
should be borne in mind that the situation in the wake fJf any use of nuclear
weapons cannot be limited or controlled and would lead to a global war
endangering the very survival of human civilisation as it is known. It ie
therefore incumbent on all States, in particular, nuclear-weapon Statas to
ensure that their future actions, policies and agreements [rule out the use of
nuclear weapons.] [are conducive to the elimination of nucle-r weapcqs).]

�8 l Effective international arrangements to assure non-tiuclear-weapon  State6
ageinst the uee or threat of use of nuclear weapons:

“The nuclear-wsapon States ehould take steps to aasure the
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of uee of nuclear
weapons. Bearing in mind the declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States,
efforts ehL,ld be pursued to conclude, a8 appropriate, effective arrangement6
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of u6e of
nuclear weapmmI

“9. Nuclear non-proliferationa

“It ie impsrative, as an integral  part  of the effort  to halt  and reverse
the armC race, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. The goal of
nuclear non-proliferation is on the one hand to prevent the emergence of any
additional nuclear-weapon State6 besides the existing five nuclear-weapon
States, and on the other progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate
nuclear weapons altogether. This  involves  obl igations and responsibi l i t ies  on
the part of both nuclsa:-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon Statea,  the
former undertaking to stop the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear
disarmament by urgent application of the measures outlined in the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document, and all States undertaking to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons.
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“Effective measures can and should be taken at the national level and
through international agreement6 to minimise the danger of the proliferation
of nuclear weapon6 without jeopardising energy eupplies or the development of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. Therefore, the nuclear-weapon States
and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly trrke fur’ther steps to develop
an international con6en6u6  of ways and means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory baei6, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

“Full implementation of all the prlvisions  of existing instruments on
non-proliferation, such a6 the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapon6 and/or the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapon6 in
Latin America (Treaty of Tlatelolco) and the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga) by States parties to those instruments will be an
important contribution to this end. Adherence to such instrument6  ha6
increased in recent years and the hope has been expreesed by the parties that
this trend might continue.

@‘Non-proliferation measure6 should not jeopardise the full exerciee of
the inalienable rights of all States to apply and develop their programme6 for
the peaceful use6 of nuclear energy for economic and social development in
conformity with their priorities, in crests and needs. All States should aleo
have access to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and material8 for
peaceful u6e6 of nuclear energy, taking into account the particular needs of
the developing countries. International co-operation in this field should be
under agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the
Internat,ional Atomic Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to
prevent effectively the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

“Each  country’6 choices  and decis ions in the f ie ld of the peaceful  uses
of nuclear energy should be respected without jeopardising their reepective
fuel cycle policies or international co-operation, agreements and contract6
for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, provided that the agreed safeguard
measures mentioned above are applied.

“In accordance with the principle6 and provision6 of Qeneral Assembly
resolution 32150 of 8 December 1977, international co-operation for the
promotion of the transfer and utilisation of nuclear technology for economic
and social  development, especially in the developing countries, should be
strengthened.

“10. Establishment of nuclear-weapon-free sonest

“Bearing in mind the importance of significant nuclear arm6 reduction6
and other measures discussed in this chapter, the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones, on the basis of agreement6 or arrangements freely
arrived at among the States of the region concerned, [can] constitute[s]  an
important [disarmament] [nuclear non-proliferation] measure. The process of
establishing nuclear-weapon-free zone6 [that will enhance world-wide security
and stability] in different parts of the world should be encouraged, with the
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ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free of nuclear weapons. In
the process  of  establishing 6UCh cones, the chsracteristics  of each region
should be taken into account. The States participating in such cones should
undertake to comply fully with all the ObjeCtiVeS,  purposes and principles of
the agreements or arrangements establishing  the cones, thus ensuring that they
are genuinely frm8 from nuclear weapons, With respect to such aones, the
nuclear-weapon States in turn are called upon to give undertakings, the
modalities oi which are to be negotiated with the competent authority of each
5one, in  part icu lar ;

“(a) to respect  strict ly the status of  the nuclear-weapon-free eonel

“lb) to refrain from the use or threat of use of nuclear weapon6 against
the States  of  the manes.

“The following nuclear-weapon-free nones have been estsbliehedt

“(a) In Latin America, under the Treaty ‘or the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latfn America (Treaty of Tlatelolco). In  this respec t ,  the  S ta tes
concerned should adopt al l  relevant m e a s u r e s  to ensure the ful l  application of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlate lo l co ) , taking into account the views expressed on the adherence to it et
the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the G0ner61  Conferences of
OPANAL and other relevarrt  fore, and including ratif ication of  Addit ional
Protocol I by all States concerned.

“(b) In the South Pacif ic , under the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga), In this respect and in view of the measure8
undertaken by the Parties to the Treaty, the attention of the States concerned
is drawn to the Protocols attached to the Treaty, with relevant measures which
they are invited to undertake.

