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. INTRODUCTION

1, The Conference on bDisarmament submits to the forty-third session of the
General Assembly its annual report on its 1988 seasion, together with the
pertinent doouments and recoréds. The Conference also submitted, at the end of
the girst part of its annual sess’on, a special report on the rtatur of ite
negotiationa and its work to the General Assembly at its third epecial session
devoted to disarmament (CD/834).

1. ORGANIZATION OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

A. 1968 session of the Conference

2, The Conference was i N 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 as well as non-member States invited
to participate in the discussions ret forth their views and recommendations on
the varioue queationo before the Conference.

3.  The Conference also held 18 informal meetings on its agenda, programme of
work, organisation and procedures, as well as on items of ite agenda and other
matters.

4, In accordance with rule 9 of the rules of procsdure, the fci.owing member
States assumed the Presidency of the Conference: German Democrat.c Republic
for Fabruary, Germany, Federal Republic of, for March, Hungary for April and
the recess between the first and second partc of the 1988 session of the
Conference, India for July, Indonesia for August, and Iran (Islamic Republic
of) for September and the recese until the 1969 session of the Conference,

B, Participants in the work of the Conference

5. Representatives of the following member States participated in the work
of the Conference: Algeriajy Argentina? Australia; Belgium; Bras'l: Bulgaria;
Burma; Canada.) China; Cubar Csechoslovakia; Egypt; Ethiopia7 Fra.ate; Gevman
Democratic Republic; Germany, Federal Republic of;, Hungary: InGis; Indonesia)
Iran (Islamic Republic of); Italy) Jopanr Kenya; Mexico7 Mcngolia; Morocco;
Netherlander Nigeria; Pakistan; Peru) Poland) Romania] 8ri Lanka: Sweden;
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics; United Kingdom of_Great Britain and
Northern Ireland; United States of America! Veneguelas¥Yugoslavia; and Zaire.

C. Agenda for the 1988 seasiopn and programme of woik
for the first and second parte of the gession

6. At the 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, the President 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 same plenary meeting, the Conference adopted
the proposal of the President (Cb/Pv.436). The text of the agenda and
programme of work (CD/796) reads as follows:



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

“The Conf erence, taking into account, inter alia, the relevant
provisions of the documents of the first and second special sesesions of
the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, «as!l deal with the cessation
of the arms race and disarmainent and other relevant measures in the
following areas @

|. Nuclear weapons in all aspacts;

. Chemical weapons)

L1, Other weapons of mass destruction;

V. Conventional weapuns}

V. Reduction of military budgets;

VI. Reduction of armed forces;
VII. Dirarmament and development;
VIII. Disarmament and international security;

IX.  Col lateral measures) confidence-building muasures; effective
verification methods in relation to appropriate disarma ent
measures, acceptable to all parties concerned,;

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

“Within the above framework, the Conference on Disarmament adopt8
the following agenda for 1988, which includes items that, in conformity
with the provisions or section VIIIl of its rules of procedure, would be
considered by its

1. Nuclear-test ban

2. Cessation of the nuclear-arms race 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 use of nuclear
weapons




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

8. Comprehensive programme of disarmament

9. Conasideration and adoption ofi (&) the special report to the
third special session of the Ganeral Assembly of the
United Nations devoted to disarmament) and (b) the annual
report to the forty-third session of the General Assembly of
the United Nations,

Programme of work

"In compliance with rule 28 of its ruler of procedure, the
Conference on Disarmament also adopts the followiny programme of work for
the first part of its 19688 sessiont

2-12 February

15-26 E’ebruary

29 February-4 March

7-11 March

14-.2. Mdarch

25 March-l April

4-8 April

[1-. . April

Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of
the agenda and programme of work, es well as of the
establighment of subsidiary bodies on items of the
agenda and other organisational questions.

Nuclear-test ban,
Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disar mament.

Prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Prevention of nuclear war, including all related
matters.

Chemical weapons,

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

New types of weapons of mass destruction and new
system6 of such weapons; radiological weapons.

Comprehensive programme Of disarmament,

Reports of ad hog subsidiary bodies; consideration
and adoption of the special report to the third
special session of the General Assembly devoted to
disar mament.

"The Conference will continue consideration of its improved and
effective functioning and will report to the third special session of the
General Assembly of the United Nations devoted to disarmament on that

subject.



7.

"The Conference will further intensify its conaultations in
pursuance of paragraphs 16 and 17 of its report (CD/787) with a view to
taking a positive decision at its 1988 annual session with regard to
expansion of its membership by not more than four S8tates and the need to
maintain balance in the membership of the Confereace and will inform
aaoordingly the third special segsion of the General Assembly of the
United Nations devoted to disarmament.

"Meetings Of subsidiary bod’es will be convened after aoneultatione
between the Prealdent of the Conference and the Chairmen of the
subridiary bodies, according to the circumstances and needs of those
bodles.

“The Ad Hog Qroup of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismic Events will meet
from 7 to 18 March 1988.

“In adopting its programme of work, the Conference has kept in mind
the provisions of rules 30 and 31 of its rules of procedure."

At its 480th and 461st plenar. meetings respectively, the Confsrenco

decided to close the first part of the 1988 session on 29 April and to begin
the eeaond part on 7 July. At its 482nd plenary meeting, the Conference also
decided to close its annual sessicn on 20 September 1988,

8.

During the second part of the 1988 session of the .onference, th3

President submitted, at the 465th plenary meeting, on 14 July 1988, a proposal
on the programme of work for the second part of the session. At the same
plenary meeting, the Conference adopted the programme of work proposed by the
Pregident (CD/840). It reads as follows!

"Programme of work for the second part of the 1968
sassion of the Conforence on Digarmament

"In compliance with rule 28 of the rul..s of procedure, the
Conference on Disarmament adopts the following programme of work for the
ercond part of! its 1986 sessioni

7-15 July Statements in plenary meetings. Consideration of
the programme of work, as well as of the
eetabliehment of subsidiary bodies on items on the
agenda and other organisational questions

18-29 July Nuclear-test ban
Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament

[-5 August Prevention of an arms race in outer space



8- 12 August Prevention of nuclear war, including all related

matters
15-19 August Chemical weapons
22-26 August Eftfective international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons

New types of weapons Of mass desatructlon and new
systems Oof such weapons:; radiological weapons

29 August-2 September Comprehensive programme of disarmament

5-15 September Reports Of ad hoc subsidiary bodies, consideration
and adoption of the annual report to the
General Assembly of the United Nations

"rhe Conference will continue conr ideration of ita improved and
effective functioning.

"The Conference will further intensify its coneultationc in
pursuance of paragraphs 16 and 17 of its report (Cb/787) with a view to
taking a pusitive decision et its 1988 annual session with regard to
expansion of its membership by not more than four States and the need to
maintain balance in the membership of the Conference and will inform
accordingly the forty-third session of the General Aseembly of the
United Nations,

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

"The Ad hoc Oroup of Scientific Experts to Censider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and ldentify Seismic Events will meet
from 25 July to 5 August 1988.

"In adopting its programme of work, the Conference has kept in mind
the provigions of rules 30 and 31 of its rules of procedure.”

9. At. itwm 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, the Conference decided
to re-establish the Ad Hoc Committees on Effective International Arrangements
to assure Non-Nuclear Weapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of
Nuclear Weapons and Radiological Weapons (CD/801 and Ch/804). At the same
plenary meeting, the Conference further decided to re-establish the Ad Hogc
Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament with a view to
concluding negotiations on the programme in time for its submission to the
Genaral Assembly at its third specinl session devoted to disarmament

(cD/803). At Its 438th plenary meeting, on 9 February 1988, the Conference
decided to re establish the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Wenpons (Cb/805). At



its 446th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1988, the Conference decided to
re-establish the Ad Hog Committee on the Prev' ation of an Arma Race im Outer
Space (CDs816)., The President of the Conference and various delegation6 made
statements in connection with the re-establishment of that Committee. At its
466th plenary meeting, the Conference decided to re-establish the Ad Hog
Committee on the Comprehensive Programme of Diearmament, whose mandate had
expired at the end of the girst part of the 1988 session with the adoption of
the special report tc the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament (CD/848).

D. Participation of States not members of the Conference

10, In conformity with rule 32 of the rules of procedure, the following
States not memhars of the Conference attended plenary meetings of the
Conference s Austria, Bangladesh, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Republic of Korea, Senegal, Spain, Switserland, Turkey, Viet Nam and Zimbabww.