“Other international lagal instruments which give comparable
nuclear-weapon-free status to their respective area of spplication  are,
ix&c&a, the Antarctic Treaty, the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities  of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the
Moon and other Celestial Bodies  and the Treaty on the Prohibition of the
Emplacement of Nuclear Weapon6 and other Weapon6 of Mass D06trUCtiOn on the
Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Sub-soil Thereof.

“In the l ight of  exist ing condit ions,  where the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones has been proposed, and without prejudice to  ef forts
for establishing nuclear-weapon-free aones in other regions,  the fr  lowing
meatsurea, among others, should be considered;

“(a) I n  Afr ica , the Organization  of African Unity has affirmed the
denuclearization of the continent. The United Nations General A660mbly  in
s u c c e s s i v e  resolutions has supported the African init iat ive for the
denuclearieation of the continent and at  i ts  tenth Special  session the
Genaral ASSembly,  by consensus, called upon the Security Council to take
appropriate effect ive steps to prevent the frustration of  this  object ive.
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l’(b) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free cone in the Middle East
in compliance with General Assembby  resolution  371147  would greatly  enhance
international peace and security, Pending the establishment of such a xone in
the re*dion,  Stdtee of the region should solemnly declare that they will refrain
on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any 0th.m way poseeesing
nuolsar  weapons and nuclear explosive device6  and from permitting the
stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party, and agree
to place all their nuclear activities under Internstional Atomic Energy Agency
safeguards. Consideration should be given to a Security Council role in
advancing the establishment of a nuclear-weayun-free mane in the Middle East.

“(c) All States in the region of South Asia have expressed their
determination to keep their countries free of nuclear weapons. No action
should be taken by them which might deviate from that objective. In  this
dontext, the question of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free Bone in South Asia
ha6 been dealt with in several resolutions of the General ASSembly,  which is
keeping the subject under consideration.

“(d) [Xfforts  to create nuclear-weapon-free 6ones in other regions of  the
world Should be promoted at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of the aone.]

“[Specific proposals have been put forwerd for the establishment of a
aone free of nuclear weapon6 in the Bslkane. Regional States have expressed
their determination to ur,dertake indivici;:al  or joint steps to bring about the
withdrawal of nuclear weapons and to set up such a Bone. Interested Balkan
countries have engaged a process of bilateral  and multi lateral  dialogue on
practical measures aimed at creating a nuclear-weapon-free rone and enhancing
security, confidence, good neighbourliness and co-operation.]

“[It was proposed that negotiations  be opened without delay on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free corridtir in Central Europe. It i6
suggested that the corridor - from the territory of which all nuclear-weapon
systems should be removed - should range approximately 150 kilometre6 along
both sides of the borderline between the Federal Republic of Qermany on one
side and the Oerman  Democratic Republic and the Ceechoslovak Socialist Republic
on the other. At a subsequent stage, it would be expanded to cover the whole
area of Contra1 Europe as defined for the purpose of the Vienna negotiations
on mutual reduction6 of armed forces and armament6 ia Central Europe.) I/

“51 The proposal for a corridor free from battlefield nuclear weapons in
Central Europe was first suggested by the Independent Commission on
Disarmament and Security Issues (now known as the Palme  Commission. One
delegation emphasi6ed  that such ti corridor would not constitute a
nuclear-weapon-free-xone as defined in the present paragraph. Some
d610g6tiOnS  emphasised that a nuclear-weapon-free corridor (al60 widely
referred to as a “sone”)  when, as proposed, expanded to cover the whole area
of Central Europe, would in affect become a nuclear-weapon-free 6one.
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"[Imglementation of the plan for reducing armaments and increasing
.confidence in Central Europe which, titer alla , provides for gradual

disengagement and reduction of jointly agreed operational and battlefield
kinds of nuclear arms, so that all types of nuclear arms would be covered by
international negotiations and agreements.]

"[The right of any group of States to conclude regional treaties in Order
to assure the total absence of nuclear weapons from their respective
territories is internationally recognixod. Efforts to create
nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions of the world have been undertaken
at the initiative of States which intend to become part of the zone. Not aln
States have formally recognised these proposals.

"Proposals for the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones have been
put forward for various parts of Europe, including the Balkans, Central Europe
and Northern Europe. Not all States in the respective areas have yet agreed
on the merits of establishing such zones.]

"(e) [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 weaoons of mass destructaog

"1. All States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological
Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

"2. All States which have not yet done so should accelerate the process of
adhering to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their
Destruction.

"3 . It is necessary to make all possible efforts for the early achievement at
the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament of an international
convention on the complete and effective prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of all chemical weapons and on their
destruction.

"4 . An international treaty on the prohibition of the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be concluded,
bearing in mind the negotiations under way in the Conference 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 be kept under continuing review.
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“C. (

“1. Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measuresr the
limitation and gradual reduction of armed foraee and conventional weapons
should be resolutely pursued within the framework of progress towards general
and complete disarmament. States with the largest military arsenals have a
special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments
reductions.

“2. h/ In view of the present eituation where the concentrat!on of troops end
armaments in Europe !!!!I has  reaohed  an  espeaially  h igh  l eve l ,  i t  i s  neceseary
to strengthen strategic stabil i ty through the establishment,  at a
s ign i f i cant ly  lower  l eve l , of a stable, comprehensive and verifiable balance
of conventional forces. The more stable situation should be achieved by
agreements on appropriate and mutual reduations and limitation6 in the whole
of Europe and on effective confidence- and security-building measures, taking
into account the need to dirdel the mutual suspicion and distrust acaumulated
over many years.

“Such steps ehould enwre undiminished security of  al l  States with full
respect  for  the security interests  and independence of  al l  States,  including
those outside mil i tary al l iances.

“The agreement on a eet of confidence- and security-building measures at
the Conference on Confidence- and Security-Building Measures and Disarmament
in Europe, held in Stockholm, represents a new step of great political
importance. Its full implementation will reduce the dangers of armed conflict
and of misunderstanding or miscalculation of military activities in that
region. The agreed meaeuree are of  mili tary s ignif icance and pol i t ical ly
binding and are provided with adequate forms of verification which correspond
to their content..

“On the basis  of  equali ty  of rights ,  balance and reciprocity,  equal
respect for the security interests of all CCCE participating States, and of
their respective obligations concerning confidence- and security-building
measure6 and disarmament in Europe, these confidence- and security-building
measures cover the whole of Europe ae well aa the adjoining sea area E/ and
a i r  space, whenever noti f iable  mil i tary act ivit ies  affect  security in Europe
as  well  as  const i tute  a  part  of act iv i t ies  taking place within the whole of
Europe.

“31 The mentioning of Vienna negotiations and the Stockholm Conference
under the heading “Conventional weapons and armed forces” is without prejudice
to the content of  talks in  those fora,

‘I**/- With the common understanding that thie does not refer to neutral
and non-aligned States.

“*a*/-_.- In this context, the notion of adjoining sea area is understood to
refer also to ocean area6 adjoining Europe,
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“The positive results obtained at the Stockholm Conferenae  show that,
despite  differences  of  opinion, conarete  and verifiable agreements are
possible  in the sensit ive f ie ld of mil i tary seaurity,  Their implementation is
appropriate for furthering the process of confidence-building and improving
security, making an important contribution to developing co-operation in
Europe, thereby contributing to international peace and security in the world
as a whole, !!/
II 3. Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
regional and \nultllateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
security at  a  lower  level  of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventisnal  weapons, taking into account the need of States to
protect  their  security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
secur i ty  of  a l l  S ta tes . Such measures might include the following:

“(a) B i l a t e r a l , regional and multilateral consultations and conferencee
should be held where appropriate conditions eriet with the participation of
all the countries concerned for the consideration of diffsrent nspects of
conventional disarmsunent, such as the initiative envisaged iu the Dealsration
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 l imitation of al l  types of international  transfer
of conventional weapons, based in partiaular on the principle of undiminished
security of the parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a
lower mil i tary level , taking into account the need of all  States  to  protect
their security as  well  as  the inal ienable right to self-determination and
independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the
obl igat ions of  States  to  respect  that  right, in acaordaacr with the Charter of
the United Nations and the Dealaration on Principles of International Law
concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States.

“4 . Prohibition or restrictions of use of certain conventional weapons,
including those which may cause unnecescary  suffering or which may have
indiscriminate effects:

“(a) Adherence by all States to the agreement adopted by the
United Nations Conference on Prohibition or Restrictions of Use of Certain
Conventional Weapons Which May be Deemed to Be Excessively Injurious or to
Have Indiscriminate Effects.

‘l(b) Broadening of the prohibition or restrictions of use of certain
conventional weapons which may be deemed to bo excessively injurious or to
have indiscriminate effects, either through amendments to the existing
Protocols or through the conclusion of additional Protocols, in accordance

‘Ifi/ Further  formulat ions  011 confidence- and security-buildinq measures
and disarmament in Europe should be possible on the basis of work under way in
Vienna.
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with Article 8 of the Convention on Prohibition or Reotriationc  of Ure Of
Certain Conventional Weapons Whiah May be Deemed to Be Enaeeeively Injurious
or to Have Indisariminate Effeate,

“(a) The result of the above-mentioned Conferena~ ohould bm aoaoidered  by
all  States, eepecially  produaer Statee, in regard to the queotioa of the
transfer of such weapons to other States.

“D. uv bu&&a 51

“1, Qradual rrduation of military budgets on A mutually agreed baoie, for
example, in abeolute figurec or in terms of peraentage  points, partiaularly by
nuclear-weapon Statee and other militarily aignifiaant  Statee, would be A

measure that would contribute  to the ourbing  of the armo moo and would
increase the poesibilities  of realloaation of reaouroee now being used for
military purpoeeo to eoonomio and oocial  development, partioularly for the
benefit of the developing aountrieo.