11, The Conference roceived and considered requests for participation in ite
work from States not members of the Cont =ace, In accordance with the rules
of procedure, the Conference invited:

(a) The representatives of i'orway, Fialand, New Zealand, Austria,
Ireland, Portugal, ziwbabwe and Greeuc to participate during 1988 in the
plenary meetings, and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Prevention
of an Arms Race in = 4r Space, Effective International Arrangements to Assure
Non-Nuclear-Waapon States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons,
Radiological Weapons and the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament)

(b) The representative of Spain to participate during 1988 in the
plenary meetings and in the above-mentioned subsidiary bodies as well ae in
the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Expert6 to Consider 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 subsidiary bodies on Chemical
Weapons, Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space, Radiological Weapons and
the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament;

(d) The representative of Switzerland to participate duzing 1988 in the
plenary m.etings and in the subsidiary bodies on Chemical Weapons, Prevention
of an Arms Race in Outer Space and Radiological Weapons;

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

(£) The representatives of viet Nam, Bangladesh, the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea and the Republic of Korea to address the plenary during 1988
on the -ompreh. 1\@ive programme of disarmament.



E. Expansion of the membership of the Conference

12, The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of its membership
is duly recognized by the Confarence.

13. Requests for membership had beea received from the following non-member
States, in chronological order: Norway, Finland, Austria, Turkey, Senegal,
Bangladesh, Spain, Vviet Nam, Ireland, Tunisia, Ecuador, Cameroon, Greece,
Zimbabwe and New Zealand,

14, During its 1988 session, the Presidents of the Conference conducted
continuing consultations with the members, in accordance with established
practice, on the selection of additional members. Members of the Conference
also engaged in consultation6 on this important question. Those consultations
were held in pursuance of paragriphs 16 and 17 of the report of the Conference
to the forty-second session of the General Assembly (CD/787). 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 Western 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)
respectively. The Qroup of 21 noted that it would select its candidate6 when
there is agreement on concrete way6 and mean6 for implementing the
above-mentioned decision.

15, The Conference will further intensify its consultation6 with a view to
taking a positive decision at its next annual session and will inform
accordingly the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly.

the Conference
F. Improved and effective functionlng of

16. During 1988, statement6 were made at plenary meetings of the Conference
on it6 improved and effective functioning, including statements on the two
report6 (Cb/wp.286 and 341) submitted by the informal group of seven members,
acting on a personal basis, which was established t0 cnsider and make
suggestions on the subject. 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 Conference; (b) participation of scientific and technical expert6
in the work of the 7 nuference; (C) non-governmental organizations;

(d) disarmament consultative council) (e) time, duration and organisation of
the annual session; (f) membership of the Conference. The informal group of
seven members agreed to transmit to the Conference idea6 and suggestions on
the first three questions, while the latter three contained opt.ions, the
consideration of which could not be concluded in view of the limited time
available. The Conference also devoted six informal meeting= to the
consideration of those reports, as well as to the question in general and to
the future examination of the subject.



17. The socialist States proposed that the work of the Conference be put on a
more intensive footing by making it work throughou* the year with two or three
breaks. They favoured a more active involvement of experts and scientific
centres and proposed the establishment of a consultative council at the
Coufarence with the participation of world-renowned scientists and publie
officials. They also advauced the proposal of holding sessions at the level
of Ministers for Foreign Affairs in times of oritical importance. It is their
opinion that the Conference might become, in the future, a permanent universal
organ of disarmament negotiations, Members of the Group estressed that
difficulties in the preparation of the annual report to the General Aseambly
often emerged when it had not been possible to set up subsidiary bodies with
suitable mandates. Socialist States supported the establishment of ad hoa
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 socialist Stater continued to support the decision 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
necessity to provide for the full participation of all States willing 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 Seven in its present forem,
considering at the same 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 CD/WP,341 contained a number of
useful euqgeetione. The socialist States pointed out that the negotiations on
guestions of security and disarmament, which were conducted on a multilateral
as well as a bilateral basis, should complement one another.

18. Members off 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 report6é of the Qroup of Seven. BSome Western
delegations emphasized 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 delegations also maintained that universal membership would
not make the Conference more effective and would duplicate the functions of
deliberative 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
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be facilitated by simplifying present procedures. However, other members of
the Group expressed doubts about the advisability of changiuqg the practice of
prior consideration, during each annual session, of requests for participation
from non-members, Consideration could also be given to exploring 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 sessions t O
substantive werk, Regarding the decision-making process of the Conference
they stressed that at could only conduct its work under the rule of

consensus. I+t wus axso 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 Gemeral Assembly devoted t O
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 summarise
statements already contained in verbatim records. While indicating pr ef erence
for the automatia continuation of some subsidiary bodies from year to year,
Western countries expressed serious doubts with respect to the suggestion of
establishing ad hog 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
necessarily for negotiation, 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 t 0 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 subsidiary 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 partiaipstion of its members in a personal capacity, as ia their
view this was the only »asis 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 CD/WP,286 and CD/WP.341 contained a number of
useful suggestions which the Conference could consider implementing. One
delegation 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 difficult and slow it could not be said that it had been impossible
for the Conference to achieve concrete results. The advanced state of
negotiation6 in the field of a chemical weapons convention was « case in point.



19. Members of the Group of 21 stressed the importance of maintaining the
political 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
sesslon. It was noted, in this connection, 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 reliablu information as to why progress, in their view, had not been
made. The Qroup supported the establishment of ad _heg committees for each
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
accomplished. In that respect, it was stated that the general negotiating
mandate of the Conference was fundamental and that rule 23 of the rules of
procedure could only be interpreted in this context. 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 size. With regard to the agreement on
expansion by four members, the Qroup reiterated that the decision adopted at
the second special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament
should be implemented simultaneously. In this connection 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
call for an updating of the agenda through the addition of new items relevant
to the work of the Conference, as reflected in the decalogue. It was also
noted that the importance of organisational arrangements should not be
over-emphasised, as political conditions were determinant in achieving
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
results,

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 Cb/wP.286 was a
consensus paper by the Qroup of Seven in 1987. |t considered that the present
annual schedule and division of the Conference’s annual session into two parts
should be maintained, with the possibility of ad _hoc 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 Conference. In this regard,
the rule of consensus should be applied with the acceptance of eaah candidate
on a case-by-case basis. It appreciated 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 purt in the work of the subsidiary bodies were subject t 0 decisions by
the Conference) these decisions should remain in effect for as long as the
related subsidiary bodies were at work.

21. While the exchange of views held in the Conference on the question of its
improved and effective functioning was not conclusive, 1ts 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
consideration of all aspects of the question of its improved and effective
functioning at its next annual session.

G. Measures xelating 10 the financial situation
of the United Nations

22. At the 436th plenary meeting, on 2 February 1988, the Personal
Representative of the United Nations Secretary-Qeneral and Secretary-General
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
allocated to it, 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 the duration of the annual
session. Those savings would mean the allocation t 0 the Conference of

10 meetings per week, with full servicing, and 15 meetings per week, also with
full servicing, during the sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Boientific Experts
to Consider International Co-operative Measures to Deteot and ldentify 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 same plenary meeting, the President of the Conference stated that
the Conference agreed to the arrangements described by the Secretary-Qeneral.

H. Communications f£rom non-goveranmental organizations
24. In accordance with rule 42 of the rules of procedure, 1ists of all

communications from non-governmental organizations and persons were circulated
to the Conference (documents CD/NGC.17 and CD/NGC,18).
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[11, SUBSTANTIVE work OF THE CONFERENCE DURINQ ITS 1988 SESSION

25, The substantive work of the Conference during its 1988 seassion was baaed
on its agenda and programme of work, The 1ist of documents issued by the
Conference, as well as the texts of those documents, are included a8
appendix | 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 Il to the report,

26. The Conference had before it a letter dated 21 January 1908 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations (Cb/793) transmitting all the
resolutions on diearmament adopted by the General Assembly at its
forty-second session in 1987, including those entrusting specific
responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmamentl

42726 A Cessation of all nuclear-test explosions
42727 Urgent need for a comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty

42/31 Conclusion of effective international arrangements on the
strengthening of the security of non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

42/32 Conclusion of effective international arrangemente to assure
non-nuclear weapon States againet the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons

42/33 Prevention of an arms race in outer space

42/35 Prohibition of the diavelopment and manufacture of new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons

42/37 A Chemical and bacteriological (biological) weapons

42,38 B Prohibition of the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons
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27. At the 436th plenary meeting of the Conference, on 2 February 1988, the
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-Qeneral and
Secretary-General of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a message from
the Secretary-Qeneral of the United Nations at the opening of the 1988 session
(CD/PV.436),

28. In addition to documents separately ligted under specific items, the
Conference received during the :cond part of the 1988 session the following:

(a) Document cp/842, dated 22 July 1966, submitted by the delegation of
Poland, entitled "Communiqué of the meeting of the Political Consultative
Committee of the States Parties to the Warsaw Treaty';

(b) Document cps844, dated 29 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, entitled “Joint statement at the
Moscow Summit, dated 1 June 1988, issued following the meeting between
M. 8. Gorbachev, General-Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of the Soviet Union and R. Reagan, President of the United States of
America";

(c¢) Document €D/846, dated 29 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the United States of America, entitled “Joint statement between tae
United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics issued following
meetings in Moscow, USSR - 29 May to 1 June 1988";

(a) Document Cbs/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”,

A. Nuclear-test ban

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 18-29 July 1988.