“2 I The basio for implementing thic meaoure  will have to be agreed by all
partioipating  States and will require ways  and mean@  of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking aacount  of the problemr  involved in
aeeeeeing the relative eignifiaanae  of reduations ~8 among different States
and with due regard to the propoealo of Statee on all the aepeato of reduation
of military budgets.

“3 The Qeneral Acrembly should aontinue  to aonoider  what aonarete rtepr
shiuld be taken to faailitate  the reduotion of military budgets, bearing in
mind the relevant proposalo and Qoaumento of the United Nations on thie
question.

II 1. Further eteps to prohibit military or any other hoetile use of
environmental modification techniques:

“Review of the need for A further prohibition of military or any other
hostile u80 of environmental modifiaation  teahniquee  with A  view to the
adoption of further meaaurea  to eliminate the danger to mankind from ruoh use.

“2, Further steps to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the oaean floor
and the subsoil thereoft

“Coneideration  of further measures  in tha f ield of diearmament  for  the
prevention of an arma race on the oea-bed and the ocean floor and in the
suheoil thereof in order to promote the peaceful use of, and to avoid an armr
race in, that environment, taking into account, ae appropriate, the
United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea and the propoeals made during
the First and Second Review Conference8 of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Haee
Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, se
well as any relevant technological developments.

“!!I One delegation retaervee i ts  posit ion on the inclueion  of the aurrent
text in the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"3. 41 In order to prevent an arms rsae in outer spacer further measures
ehould be taken And appropriate intern&ions1  negotistiona held in accordsnor
with the spirit  of the Treaty  on Principles Qoverning  the Activitiee of StAtea
in the Exploration and Use of Outer Sgaae, including the Moon And Other
CeleStiAl BOdib6,

"All States ,  in partioular  those with major apAae aapabilitiea,  should
contribute Actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer rprae And
tAke immediate me8aures to prevent 8x8  armr  race in outer apaae in the interert
of mainteiniag internAtion BeAce  And eeaurity And promoting  internAtionAl
co-operation and understanding. Z/

“To this end all effective efforts should be made both bilaterally And
mul t i la tera l ly .

“In this regard bilatercll  negotistiona have been undertsken  And should be
continued to work out effeative Agreements on the prevention of an 8rma rsae
in outer apace. The two pArties Are reguested to continue to keep the
Conference on DiaArmAment  And the United NAtiOnt3 Qenersl Assembly informed of
the prograaa made in their bilateral SeaSiOns  in order t0 fACSilitAte
multilAterAl work on this aubjeat.

“Efforts should be mAde  by the Conference on Diaarmement  in the ereraise
of i ts  responsibilities  AS  the multilAterAl diaArmAment  negotiAting forum
in AOcOrdAnae  with pArAgr8ph  120 Of the Fin81 Document Of the tenth
special session of the QenerAl Assembly And whiah has A primclry  role in the
negotiation of A multil8ter81  Agreement or agreements, AS sppropriater on the
prevention of 8n arms race in outer apace. *L+/

(4. T h e  aatabliahment  o f  monea o f  pester ****I

“The establishment of aones of peace in vArioua  regions of the world
under Appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined And determined freely by
the States  oonaerned in the aone, taking into account the charActeriStica  of

-

“E/ The placement of this paragrrph  in the Comprehensive Programme  of
DieArmAment will be determined later.

“I&/- Some deleg8tiona  reserved their position on the first two pArAgrAphS
unt i l  the  lsnguage of  th i s  ent i re  sec t ion  i s  aompleted  And i t s  plsoement
resolved.

“a**/ Msny delegations consider that the firet paragraph, which reproduces
pArAGph 80 of the Fin81 Document of the f irst  special  seoaion  of  the
General  Assembly devoted to diasrmament, should be supplemented to reflect
thAt present urgency And impOrtAnCe  of the subject. They further consider
th8t it should ocaupy A more prominent plaae in the ProgrAmno And, to that
and, propose that it be inaluded as subsection B in the aeation 'DieArmAment
measures’, under the heading 'Prevention of an arms race in outer ap8ae’.
Other dOlegAtiOn  are considering the placement of this parsgrsph pending the
balance of the OVerAll document.

"+a**/ There were also propose16 concerning measuroa related to the Asian
and Pacific Ocean region (CDlCPDlWP.85)  and to the Are8 of the South Pscific
(CD/CPD/WP.Pl).
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the mone And the principlea of the Charter of the United Nations, And in
conformity with international law, csn contribute to strengthening the
security of States within such aonea And to international peace And security
88 A whole.

“ ( A )  south-Esat Asia:

“In the interest of the promotion of peace, stabi l i ty  And CO-OperAtiOn  in
South-East Ao~A, steps Should be tAkea by all States of the region, primarily
those States moat directly interested, through consultations And diAlogUe
Among themselvea, towards the esrly sstsbliahment of A none of peAue#  freedom
and neutrslity in South-East AsfAr which would be oonaiatent with the
Politiaal  Dealaration of the Seventh Summit  Conference of the Non-Aligned
Countries in New Delhi, held in MArOh 1983, fi/

“(b) Indisn Ocesnr

“Achievement of the objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Oaesan  8s
A Zone of Peace would be A substantial aontribution  to the strengthening of
internAtions  pews And security.

"There is Agreement within the United NAtiOnS  for praotical  Step6 to be
taken to estsbliah a Zone of Peace in the Indian Oaran region.

"Practical steps should be tAken within the United Nations
AdHoc Committee on the Indirn Oaean to prepare for An early COnferMOB,  As A
neaesaary step towards establishing  A  aone of peace.

"Taking into &mount  t.he polit ical  And security cl imate in the region,
the Ad Committee should complete its preparatory work relating to the
Conference on the IndiM Oaesn to enable the Conference to be opened at A d8te
not later than 1990 to be deaided by the Committee in consultation with the
host country. Suuh prepArAtory  work would comprise orgeniaation81 matters And
subgtantive iaauear including the provisional rgendr for the Conference, rule6
of  prooedure,  partiaipstioa,  atsges of  aonferenae,  level  of representation,
documentation, considerrtion  of Appropriste  ArrAagemeats for Any ioternAtionAl
agreements thAt may ultimately be reached for the maintenance of the
Indian Ocean 8s a aone of peace and the prepsrAtion  of the draft final
document of the Conference,

"The  AB Committee should, at the same time, seek the necessary
harmoniSAtion of views on remaining relevant issues.

"The  creation of a sane of pesce requires the Active psrticipetioa  of And
full co-operstion among the littorel And hinterland States, the permanent
members of the Security Cc;uacil  and the major maritime users to ensure
conditions of peace And security based on the purposes And principles of the
Cherter,  As well  As the gcaersl  principles  of  internAtions  law.

“The crecrtion  of A mane of peace also requires respect for the
independence, SOVereignty  Md tarritOriA1  i n t e g r i t y  O f  t h e  l i t t o r a l  AlAd
hinterland States.

"fi/ One  de legat ion  r e s e r v e s  i t s  pos i t i on  o n  th i s  t ex t .

-292-



l’(c) Mediterranean:

“BeAring  in  mind  thet Security in  the  MediterrAneAn  region i s  closely
linked with European security And with international peace And security,
posit iva steps should be tAken by all  States  ooncerned  to  enwre pe80eI
security And co-operetion in the Mediterranean region.

“TO this end further efforts Are necessary for the reduction of tensions
And of ArmAmentor far strengthening of confidence! for the creation of
condit ions of security And fru!tful co-operation in al l  f ie lds  for  all
countries And people0 Of the Mediterranean , on the bASi6 of the principles of
sovereignty, independence, t e r r i t o r i a l  i n t e g r i t y ,  s e c u r i t y ,  non-intervention
snc non-interference, non-violation of internstional  borders, non-use of force
or threet of  use of  force, the  inAdmissibility  o f  the  acqui s i t ion  of  t err i tory
by force, pesceful settlement of disputes and respect for permanent
sovereignty over naturcll  reaourcea~ for the promotion of just And viable
solutions of  exist ing problems And cris is  in the are8 on the bssis of the
provisions of the Chsrter and of relevant resolutions of the United NAtiOna,
the withdrawal of foreign forces of occupation And the right of peoples under
colonial or foreign domination to Self-determination and independence.

“The States of the Mediterranesn  region And other concerned Sta’.ea should
co-operate to define And implement, 8s apprcpriate, such steps and me8aurea
which should be conducive for creating conditions of peace8 aeaurity and
co-operstion in the MediterrAneAn  region in accordance with the purposes And
principles of the Chsrter of the United NAtiOnS And with the provisions of the
Declaration on Prinoiples  of International Law Concerning Friendly RelAtiona
And Co-operation Among States in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations.

“In this connection note is taken of the commitments aasumad by the
participsnts of the meeting of the Mediterranean members of the Movement of
the Non-Aligned Countries  held At VAllettA, MAltA in 1984,  And At BriOni,
Yugoslavia, in 1907, with the objective of contributing  to pesce And security
in the region.  h/

“[(a) South  At lant ic ;

“The Declaration  of the Zone of Peace and Co-operAtion  of the
South Atlantic constitutes A  concrete step towards the goals set forth by the
internationel  community to be achieved through the establishment  of aones of
peace in various regions of the world for the benefit of all mankind, thereby
contributing significantly to the strengthening of international peace And
security and to the promotion of the principles and purposes of the
United Nations. In  th i s  context ,  i t  i s  recognised that  the  S ta tes  o f  the
region h8Ve a special interest and responsibility to promote regional
co-operation for economic development and peace.
.----

‘I,/ There was a proposal for the convening of A  conference on the
Mediterranean region (cD/~PD/wP.B~).
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Wtates of  other regions, in  par t i cu lar  mi l i tar i ly  signific8nt  S ta te s ,
should scrupulously respect the South Atlantia rogion or A  lone of pesae and
co-operation, especially through the reduction and eveatuA1  elimination Of
their military presence there, the non-introduction of nualesr webpona  or
other weapons of mass destruction and the non-extension in’,0 the region of
riv8lries And confl icts  foreign to i t .