30. The Conference had before it the progress reports on the twenty-fifth and
twenty-sixth sessions of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Ex, arte to Consider
International Co-operative Measures to Detect and Identify S8eismic Events as
contained in documents CD/sl6 and cb/853. The Ad_Hog Group 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 cb/852, dated 5 August 1988, submitted by the delegations
of Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka and Yugoslavia entitied “Proposed
amendment to the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in
Outer Space and Under Water, on +he twenty-fifth anniversary of its signing”;
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(b) Document Cbs860, dated 22 August 1988, submitted by the delegation
of Venesuela, entitled "Tnkxt of a communication sent by the Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Venezuela to the Foreign Ministers of the Depositary
Countries of the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphert., in
Outer Space and Under Water, concerning a proposed amendment to the Treaty
submitted jointly by the Governments of Indonesia, Mexico, Peru, Sri Lanka,
Venesuela and Yugoslavia')

(c) Document Cp/862, duted 23 August 1988, submitted by Norway, entitled
“Verification of a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban! Establishing a Global
Seismological Network Incorporating Small-Aperture Ar.ays")

(d) Document €D/863, detuwd 23 August 1988, submitted by the delegation
of Csechoslovakia, entitled “Draft mandate for the Ad Hee 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
its successive Presidents, a wmumber of informal consultations on the
establishment of an ad hog 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 session, was contained in paragraphs 42 to 56 of the special report
of the Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834).

34. In accordance with its programme of work for the second part of the .988
session, the Conference continued its informal consultations on the
establishment of a subsidiary body on ltem 1 of its agenda. No consensus,
however, could be reached on any of the proposals submitted, 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 the 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 ending the qualitative improvement of nuclear
weapons and the development of new types of such weapons as well as of
preventing their proliferation. several 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 Righth Conference of Heads of State or
Government 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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multilateral nuclear-tes: ban treaty prohibiting all nuclear-weapon tests by
all States in all environments for all time. These delegations also recalled
that the special ministerial meeting devoted to disarmament issues of the
Co-ordinatlng sureau of the Non-Aligned Countries held at Havana in May 1988
had insirted on the immediate need for all states to negotiate and sign a
comprehensive test-ban treaty and 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 called for serious
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 Government 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
stress .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 submitted in 1987 by 8 of its members in document CD/772 and through
which the Conference on Disarmament would decide “to establish an ad heg
committee on item 1 of its agenda with the objective of carrying out the
multilateral negotiation of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban treaty”. In
connection with the submission of that proposal, which was .onsidered to be a
good basis for discussions on the subject by all groups, except for a group of
Western States, it was stated that each delegation would be entitled to make
an interpretative declaration of the meaning and scope it atiributed 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 and 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 if a similar flexibility was reciprocated by the other groups the
new draft mandate could replace the one contained in document CD/520/Rev.2 of
21 March 1986. Members of the Qroup continued to maintain that the mandate
contained in ¢cps521, 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 flexibility. Somemembers
of che Qroup also expressed their readiness to consider 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 ¢n/863, as a possible approach for
negotiating a compromise formula. Some other members of the Group reiterated
that the convergence of views on this item should facilitate the adoption of a
negotiating mandate for an gd haec committee in the Conference On Nisarmament.
Members of the Qroup stated that over the years the Group of 21 had repeaterly
demonstrated its flexibility in the search Sor a consensus on the
establishment Of an ad he¢ committee 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 €b/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 acveptable by the Group of Socialist
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 basis for developing a consensus. Some members of the Group, commenting
on the negotiations between the two major nuclear-weapon States on nuclear
testing on a stage-by-otage basis, reiterated their view that the existing
bilateral 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 requireq,
in their view, was thut all nuclear tests be completely prohibited.
Intermediate agreements to limit testing would serve a useful purpose only if
they served to aurb the qualitative development of nualear weapons and
constituted steps towards the conclusion of A comprehensive test-ban treaty at
an early and specified date. In thia regard, several delegations recalled the
statement made by the six heads of State or Government of the 8ix 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
acceptable. We stress once again that a comprehensive test ban is
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/43/7125-8/19478, annex)

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

37. During the second part of the session, five members of the group that
co~-sponsored Ganeral Assembly resolution 42726 B informed the Conference that
they had formally submitted to the three Depositary Governments of the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space and

Under Water, on the twenty-fifth anniversary of its signature, an amendment
proposal intended to convert that Treaty into a comprehensive teet ban
(CD/852). Another member of the group further informed the Conference on
Disarmament of its similar action in this regard (CD/860).

38. During the session, members of the Group of Socialist 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
measures for halting the nuclear.-arms race and preventing the proliferation of
nuc lear weapons, Members of the Group further believed that all avenues
ehould be used to achieve progress on that priority issue, including,

Anter alia, bilateral, trilateral or wultilateral negotiations, appropriate
interim measures and the convening of a conterence of States Parties to the
1963 Partial Test Ban Treaty to consider possible amendmentn aimed at
converting it into a comprehensive test ban. While expres~ing 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 interest
in the parallel work within the Conference on Disarmament aimed at an early
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achievement of a comprehensive teat ban. In thet connection, they considered
the mandate proposal of the Group of 21 (Ch/829; as a good basis for etarting
practical work on the item. At the same time, they lent their support to a
mandate proposal made initially on an informal basis by one of the members of
the droup in April 1987 and formally tabled as CD/863. Members of the
S8ooialliat Group also advocated the setting up by the Conferenae of a special
group of scientific experts who should be requested to aubmit recommendations
on the atructure and tunctions of a system of verification for any possible
agreement not to conduct nuclear-weapon tests as well an ths establishment of
an international system of global radiation safety monitoring involving the
use Of space communication links.

39. A nuclear-weapon State, member of that Group, stressed throughout the
sesslon its oontinued commitment to an early aahievement of a comgrshensivo
test ban and its readiness to use all possibilities leading to the fulfilment
of that objective. While pursuing with another major nuclear-weapon Stats
full-saals stage-by-stage negotiations leading to a complete ban on nuclear
testing, it continued to support parallel efforts within the Conference on
Disarmament aimed at the preparation of a multilateral treaty on the complete
and general prohibition of nuclear-wenpon tests, |t also supported in
principle the idea of expanding the scope of tho 1963 Moscow Treaty by a ban
on underground nuclear tests.

40. A group of Western countries continued to stress during the session its
commitment, to a ban on all nuolear tests by all States in all environments for
all time as well as ite readiness to contribute to that objective by actively
participating in practical work within a subsidiary body of! the Conference on
Disarmament on that issue. In thnt context, membore of tho group repeatedly
stressed that the draft;. mandate contained in CD/521 as well as the draft
programme of work aontained in CD/821 continued to provide a viable framework
in which to commence and carry out the substantive examination of many iesues
relating to a comprehensive test ban. As was made clear then, the terms of
Ch/521 represented a compromise proposed by a group of Western States. None
the less, they oxpraosod their readiness to enter into discussions of a
mandate proposal made initially on an informal basias by the President of the
Conference for tho month of April 1987 and formally tabled as CD/863, as a
poesible basis for reaching agreement on the establishment of an ad .heg¢
committee under itam 1 of the agenda, They noted the same willingness had
boon expressed by the Group of Socialist States and by a nuclear-weapon State
not belonging to any group, but expressed regret;, howovor, thst a similar
indication had not been given by the Group of 21. Indeed they noted that no
reply had been given by the Croup of 21 to requeats that it agree simply to
begin discussions on ths basis of CD/863. In response to the tabling of the
draft mandate contained in ¢ps829, a group of Western Stateas indicated that
the text. wau the same HA that given in CD/772 on which its porition had
already boon made clear; the statements of’ the Group of 21 with regard to
their nsw flexibility had not been substantiated by an-y alteration in the text
of the mandate; and the suggestion that ¢ns/829 could be adopted through the
enunciation of overtly different interpretations of its terms would lead to
confusion in the purpose of any work that might: be conducted under such
conditions. Members Of the group further maintained that the stage-by-stage
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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 verification 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 remained its
long-term objective to be achieved in the context of significant 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 conditions.
It continued %o pursue with another major nuclear-weapon State agreements on
nuclear-testiag on a stage-by-stage basis leading - in association 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 sice, the first phase of which apparently went as
planned at its test site, 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.
Immeodiately after that, it expected to enter negotiations on ways to implement
a step-by-step programme of limiting, and ultimately ending, nuclear testing,
in assvciation 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 objective of a comprehensive nuclear-test ban. It
remained ready to take part in substantive work in a subsidiary body of the
Conference on issues such as scope and -rerification. |In its view, as well as
the need for effective verification, political and security realities had to
be taken into account. It also considered that tho stage-by-stage approach,
being pursued in the bilateral negotiations on the subject, offered the best
hope of progress.