“All States  of the region And of  al l  other regions should ao-operate  in
the eliminAtion of al l  sources of tension in tha Bone, respect  the national
unity, sovereignty,  pol i t ical  independence And territorial  integrity of every
State therein,  refrain f rom the threst or use of force,  Aa3 str ict ly  observe
the principle thAt the Acquisit ion of territory by forae i s  inAdmisaibls.

“The elimination of nppr And the Attainment of self-determinstion
And independence by the people of Namibia, as well us the casaAtion  of all
Acts of aggression And aubveraion against States in the a3ne Are essentiAl for
peace And security in the region, T o  that end,  implement8tion  of  a l l
United Nations resolutions pertaining to colonisliam, racism snd m is
urgently required, ] ]

“OTHER MEASURES

"1.

“In order to feoilit8te the procoas 0f disarmament, it is necesa8ry  to
take measures and pursue policina to strengthen international pesce And
security And to build confidence wnong States. Commitment to
confidence-building measures could slgnificAntly  contribute to preparing for
further progress in diasrmament. For this purpose , measures such 8s the
following, and other measures yet to be Agreed upon, ahould be undertaken:

“(a) The prevention of Attacks which take place by Accident,
miscalculation or communications failure by taking steps to improve
c&nmunicrtions between Qovernmer&s,  psrticularly in Areas of tensions, by the
eatabliahment of ‘hot lines’ and &h&r methods of reducing the risk of
conf l i c t )

“(b) States  should Aaaeaa tha possible  implicat iona of  their  nllitary
research and development for existiny agreements as well as for further
e f f o r t s  i n  t h e  f i e l d  o f  disarmemontl

“(c) Stetes  should consider implementing measures baaed on the principles
of openness and transparency, such as the provision of objective  information
on military matters.

“2 l P~Y13.1ALiQXAoffueeaf~e-.~.-~~ationalralations

“(a) Strict adherence and full commitment by all States Members of the
United Nations to the purpoeea of the Charter of the United Nations And their
obl igat ion strict ly  to  observe i t6  principles  as  wel l  as  othei relevant and
generally accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance
of international peace and security, in particular the principles of
refraining from the threat or uaa of  iorce against  the sovereignty,
territorial  integrity or pol i t ical  independence of any States  or Against
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peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right
to self-detsrmination and to achieve independence, non-acguisition  and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or annexation. non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States1 the  inv io lab i l i ty  of  in ternat iona l  f ront iers ; and the
peihaeful sett lement of  disputes, having regard to the inherent riyht of States
to individual and collective self-defence in accordance with the Charter.

“(b) Strengthening the role of the United Nations in tha maintenance of
international peace and security and full implementation of the deaisioas  of
the Security Council by all States Members of the United Nations in accordance
with their obligations under Article 25 of the United Nations Charter.

“3 * c  a i n  favqyE o f  ~

“Knowledge of facts and opinions about the ermsmente race and the efforts
to halt and reverse it is an essential condition for world public opinion to
mobilise in favour of disarmament, In order to inform world public opinion on
such issues, the specific measures set forth below, designed to increase the
dissemination of information on these matters should be adopted in all regions
in a balanced, factual and objective manner8

“(a) Throughout the implementation of the programme, therefore,
governmental and non-governmental information organs of Member States and
those of the United Nations and its specialised agencies as well as
non-governmental orgsnimations  should be encouraged, as appropriate, to
undertake further programmes of information relating to the danger of the
armaments race as well as to disarmament efforts and negotiations and their
resu l t s , particulerly  by means of annual activities conducted in connection
with Disarmament Week.

“(b) With a view to contributing to a greater understanding and awareness
of the problems created by the armaments race and the need for disarmament,
Governments and governmental and non-governmental international organisations
are urged to take steps to develop programmes for disarmament and peace
s t u d i e s  a t  a l l  l e v e l s ,

“(~1 The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by the
Ueneral Assembly at the opening meeting of its second special session devoted
to disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in all
countries on all points of view relating to disarmament issues, objectives and
condf tions. The Campaign has three primary purposes; to inform, to educate
and to generate public understanding for the objectives of the United Nations
in the field of arms limitation and disarmament,

“(d) As part  of  the process  of faci l i tat ing the consideration of  issues
in the field of disarmament, studies on specific questions should be
undertaken on the decision of the General Assembly, when necessary for
preparing the qround fcr  negotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies
pursued under the auspices .of the United Nations, in particular by the
United Nations Institute for Disarmsment  Research could bri:lg a useful
contribution to the knowledge and exploration of disarmament problems,
especial ly  in the long term.
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l@(e) Member States should be encouraged to make all efforts to ensure a
better flow of information with regard to the various aspects of disarmament
issues, to avoid dissemination of false and tendentious information concerning
armsments, and to concentrate on the widest possible dissemination and
unimpeded access for all sectors of the public to a broad range of information
and opinion on the danger of the escalation of the armaments race arid on the
need for general and complete disarmament under effective international
control .