43. Another Western nuclear-weapon State reiterated its view that

internntional commitments in the field of nuclear testing can be considered
only i~ the overall context of nuclear disarmament, and maintained that che
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cessation of nuclear-weapon testing was not a pre-condition for progre.s
towards nuclear dlsarmament but, on the contrary, could become significant at
the end of a long-term process resulting in real and effective nuclear
disarmament. It again st:e#ssed that it could not agree to the obsolescence of
its limited nuclear deterrent and that it had conducted only the nuclear
explosions necessary to maintain its credibility. It also stressed that, in
the context of deep reductions of nuclear weapons, the problem of reliability
of the remaining weapons could, in its view, only become more important. It
was therefore not in a position to participate in work whose objective was the
negotiation ¢ an agreement to which it could not subscribe.

44, Yet another nuclear-weapon State, not belonging to any group, continued
to strecs 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. It reiterated its
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 as its flexible approach with regard to that body’s terms of reference.

45. The Ad Hag Qroup of Scientific Experts to Consider International
Co-operative Measures to Detect and identify Seismic Eveants 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 tests
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 Ad Hoc Qroup since the beginning of the second part of the
1982 session and including the tirst part of the 1988 session was contained in
paragraph 56 of the Conference's special report to the third special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament (Cb/834). During the second
part of the session, the Ad _Hoc Group continued to review a draft of its fifth
report to the Conference, describing initial concepts for a modern
international seismic data exchange system based on the expeditious exchange
of waveform (ievel |l1) and parameter (Level 1) data and the processing of such
data at International Data Centres (IDCs). The Qroup also continued its
discussions on plans for the conduct of a large-scale experiment (GSETT-2),
which would have as its main focus the exchange of seismic waveform segments
(Level Il data) and the analysis of those data at experimental international
data centres (EIDCs). This experiment, which would also cover signal
parameters (Level | data), weuld be conducted using accessible channels of
communication, including the World Meteorological Organisation/Global
Telecommunications System (GT8) and satellite transmission where pc..sible. 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 session (Cbs/853), that as a result of certain start-up activities
being carried out, the first phase of the GSETT-2 had commenced.
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B. Cesgation of the nuclear-armsa race and nuclear disarmament

46. The item on the agenda entitled "Cessation of the nuclear-arms race and
nuclear disarmament” was considered by the Conference, in accordance with its
programme of work, during the periods 15-26 February and 18-29 July 1988.

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

(a) Document €Ds/835, dated 6 Juiy 1988, 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 1988";

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

(c¢) Document CD/837, dated 7 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, ratitled "Twentieth
anniversary of the Non-Proliferation Treaty8 Statement by the Secretary of
State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs, Sir Geoffrey Howe, 1 July 1988";

(d) Document cp/838, dated 7 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of
the Unlon of Soviet Socialist 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 Pxravda of
1 July 1988";

(e) Document CD/839, originally submitted on 7 July 1985 and dated
13 July 1968, submitted by the delegation of the United States of America,
containing texts entitled "Presiuential statement commemorating the twentieth
anniversary of the signing of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons” and “Statement by Marlin Fitzwater, Assistant to the President for
Press Relations”!

(£) Document cprs841, 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' 3

(g) Document ¢p/850, dated 1 August 1966, submitted by the delegation of
Egypt, entitled “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";
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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. Hawke, 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*y

(1) Document €D/966, dated 31 August 1988, submitted by the delegation
of Canada, entitled "statement by the Right Honourable Joe Clark, Secretary of ,
State for External Affairs, on the occasion of the twentieth anniversary of
the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)".

48. In accordance with its programme of work, the Conference held, during the
1988 session, under the guidance of its successive Presidents, 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 since the
beginning of the second part of the 1982 gession, including the first part of
the 1968 session, was contained in paragraphs 57 to 76 of the special report
of the Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament (Cb/834).

50. In particular, at the 451st 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 ad hec committee on item 2 of the agenda.

In accordance with that proposal, the Conference would establish an ad hoc
committee under item 2 of its agenda and would request it, as 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 multilateral negotiations, On behalf of the Group of
Western States, it was stated that although Western delegations were prepared
to participate in informal plenary meetinqge on the subject matter of item 2,
they had not boen convinced that creation of a subsidiary body would
contribute to the cause of nuclear disarmament and, therefore, were not in a
position to join in a consensus With regard to the proposed mandate. The
President of the Conference noteA that there was NnO consensus at that time on
the draft mandate contained in document cD/819. The delegation of the
nuclear-weapon State not belonging 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
States, 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
consensus 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 still not been possible to set up a subsidiary
body on item 2. It was further stated that the Group of 21 remained firmly
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committed to the implementation of paragraph 50 of the Final Doaument of the
firat special session devoted to disarmament and that the eetabliehnment by the
Conference of a subsidiary body on item 2 of its ag-nda provided the best
means to achieve that objective.

81, Also, during the first part of the 1988 seseion, the documents relating
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 cp/800). 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 nuclear and space
talks.

52, In accordance with its progrsmme of work for the second part of %he 1988
seseion, the Conference continued its informal consultations on the proaedural
aspects 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 Conference on Disarmament were present at one of
the first eliminations of misesiles 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 early
conclusion of a treaty on 50 per cent reductions in their strategic offensive
armg. Some delegation8 expressed the view that the effect of any such
guantitative cuts would be negated if the arms race war 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 political will, all obstacles could be removed, including
verification.. 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 reversed. New nuclear weapon6 were
still 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 joint statemont
issued by them at the Moscow summit (CD/844 and cD/846) as well as the
Agreement on Notifications of Launches of Intercontinental Ballistic 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 fo:
signature of the Treaty (cp/835, 836, 837, 838, 839, 841, 850, 855 and 866,
and Cbh/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 its 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
all nations had a vital interest in negotiations on nuclear disarmament,
because the existence of nuclear weapons in the arsenals of a handful of
States and their quantitative and qualitative development directly jeopardized
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 goal 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-sighted policy, 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
considered that the doctrines of nuclear deterrence, which in the ultimate
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 quantitative and qualitative
development of nuclear armaments and led to greater insecurity and instability
in international relati ns. Military doctrines based on the possession of
nuclear weapons and thus explicitly or implicitly admitting the possibility of
the use of nuclear weapons, were indefens vle, for it was unacceptable that
the threat of annihilation of human civilization be used by some States to
promote their security. The future of mankind could not be made hostage to
the perceived security regrirements 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 bisarmament as the sole multilateral
negotiating body to Play its role. 8some delegations pointed out that the
encouraging conditions now emerging in international relations should
stimulate disarmament negotiations in a multilateral sphere. In this respect
they regretted that an underlying and unjustified sentiment of mistrust
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peraisted with regard to the constructive negotiating tasks the Conference on
Disarmament could accomplish in the field of cessation of the nuclear-arm6
race and nuclear diearmament, Accordingly, the Qroug of 21 reiterated its
proposal regarding the setting up by the Conference of a subsidiary body
entrusted to elaborate on paragraph 50 of the Final Document of the first
special session devoted to disarmament and to identify substantive issue6 for
multilateral negotiation of agreements, with adequate measures of verification
and in appropriate stages, for the cessation of the qualitative improvement
and development of nuclear weapons systems; cessation of the production of a3l
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
occasion of the twentieth anniversary of the opening for signatura of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, some delegation6
emphasized the need for strengthening the non-proliferation régime by
additional measures such a6 the conclusion of a comprehensive test-ban treaty,
the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free sones, assurances to
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of nuse of nuclear weapons,
the promotion of co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear technology and
the adoption of measures at the bilateral and regional levels, to promote
mutual confidence among countries of different areas of the world about each
other’6 nuclear programmes. During the second part of the session, one member
of the Qroug circulated a document, originally issued at the third special
session devoted to diearmament, containing an action plan for ushering in a
nuclear-weapon-free and non-violent world order. The plan called for
negotiation6 towards a binding commitment for elimination of all nualear
weapon6 by the year 2010 (CD/859). The action plan is divided into three
stages and over a period of 22 years presents a programme for the elimination
of all nuclear weapons. While nuclear disarmament form6 the ceantral element
of the plan, at each stage, other measure6 are also included to further the
process in a comprehensive manner. The hope is 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 multilateral verification system under the aegis of tha
United Nations, as an integral part of a strengthened multilateral framework
required to ensure peace and security during the process of disarmament, a6
well as in a nuclear-weapon-free world. A number of member6 of the Group
reiterated that the participants in the bilateral talks should keep the
Conference on Disarmament appropriately informed on the progress achieved in
their negotiations. 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 increaslng the
threat of annihilation posed by the very existence of such weapons. Other
member6 of the Group called to mind the Treaty’s significant contribution to
international stability and security,

58. Member6 of the Group of Socialist States continued to stress the primary
importance they attached to the cessation of the nuclear-arms race and nuclear
disarmament. While underlining the significance of the bilateral effort6 to
conclude a treaty on a 50 per cent reduction in the two major nuclear-weapon
States’ strategic offensive weapons, 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 multilateral negotiations on the subject. They also generally
supported a comprehensive proposal put forward in 1988 by a member of the
Group of 21 (CD/859) . Members of the Group consistently criticized 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, inter alia, made by a number of
members of the Conference on Disarmament, a nuclear-weapon State, member of
the Socialist Croup, presented, at the 47let plenary meeting on 4 August 1908,
its detailed account of the status of the bilateral 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 (cbs649). 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 negotiations, should be complemented by efforts on a multilateral
level. 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 possibllity 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 reason, it suggested starting to identify in
practice the substance of possible multilateral measures in this field. The
delegation concerned also proposed a series of points for the activities of
the Conference; establishment of a comprehensive, phased programme with an
agreed timetable for the complete elimination of nuclear weapons; preparation
of principles to serve a6 a basis for implementing nuclear disarmamentl
examination of the relationship between nuclear disarmament measures and
measures for reducing conventional weapons, of the order in which nuclear arms
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 all nuclear Powers at the stags of romplete elimination
of their nuclear weapons. On the question of security concepts relating to
nuclear arms, the same delegation compared the criterion of a “reasonably

ouf ficient level” with the concept of deterrence based on the threat of use of
nuclear weapons, a concept that, in its view, aimed at military superiority
and constituted the basis for continuation of the arms race. It advocated the
establishment of a comprehensive system of international peace and security to
replace the deterrent role played by nuclear weapons.

60. Members of the Qroup of Western countries vontinued to stress the
importance they attached to the subject-matter addressed under the agenda
item, in particular to substantial and verifiable reductions of nuclear
weapons, In this context, taey welcomed the ongoing bilateral negotiations
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 weapons. Delegations of the Group considered that the
establishment of a subsidiary body was 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 Group also
emphasized that nuclear-arms reductions could not be divorced from other
disarmament measures and should be pursued so as to enhance international
stability and security. In this regard, it was noted that deterrence could
not be assigned a purely nuclear status and that there wers instance6 of
competition in arms at regional rather than global level, typically in
conventional arms, which often were the product of mutual suspicion and
military and foreign policies, 1In 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 noted that it made a major
contribution to internaticnal peace and security end they urged universal
adherence to it.

1. One nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group observed that it
did not believe that an arms race could be deelt with as an abstract issue,

It was essential to take into account the tensions between States or groups of
States that caused a buiid-up of arms. BStates hac acquired nuclear weapons
for the same reason that made them decide to acquire conventional ones - to
enhunce security. Nuclear weapons, it reiterated, were an essential component
of the strategy of deterrence, which, in its opinion, contributed to
proserving peace between supsr-Powers and their allies, and such weapons would
remain pert of its arsenal for the foreseeable tuture.
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62. Another nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group stressed that
its security would depend for the foreseeable future on nuclear deterrence,
Meanwhile, its aim was to maintain continuing security and peace at lower
levels of nuclear forces, combined with complete elimination of chemical
weapons and proqgresa 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 aimed at

step-by-s tap mutual, balanced and effectively verifiable agreements. It
welcomed progress in this direction. Given the minimum nature of its own
nuclear deterrent, it did not see 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
dofensive capabilities, it would be ready to review its position.

63. A nuclear-weapon State belonging to the Western Group reaffirmed its
support for steadily greater nuclear-arms control. From that point of view,
it stressed 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 strategic weapons. While recognising the
importance of the INF Treaty, it stressed that it should not be expected to
lead to the denuclearization of Europe and that the priority in this region
was the establishment of conventional stability, That State recalled that it
would be willing to take part in the process of nuclear disarmament as soon as
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 weapons.

64. One nuclear-weapon State, not belonging tO any group, reiterated its
consistent call for the complete prohibition and thorough destruction of
nuclear weapons, It had repeatedly stated that its limited nuclear force
solely served defence purposes. It had undertaken, since the first day of its
possessiun of nuclear weapons, not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
under any circumstances and unconditionally pledged not to use or threaten to
use nuclear weapong against non-nuclear-weapon States or nuclear-weapon-free
gones. It held that the two States possessing the largest and moat advance
nuclear arsenals bore special respongibility for curbing the nuclear-arms race
and carrying out nuclear disarmament. It was of the view that the signing and
entering into force of the INF Treaty between them, a first positive step
towards nuclear disarmament., should be followed, inter alia, by an agreement
on the 50 per cent reduction of their otrutoqgic nuclear woapone. It
maintained that, to promote nv~lear disarmament, great importance should 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, production and deployment
of all types of nuclear woapons and drastically reduce them, so as to create
favourable conditions tor the convocation of a broadly representative
international conference with the participation of all the nuclear-weapon
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States to discuss measureas for further nualaar diearmament and thorough
destructlon o f nuclear weapons. It was of the view that the nualear-arms race
should stop both quantitatively and qualitatively, It also agreed that
bilateral and multilateral negotiations ehould complement eaah other and
reiterated its support for the eetablienment by the Conference on Disarmament.
of a subsidiary body under item 2 of its agenda,

65. Some delegations drew attention to paragraphs 72 to 76 of the speaial
report of the Conferenae on Disarmament to the third special seasion of the
General Aseembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834), which noted the significant
gontribution existing and future nuclear-weapon-free sones made to
international arms aontrol and disarmament ef forte.

C. Prevention of nuglear war, including all related mattexs

66, The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of nualoar war, including all
related matters" wae considered by the Conferenae, in accordance with its
programme of work, during the periods 7-11 March and 8-12 Auyuet 1988,

67. The following new documents were submitted to the Conferenae in
connection with the item during the segond part of tho 1988 session:

(a) Doaument Cb/845, dated 25 July 1988, submitted by the delegatlion of
the Union of Soviet 8oacialist Republios, entitled "Text of the Agreement
between the Union of Soviet Snoialist Republios and the United States of
America on Notifications of Launaheo of Interaontinontal Ballistic Missiles
and Submarine-Launched Ballistic Missiles, signed in Moeaow on 31 May 1988")

(b) Doaument €D/847, dated 28 July 1958, aubmitted by the delegation of
the United Statoo of America, entitled “Text of the Agreement Between the
United States of! America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republice on
Notifications of Launches of Intercontinental Ballistio Migsiles and
Submarine-Launahod Ballistic Missilos, signed in Mosuow on 31 May 1988".

68. In connection with agenda item 3, consultations were held under the
guidance of the President of the Conference to vonslder an appropriato
organizational arrangement: to deal with tho item, Including proposals for the
establishment of a subgldiary body, but no agreement could bo reached during
thosa congultations.

69. At the 457th plenary mooting, on 14 April 1988, the Confarence had before
it for decision a draft mandate for an ad hog committee on agenda ltem 3,
proposed by the Croup of 21 (CD/51%/Rev.4). Under the propovsed mandatoe, the
ad hoc committee would, as a firat atop, consider all. proposals relevant to
agenda item 3, including epproprieto and practical measures far the prevention
of nuclear war, The Group of Western States could not: assocliate itself with a
consensus on the propocod mandate. T he Group was disappointod that such a
mandate was once again put hefore the Conference for decision since it did not
facilitate work on the subject. The Croup also stressed the aignificance it
attached to an In-depth consideration of item 3 since the time it had been
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insoribed on the agenda of the Conterence and thue regretted that it had not
been possible to reaah agceement. on an appropriate format for ruah
consideration. 1t expreased the hope that it would still prove poasible
during the 1988 session to have a subatantive discussion of all the aspects
involved in agenda item 3. It stated its continued willingness to jointly
search for and define an appropriate framework for dealing with tho agenda
item, The Group of 21 regretted the inabllity of the Conference to set up an
ad_hoo committee under agenda item 3, It noted that, in deference to the
position of other delegations, it had put forward a non-negotiating mandatr
that would permit a thorough consideration of all aspects - legal, political,
technical, military - of all thm proposals before the Conference., It believed
that suoh consideration would not only contribute to a better understanding of
the subject but almo pave the way for negotiations for an agreement on tho
prevention of nualear war, an objective that could not be achieved through
discussions in plenary or informal meetings. TheGroup ® xpreaxed the hope
that the importance of the matter would lead to a re-thinking on tho part of
those who had expressed reservation0 on the proposed mandate, Tho Group of
Socialist States expressed its full support for the draft. mandate proposed by
the Group of 21 and ragratted that the Conference was not in a poasition to
adopt it. It noted that the proposed mandate was goal-oriented, tlexible and
comprehensive and dealt equally with all the elements of thr agenda item, thus
allowing far the consideration of both the prevention of nuclear war and of
all related matters. While the Qroup believed that a subsidiary body would be
the moot appropriate format to deal with agenda item 3, it. stated that it was
open to other procedural arrangements that would allow the Conference to
commence concret.e Work on the 4 tem. One nuclear-wsspon State, not belonging
to any group, could accept the draft mandate contained in dooumont
CD/515/Rav.4 and agreed that, meanwhile, the Conference could algo carry out
its work on item 3 in other forms,

10, In the absence Of consmenkus ON an appropriate format to deal with item 3,
irsues concerning the prevention of nuclear war, 1 ncluding all related matters
werea addressed at. plenary meetings of the Conference,