“4. V e r i f i c a t i o n

nDisarmament  and arms iimitation  agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verif icat ion sat isfactory to  al l  part ies  concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ens*‘ce that they are being observed by all
par t i e s , The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any epecifia agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and nature of the agreement. Agreements should provide for the
participation of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the
ver i f i ca t ion  processa Where appropriate, a combination of several m.thods  of
verification as well as other compliance procedures should be employed.

“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.

“In the context of international disarmament negotiations, the problem of
verification should be further examined and adequate methods and procedures in
this  f ie ld he considered. Every effort should be made to develop appropriate
methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory and which do not unduly
interfere with the internal  affairs  of  other States  or jeopardise their
economic and social development.

I “Adequate and effective verification requires employment of different
techniques, such as national technical means, international technical means
and international procedures, inc lud ing  on-s i t e  inspec t ions .  Ver i f i ca t ion
arrangements should be addressed at the outset and at every stage of
negotiations on specific aqroements. All  States  have equal  rights  to
partic ipate in the process  of  international  verif icat ion of  agreements  to
which they are parties,

“All States parties to arms limitation and disarmament agreements should
strictly implement and ftlliy comply with the entirety of the provisions of
such agreements if individual nations and the international community are to
derive enhanced security from them. Any violation of such agreements not only
adversely affects  the eecuritiy of  States  part ies , but can also create security
risks for other States relying on the constraints and commitments stipulated
in those agreements, Weakening of confidence in such agreements diminishes
their contribution to global and regional stability and to further disarmament
and arms limitation efforts and undermines the credibility and effectiveness
of the international  legal  system. States parties  should support efforts
aimed at the resolution of non-compliance questions, with a view to
encouraging strict observance by all parties of the provisions of such
agreements and maintaining or restoring the integrity of such agreements.
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“[DISARMAMENT AND DEVELOPMENT

“1 I In 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 developing countries. In this
context, i t  is  of  particular s ignif icance 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 resourceu now being used
for military purposes can be released to economic and social development in
the world,  particularly for the benefit  of  the developing countries ,
,I 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 establishing [the] [a] new international order on the
bas i s  o f  jus t i ce , equity and co-operation and towards solving other global
problems,
II 3. The Secretary-General shall periodicnlly  submit reports to the
Qeneral Assembly on the economic and social consequences of the armaments race
and its extremely harmful effects on world peace and security.]

“[DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

“Proqrees in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means. During and after the impiemsntation of the
programme of general and complete disarmament, there should be taken, in
accordance with the principles of tha Charter of the United Nations, the
necessary measures to maintain international peace and security, including the
obligation of States to place at the disposal of the United Nations agreed
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 threat or use of arms
in violation of the purposes and principles of the United Nations.]

“[l, The intermedjato  stage should start  no later than 1990 and last  f ive to
seven years.
II 2. The USSR and the United States should go on with the reduction agreed
upon during the first stage and also carry out further measures designed to
eliminate their medium-range nuclear weapons and freese their tactical nuclear
systems.
II 3. Other nuclear-weapon States should pledge to freeea all their nuclear
weapons and also not to station them in the territories of other countries.

‘I*/ The heading is without prejudica to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.

-297-



“4 * All nuclear-weapon States should eliminate their tactical nuclear armsr
1,s. wsapone  having a range (or radius of action) of up to 1,000 km. This
measure should be taken after the completion by the USSR anA the United States
of the 50 per 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 participation in it of major
industrial State?;,

“6. All nuclear-weapon States should cease nuclear-weapon tests.

“7, There should be a ban on the development of non-nuclear weapons based on
new physical principles ,  whose destruct ive capacity is  c lose  to  that  of
nuclear arms or other weapons of msss destruction.] 21

‘*(.‘I,  The last stage should begin no 1a.c.r than 1995. During this stage the
elimination of all remaining nuclear weapons should be completed. By the end
of 1999 there should be no more nuclear weapons on earth.

0’2, A universal accord should be worked out to ensure that nuclear weapons
never again come into being.
,I 3, The last stage should be completed by the end of 1999.1 E/

.“ V I .  s Prm

“1, The United Nations [, in accordance with the Charter,] should  continue to
have a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

“2 Negotiations on multilateral measures of disarmament envisaged in the
CAprehensive  Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in the
Confsrenca\ on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating body in the
f i e ld  o f  dioarmament,

“3. Bilaterlrl atrd regional disarmament negotiations may also play an
important role and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in
the field of disarmament.

“4, The United Nations should be kept duly informed through the
General Assembly, or any other appropriate United Nations channel reaching all
Members of the Orqanisation, o f  a l l  cIisarmament  e f for t s  out s ide  i t s  aeg i s
without prejudice to the progress of neqotiat.ions.