1., The Group Oof 21 relterated its conviction that the greatest peril facing
mankind was the threast. to gurvival posed by nuclear weaponm and that,
consequently, the prevent ion of a nuclear war was a matter of the highest
priority. ft., therefore, noted with concern that no progress had boon madr in
the Conference on item 3 since its inclusion In the Conference's agenda as a
neparate item. The Group of 21 consistently expressed Lhe belief that tho
wurest. way to remove the danger Of nuclear war lay in the elimination of
nuclear weapons and that, pending the achievement. of nuclear dimarmament, the
use Or threat of use Of nuc lear wespons should be prohibited., The Group of 21
considered that. while nuclear-weapon States had the primary responsibility for
avoiding a nuclear war, glven the catastrophic consequences that such a war
could have for mank { nd us a whole, including the danger of a nuclear winter,
nll nations had n vital intereat in the negotiation of measures Lor the
prevention of nuclear war. In this regard, the droup recalled the repeated
regquests addressed to the Conterencea by the Uaneral Assembly to undertake, an
N matter of Lhe highest priority, negotiations wi th a view to achleving
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agreement on appropriate and praatiaal measures for the prevention of nualear
war and to establish fox that purpose an ad hea committee, The Qroup
reaffirmed that it was unscceptable that the security of all States and 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 nuciear war
cannot be won and must never be fought and stated that it was time to
translate it into a binding commitment. Members of the Grnrup consideresd that
the bolief in the maintenance of world peece thrcugh nuclear deterrence was
the nost dangerous fallacy that existed, Members of the Qroup also considered
that nuclear weapons posed a unique threat to human survival and, therefore,
aould not accept 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 af mass
destruction, the Charter of the United Nations could not be invoked to justify
their ury in the exercise of the right of self-defence 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
Government of Non-Aligned Countries that nuclear weapous 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 State or Govermr~ent of Non-Aligned Countries, stated 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, pendlng 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
rndopted by the heads of State or Govermment of Argentina, Greece, India,
Mexico and Swedea and the First President of Tansania (Cb/807), that no nation
has the right to use nuclear weapons and that their use should be explicitly
prohibited by international law through a binding international agreement.

72. Tha socialist countries reaffirmed that the prevention of nuclear war was
tha most urgent task at present. They believed that changes in international
relations, the increasing interdependence of States, and the existence of
weapons of unprscedented 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 nuclear 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 cases of armed attack not involving the use »f nuclear weapons, 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 .ummit meetlng at; Geneva between Qensral Secretary
Gcsbachev and President Reagan that a nuclear war cannot be won and musi never
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be 2ought, that any war between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republfas and
the United States of Amarica, 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 superlority. 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 present-day conditions, recourse to military mean8
to resolve any disputes was inadmissible. They pointed to tae 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 themselves the target of an armed
attack, by their firm intention not to be the first to use nuclear weapons, by
the absence of territorial claims on their part to any other States, and by
tae fact that they did not view any State or any people as their enemy. They
noted the proposals of the States parties to the Warsaw Treaty to the member
States of the North Atlantic Alliance to enter into aonrultations in order to
compare the military doctrines of the two alliances, so as to guarantee that
the military concepts and doctrinea of the two military blocs acd their
members would be based on defensive princlples. Other possible subjects for
consultation included imbalances and assymetrical levels in certain categories
of armaments and armed forces, Thwy noted that, in conformity with the
defennive nature of their military doctrine, they were pursuing the following
objectives; first, general and compiete prohibition of nuclear testing, the
gradual reductior and fina. elimination of nuclear weapons and the prevention
of an arms race in vuter space; second, prohibition and elimination of
chsuioal weapons and other categories of weapons of mass destruction; third,
reduction oc the armed forces and conventional armsments in Europe to a level
where neither side would have the means to stage a surprise attack or
offensive operations In general; fourth, strict verification of all
disarmament measures through a combination of national technical means and
international procedures, including the establizhment of appropriate
international bodies, the exchange of military inftormation and on-rite
inspections? fifth, establishment of nualear-weapon-free and
chemical-weapon-“ree zcnes in various areas of Europe and in other regions, as
well as sones of thinned-out arms concentration and increased mutual trust,
introduction of military confidence-building measures on a reciprocal basis in
Europe and agreeme.:ts on ouch measures in other regions of the world,
including seas and oceans; sixth, they regarded the division of Europe ax
unnatural and favoured the simultansous 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 Group for the complete eliminatjon of nuclear weapons and nther weapons
of mass destruction by the end of the year 2000 and the prohibition of
space-strike weapons, They also reiterated the importance of commitments on
non-first-use of nuclear weayons and reiterated their support for the propoeal
for the conclusion 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
attacks. [n this context, attention was drawn to the agreement aonaluded by
the two major nuclear-weapon States on the establishment of nualear-risk
rrduation centres and its two protoaole (CD/814 and 815) and to their
agreement on notifiaation of launches of intercontinental and
submarine-launched ballistic missiles (CD/845 and 847).

73. Western delegations, inaluding three nualear-weapon States, while
reaffirming that they attached the utmost importanao to agenda item 3,
underlined that ite titla “Prevention of nuclear war, inaluding all 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 question at issue wae how to
maintain peaae and inteinational security in the nualear age, They stressed
that thie comprehensive apyroach to the pre.ention of war wae in no way
designed to belittle the aataetrophic oonsequenaee and the inadmissibility of
a nuclear war, They underlined the effectiveness of nuclear deterrence in
preventing war and preserving peace in Europe since 1945, while noting that
millions of aaeualtiee have been inflicted around the world in non-nualear
aonfliate during the same period. They noted that large numbers of human
beings continued to be killed in aonventional ware. They also observed that
doterrence was not a Western pnenomenony rather, it wae a faat of life and a
key element in the military doctrine of the other side. Western delegations
further considered that deterrence kad made a eignifiaant aontribution to
East-West stability. They shared tha views expressed by General Secretary
Qorbaahev and President Reagan in their joint communiqué 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 emphasired that that etatement reflected the
comprehensive nature of the problem and the need to addres= the question of
war prevention in all its aspects. They held that, in the preeent
circumstances, nuclear weapons aontinued to be a basic element in the balance
needed to maintain peace and security. They pointed to the existence of
serious 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, each element being
indispensable. At the same time, Western countries reitert«ted 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 use
of forae and to eettle all disputes by peaceful means, was a key element in
:he prevention of nuclear war. They also stressed the importance of deep and
verifiable reductions of nuclear weapons, but considered that reductions in
one claee of weapons must not make the use of other types of weapons more
probable and that, therefore, in order to maintain stability and security, it
was necessary to take into account the thr~~* nosed by conveut: .:.al and
chemical weapons. Western countries highlighted the significant contribution
of confidence-building measures to lessening the danger of ..ar, including
nuclear wer. Beyond that, they noted the value of measures t0 recuca the
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risk of the initiation of nuclear war by miscaloulation, misinterprutation or
accident and reference was made to the activation of a third
direat-communications system between the two major nuclear-weapon Staces and
to their agreements on the establishment of nuclear-risk reduation centres
(CD/814 and 815) and on the notification of launches of intercontinental snd
submarine-launahed ballistic missiles (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
environment. It believed that to safeguard peace and security it wae
imperative to oppose heguM8is® end power politics, check aggression and
expansion and eliminate regional trouble spots. It was of the view that all
countries should honour the principles of mutual respect for sovereignty and
terr. torinl integrity, mutual non-aggression, non-interference in eaah other 's
internal affairo, equality and mutual benefit, and peaaeful coexistence. 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. |t recalled that it had
always held that the fundemental way to the elimination of the nuclear threat
and the prevention of nuclear war lay in the complete prohibition «.d total
destruction of all nuclear weapons, It held that the two major nuclear Powers
bear a special responsibility towards the prevention of nuclear war. In its
view, to reduce the danger of a nuclear war and create conditions 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 €tates or nuclear-weapon-free sones and, on this basis, en
international convention prohibiting the use of nuclear weapons should be
concluded, with the participation of all nuclear-weapon States. It further
considered that, aloug with the prevention nf nuclear war, conventional wurs
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.

D. Chemical weapons

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

76. The list of new docunents presented to the Conference under the agenda
item is contained in the report submitted vy the Ad_Heog Committee referred to
in the following paragraph.

77, At its 483rd plenary meeting, on 20 September 1988, the Conference
adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Committne re-established by the Conference
under the agenda item at its 438th plenary meeting (see para. 9 above). That
report (CDs/874) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:
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"|, INTRODUCTION

"1, At its 438th plenary meeting on 9 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament. adopted the following decision on the re-establishment of the
Ad Hog Committee on Chemical Weapons (CD/805) ¢

‘The Conferenae on Disarmament, keeping in mind that the negotiation
of a Convention should proceed with a view to its final elaboration at
the earliest posasible date, in accordance with United Nations General
Assembly resolution 42737 A, and in discharging its responsibility to
conduct as a priority task the negotiations on a multilateral convention
on tha 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 re-establish, in
accordance with its rules of procedure, for the duration of its
1988 session, the Ad Hoa Committee to continue the full and complete
process Of negotiations, developing and working out the convention,
except for its final drafting, taking into account all existing proposals
and drafts ae well as future initiatives with a view to giving the
Conference a possibility to achieve an agreement as soon as possible.
This agreement, if possible, or a Report on the progress of the
negotiations, should be recorded in the report which this Ad Hog
Committee will submit to the Conferenae at the end of the second pai t of
its 1988 session.

‘The Conferexrce further decides that ti.e Ad _Hog Committee wlll
report to the Conference on the progress of its work before the
conclusion of the first part of its 1988 session, in view of the
convening of the Third Special Session Of the General Assembly devoted to
disarmament.

“Il «+ ORQANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2. At its 438th plenary meeting on 9 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Bogumil g€ujka of Poland as Chairman of the
Ad_Hoc Committee. Mr. Abdelkader Benemail, Senior Political Affairs Officer
of the Department for Disarmament. Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of
the Ad_Hog Committee,

"3. The ad.Ho¢ Committee held 21 meetings from 12 February
to 12 September 1988, In addition, the Chairman held a number of
informal consultations with delegations.

“4. At their request, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conterenc2 participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria,
Denmark, Greece, Finland, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Spain,
Turkey, Switzerland and Zimbabwe,
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"5, In accordance with the above-mentioned decision (CD/805), the A4 Hoc
Committee presented to the Conference a Special Report in view of the
convering of the Third Special Session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted t O
disarmarent (CD/831 and Corr.1l) which contained an account of the work done by
the Ad Haoe Committee since the Second Special Session of the Qeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament in 1982.

"6, During the 1988 session, the following official documents dealing with
chemical weapons were presented to the Conference on Disarmament.

- cp/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 chamical weapons at a mobile unit '".

- CD/790, dated 13 January 1988, entitled “Letter dated 12 January 1908
from the Representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, addressed
to the President of the Conference on Disarmament, transmitting the tent of
the Statement by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics of 26 December 1987".

- CD/791 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.183), dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled “Verification of
non-production” : the case for ad ho¢ checks’.

- CD/792 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.184), dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled “ Super-toxic
lethal chemicals (S8TLCs)" .

- CD/795, dated 29 January 1988, entitled “Report of the Ad Hog Committee
on Chemical Weapons to the Conference on Disarmament on its work during the
period 12-29 January 1988".

- CD/802 (also issued as Cb/CW/WP.186), dated 5 February 1988), submitted
by the delegation of the United States of America, entitled “Threshold for
monitoring chemical activities not prohibited by a convention”,

- Cp/805, dated 9 February 1988, entitled “Decision on the Re-establishment
of the Ad Hou 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
Socialist Republics, addressed to the President of the Conference on
Disarmament, transmitting a document entitled ‘Memorandum on multilateral data
exchange in connection with tho elaboration of a conventicn on the complete
and general prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons (proposnl hy
the USSR ) '".
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-~ CD/809 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.189), dated 26 February 1988, submtted
by the delegation of Argentina, entitled "Assistance for protection against
chem cal weapons".

- CD/812, dated 4 March 1988, submitted by the del egation of the German
Denocratic Republic, entitled "Chem cal Wapons Convention: The Executive
Council: conposition, size, decision-nmaking and other procedural nmatters".

- CD¥821 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.196), dated 29 March 1988, subnmitted 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 ofthe Conference on Disarmanent transmtting a
text of the Statement of the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs of the USSR on
16 March 1988".

- CDs822 (al so i ssued as CD/CW/WP.197), dated 29 March 1988, submtted by
the delegations of the Federal Republic of Germany and Italy, entitled "The
order of destruction of chemcal weapons".

- CDs823, dated 31 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of Canada,
entitled "Chem cal Wapons Convention: Factors involved in determning

verification inspectorate personnel and resource requirements""'.

- cDsB826, 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 Irag and Iran".

- Cb/827, dated 12 April 1988, entitled "Letter dated 11 April 1988 from
t he Pernmanent Representative of the Islamc Republic of Iran addressed to the
President of the Conference on Disarmament, containing the |ist of occasions
of use of chemical weapons by Iraq against Iran from January 1981 to
March 1988".

- Cbrss28, dated 12 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of the Federal
Republic of Germany, entitled "Provisions of data relevant to the chenical
weapons convention”.

- CD/830 (also issued as cpscWw/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 Disarmanent
transmitting the text of a docunent entitled 'Infornmation presented to the
visiting Soviet delegation at the Tooele Arny Depot, 18-21 Novenber 1987"'.

- CD/ 831 and corr.1, dated 20 April 1988, entitled "Special Report of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on Chenical Wapons to the Conference on Disarmament"”.

- Cp/s843, dated 25 July 1988, subnmitted by the delegation of Finland,

entitled "Letter dated 21 July 1988 addressed to "the President of the
Conference on Disarmament fromthe Charge d affaires a.i. of Finland
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transmitting a document entitled, ‘Standard Operating Procedurea for the
Verification of Chemical bisarmament: D,1, A Proposal for Procedure6
Supporting the Reference Database '".

CD/049 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.205), dated 28 July 1988, submitted by
tha delegation of the United States of America, entitled “Destruction of
Chemical Weapons Production Facilitias".

- CD/854, dated 8 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of Australia,
entitled “Latter dated 8 August 1988 from the Permanent Representative Of
Australia addressed to the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament
transmitting a statement by Mr, Bill Hayden M.P., Australian Mi, ister for
Foreign Affairs and Trade, dated 5 August, on the subject of the use of
chemical weapons in the Gulf War”.

- Chs356, dated 17 August 1.988, submitted by the delegation of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled “Working paper: Past
production of chemical warfare agents in the United Kingdom”.

- Cps857, dated 12 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of Norway,
entitled “Letter dated 12 August 1988 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament. from the Chargé d'affaires a.i. of Norway
transmitting a Research Report entitled ‘Verification of a Chemical Weapons
Convention 1+ Developmoxrt of Procedures for Verification of Alleged Use Of
Chemical Warfare Agents. Part, VII"",

- Cbs861, dated 22 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of Norway,
entitled “Verification of alleged use of chemical weapong",

- Cbs865, dated 30 August 1988, 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 Canada to the
Conference on Disarmament., transmitting Compendia comprising plenary
statements and working papers relating to chemical weapons from the 1987
sasslon of the Conference on Disarmamant".

- CD/869 (also issued as CD/CW/WP.210), dated 6 September 1988, submitted
by the delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled “Verification
of non-production of c¢hemical weapons | ad heg checks”.

- CDh/871 (also issued as Ch/CW/WP,212), dated 12 September 1988, submit.ted
by the delegation of the German Democratic Republic, entitled "Chemical
weapons convant ionl provision o f data relovant t.o the chamical weaponn
cvnvsntian”

- CD/872, dated 12 September 1988, submitted by the delegation of

Australia, entitled "Letter dated 12 September 1988 from the Permanent.
Representative of Australia, addressed to tho Secrotary Genernl of the
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Conference on Disarmament transmitting a statement made in Canberra on

9 septembar 1988 by the Australian Minister for Foreign Affairs and Trade,
Senator Gareth Evans, on the reported use of chemical weapons ngainat Kurdish
tribes in Northern lraq”.

- CD/873, dated 12 September 1988, submitted by the delegation of Finland,
entitled “Letter dated 2 September 1988 addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent Representative of Finland
transmitting a doaument entitled ‘Computer-aided techniques for the
verification of chemical disarmement: E. 1 verification database'".

"7. In addition, the following Working Papers were presented to the Ad_Hag
Committeet

- CND/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 Germany, entitled “Verification of
non-production: the case for ad hog checks".

- CD/CW/WP.184 (also issued as CD/792), dated 25 January 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the Federal Republic! of Germany, entitled “Super-toxic
lethal chemicals (8TLCs)".

- CD/CW/WP.185, dated 27 January 1988, entitled "Draft Report of the Ad_Hog
Committee on Chemical Weapone to the Conference on Disarmament on its work
during the period 12-29 January 1988”.

- CD/CW/WP.186 (also issued as CD/802), dated 5 February 1988, eubmittsd by
thn delegation of tho United States of America, entitled "Thresholds for
monitoring chemical activities not prohibited by a convention”.

- CD/CW/WP.187, dated 12 February 1988 entitled, “Working Paper presonted
by the Chairman: outline for the organisation and programme of work of the
Ad Hog Committee on Chemical Weapons for the first part of the 1388 sersion",

- CD/CW/WP. 188 (also issued as CD/808), dated 19 February 1988, entitled,
“Letter dated 18 February 1988 from the Representative of t-he Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, addressed to the President of the Conference on
Diearmament, transmitting a document entitled ‘Memorandum on multilateral date
exchange in connection with the elaboration of a convention on the complete
and general prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons (proposal by the
USSR)'".