“51 Some delegations reserved their position on these paragraphs which
represent the position of one group of States,

“W/- The heading is w rehout prejudice to the posit ion of  delegations with
respect to queetions relating to stages of implementation,

“***/ Some delegations reserved  their position on these paragraphs which
represent the position of one group of States.
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“5. The Programme ha6 three etagesr  The firet stage, the intermediate et.@
and the last stage. The object ive  of the laet stage is  to  aahieve  the goal  of
general and complete diearmament under effective international control, The
general wieh being to complete the disarmament process, all efforts should be
made to implement each stage, aa well aa the Programme ae a whole at the
earlieet  possible date in such a way as to contribute to the security of
States  and eahairce international  necurity.

“IA the of the Programme, all States should make maximum
effort6 towards Implementation of the priority measures and a6 many other
measures included therein as poss lble.

“Those  measurea  that have not been implemented by the end of the first
stage wil l  be included in -armed ataga. The scope of disarmament
meaaurea during the intermediate stage will depend on the progreee made in the
implementation of the first stage, In addition, the intermediate stage
comprises the measures neceseary  to prepare for the laet stage. The time of
the implementation of the intermediate etage would depend on the meaeuree
inaluded  there in .

“we compriees  the total  e l imination of nuclear weapone and
the implementation of other measures necessary to aaeure that, by the end of
the stage, general and complete disarmament under effective international
control will have been achieved.

w6, All effort6 should be made by States, particularly through the conduct of
negotiations in good faith, on specific arm6 limitation and diSarmMI0At
mea8uret3, to achieve the goal of general aAd complete disarmament, as defined
in the Comprehensive Programme, In arder  to aaeuro continued progress towards
the full  realisatior, of  thie ult imate goal ,  there shall  be review6 - \AcludiAg
at special cessions of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament - of the
implementaticn  o f  the  mealuree  includ\9d in  the  var ious  stages of  the
Comprehensive  PrOgreMne, The fir& such review will take place OA a date to
be decided by the United Nations Qeneral Assembly and willr

“(a) review the implementation of meaBure8  included in the f irst  stage of
the Comprehensive Programmet

“(b) coneider  the readju&tments  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  i t6  im~lementationt

“(c) elaborate, if necessary,. in more concrete terms further measu*sa,
taking into account the progress made 80 far aAd other relevant BeVelOpmeAtsJ
and

“(d) reCOIAmeAd  the date of the next review.

-299-



“7 , In addition to the periodic reviews to be aerried out at speaial
sessions, there should be an annual review of the implementation of the
Programme. Therefore, an item entitled 'Review of the implementation of the
COmpreheASiVe  Programme of Disarmament’ should be annually inalud;ad  on the
agenda of the regular sessions of the General Assembly. To  fac i l i t a t e  the
work of the Assembly in this regard, the Secretary-Qeneral should annually
submit a report to the Qeneral Assembly on progress in the implementation of
the Programme,

“a, During its annual review, or at  ite periodic  special  sess ions to review
the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
Qeneral Assembly may, as appropriata, oonsider and recommend further measures
and procedures to enbanae  the implementation of the Programme.

“9. IA the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of DiSarmPuneAt’  the
Disarmament Commission shall continue functioning as a deliberative body, a
subsidiary organ of the Qeneral Assembly, and shall aonsider  aAd make
recommendetions  on various problems in the field of disarmament.

“10, Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final. Document of tire first
special  sess ion aAd annex II  of the Concluding DOCUfieAt  of  the t.econd epeaiel
session devoted to disarmament should be considered, and decisiorrs  taken,  at
an appropriate time.

“11. At the earliest appropriate time, a world disarmament conference should
be convened with universal participation and with adequate preparation.”

I .  Bof onof-

91. During the second part of its 1958 session, the Conference  also had
before it dOCLUWAt CD/B!%,  dated  12 August 1968, submitted by the delegation
of Canada, entitled “Volume 4 of the COmpeAdiWA  of Verbatim Statements on
Verification made in the Conference on DisarmanWAt  during the period
1985-1987".

92. The subject of verification was examined mainly in the content of
di6armameAt  measures relating to the agenda items under consideration and its
central role was generally recognised. IA the course of the work of the
Conference, members hsve welcomed a growing convergence of views that- has
emerged on that question. Some members drew attention to the Stockholm
Declaration,  by which i ts  s ignatories  stated their  intention to propose at  the
third special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
establishment of an integratec  multilateral verification system within the
United NatiOAS  (CD/907). The Conference also had before it documentation on
verification submitted by one member containing detailed information on
various aspects  of  that  subject  (CD/275, CD/670, CD/707, CD/774 and CD/856).
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93. The item entitled “Consideration and adoption of the annual report to the
forty-third cession of the Qeneral  Assembly of the United NatiOA8"  was
considered by the Conferenoe, in accordanae with its programme of work,
from 5 to 20 September l’i86.

94. The present report, CLS  adopted by the Conferenoe on 20 September 1988, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference OR Disarmement.

Ali Shams ARDARANI
Islamic Republic of Iran
President of the Conference
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