- CD/CW/WP. 189 (also Lssued as CD/80Y), dated 2 6 February 14988, submitted

by the delegation of! Argentina, entitled "Asaistance for proteaction against
chemical weapons".
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- Cp/CW/WP. 190, dated 9 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of Italy,
entitled “Convention on ¢nemical Weapone : some remarks on thn toxicity index
(LD SO) chosen as parameter Lo identify chemicals not listed in Schedules [1],
(2} or [3]".

- CD/CW/WP.1901, dated 11 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republ { ¢ of Oormany, entitled “Some aspocte of a challenge inspection
régime",

- CD/CW/WP, 192, datad 11 March 1908, submitted by the delegation oOf the
Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Non-production: Annex to
Article VI {1]".

~ CD/CW/WP.193, dated 18 March 1988, oubmitted by the delegation of
Austria, entitled “Article vi",

~ CD/CW/WP. 194, datod 18 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Qerman Democratic Republic, entitled "Chemical weapons convention: provisions
to enaure tho confidentiality of infoxrmation provided in connection with
vurif ication activities”,

~ CD/CA/WP. 195, dated 22 March 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled "Article VII Régime for chemicals in
Schedule { 1}".

- CD/CW/WP.196 (also issued as CD/821), Hated 29 March 1988, entitled
“Letter dated 28 March 1988 from the representative of the Union of Soviet
Boclialist Republics to the President of tho Cvnfarenco on Disarmamant.
transmitting a text of the Statement of tho Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
USSR on 16 March 1988",

- CD/CW/WP.197 (also issued as CD/822), dated 29 March 1988, submitted by
the deleyations of the Federal Republic of Oormany and Italy, entitled "The
order of destruction of! chemical weapons™.

- CD/CW/WP.198, dared 5 April 1988, submitted by the delegaticn of the
German Democratic Republic, entitled “Chemical Weapone Convention8 on-glte
inspectivu 0 N challonge -guidelines on tho International Inspectorate’,

- CD/CW/WP,199, dated 7 April 1988, submitted by the delegation of France,
entitled “Security stocks: proposed smendments',

- CD/CW/WP.200, dated 15 A pr il 1988, entitled “Draft Special Roport of tho
Ad. Hoc Committee on Chamicnl Weapons to the Cvnforonce on Disarmament".

-~ CD/CW/WP.201 (also issued as (D/830), dated 19 April 1988. entitled
"Letter dated 18 April 1988 from the Representative of the United States of
America addressed vo the President of the Conference on Digarmamant
transmitting the text of a documont. entivled ‘Information prenonted to the
vigiting Soviet delegation at the Tooele Anmy Dapot, 18 21 Novemher {9/,
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- CD/CW/WP. 202, dated 8 July 1968, entitled "Programme of work fOr the
oeaond part of the 1988 seasion",

- CD/CW/WP. 203, dated 19 July 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Netherlands, entitled "Provislon of data relevant to the chemical weapons

convent:ion".

-~ CD/CW/WP.204, dated 19 July 1488, submitted by the delegation of the
Federal Republic; of Germany, entitled "Verif iaation of non-production of
ahemiaal weapons+ 'Sample Now, Analyse Later’ ( LNAL) aystem for the
retrospective verification of non-produation”.

- CD/CW/WP.20% (ales issued as CD/849), dated 28 July 1988, submitted by
the delegation of the United 8tates of Ameriaa, entitled "Destruction of
Chemical Weapons Production Facilities”,

- CD/CW/WP,206, dated 10 August 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, entitled “Provision of
data relevant to the Chsmiaal Weapons Convention”,

-- CD/CW/WP.207, dated 16 August 1988, submitted by tho delegation of the
Federal Ropublia of Qermany, entitled "Provision of data relevant to the
Chemical Weapons Convention”,

- CD/CW/WP. 208, dated 28 August 1968, submitted by the delegation of the
German Demouratic Republic, entitled "Outline of a manual tor the activitioes
of inspectors nonducting inepections under Article I1X of tha Convention",

- CD/CW/WP.209, dated 1 September 1988, entitled “Draft Report of tho
Ad Hog Committee on Chemical Woapons to the Conforenve on Disarmament",

- CD/CW/WP.210 (also insued as CD/869), dated 6 SBeptember 1988, submitted
by tho delegation of the Federal Republic of Germany, entitled "Verification
of non-production of chemiocal weapone ¢ ad hou checks",

- CD/CW/WP.211, dated 7 September 1988, submitted by the delegation of the
Union of Soviet Boclalist Republlcs, ontitled "Assessment or t he French
propueal on securi ty stocks".

- CD/CW/WP.212 (also issued anr CD/871), dated 12 September 1988, submitted
by tho delegation of the German Democratic Republic, entitled "Chemioal
wo0apono convent iont provision of data ralevant tO the chemicval weapons
convant.ion",

CD/UW/WP.213, dated 12 Septamber 1988, entitled: "Trial Inapectionn:
Working Paper by the Chalirman of the opon-ended conaultations".
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"111.  SUBSTANTI VE WORK DURING THE 1988 SESSI ON

"8. In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Conmittee continued the
negotiation and further elaboration of the convention. In so doing, it
utiliaed Appendices I, Il and IIl of CD795 (Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on

Chemi cal Weapons on its work during the period 12-29 January 1988), Appendi ces
| and Il of CD/831 and Corr.1 (Special Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on
Chemical Wapons to the Conference on Disarmanent), as well as other proposals
presented by the Chairma: of the Committee and by del egations.

"9, The Conmittee agreed to deal with a2l the Articles of the draft
convention as follows:

"Cluster |:

- Article I: General provisions on scope

- Article Il: Definitions and criteria
*'Quster 11:

- Article I11I: Decl ar ati ons

- Article IV Cheni cal weapons

- Article V. Cheni cal weapons production facilities

- Aticle X Assi stance

- Article VI: Activities not prohibited by the convention

- Article Xl: Econonmic and technol ogi cal devel oprment
"Cluster IV:

- Article VII: National inplenentation measures

- Article VIIl: The Organization

- Article IX Consul tations, co-operation and fact-finding
"Cluster V:

- Article XIl: Relation to other international agreements

- Article XIIl: Anmendnents

Article XIV: Duration, wthdrawal

Article XV: Signature, ratification, entry into force
- Article XVI: Languages

- Preanbl e

“To this end, it was agreed that Goup A under the Chairmanship of
Mr.Andrej cimaof Czechoslovakia, would deal with Articles VI and XI; that
Goup B, under the Chairmanship of M. Pablo Macedo of Mexico, would deal with

Articles I, I, IIl, IV, Vand X; and that Goup C, under the Chairmanship of
M. Sadaaki Numata of Japan, would deal with Articles VII, VIIl and IX  The
Chairman of the Ad Hoe Conmittee conducted open-ended consultations aimed at

the elaboration of Articles X1, X1I, XIV, XV XVI and the Preanble. Under
the auspices of the Ad Hoc Conmittee, and at the request of the Ad Hoc
Committee Chairman, Anbassador Rolf Ekéus of Sweden held informal, open-ended
consultations to prepare the ground for multilateral trial inspections in the
chem cal industry.
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"IV. CONCLUR'.ONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

“10. - Appendix_L represents the present stage of elaboration of the
provisions of the draft Convention.

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

*11, The Ad_Hog Committee recommends to the Conference on Disarmamentr

"(a) that .ppendix | to this Report be used for further negotiation and
drafting of the . >nvention;

"(b) that cther documents reflecting the results of the work of the
Ad Hogc committee, as contained in Appendix Il to this Report, together with
other relevant present and future documents of the Conference, also be
utilised in the further negotiation and elaboration £ the Convention;

"(¢) that the Committee will further examine in full tue question of
undiminisghed security during the destruction period, starting with the
inter-sessional work in 1988. Such further examinacion should include the
guestion of the proper place in the text of the Convention for provisions
concerning this isswe. To this end, some material relevant to the issue is
reproducad in Appendix |11, on the understanding that it does not constit-ite a
precedent for future reports.

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

"(i) that, in preparation for the resumed session, open-ended
consultations of the A4 Ho¢ Committee be held between
29 November and 15 December 1988 including, when necessary,
meetings with full services;

“(ii) that the Ad_Hoc Committe+ hold a session of limited duration
during the period 17 January to 3 Februsry 1989.

"(e) that the Ad_Hwe Committee be re-established at the outset of the
1989 session an?® that the decision on Chairmanship and mandate of the
Ad _Hoc 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 negotiations:

“Documents sha.l only be 1isted in reports t» the United Nations

General Asssmbiy. No document shall be listed in more than one such
report..
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"preamble A/

"patermined to act with a view to achieving effective progress towards
general end complete disarmament under striat and effective international
control, including the prohibition and elimination of all types of weapons of
mads destruction,

"Deglring to contribute to the realigation of the Purposes and principles
of the Charter of the United Nations,

"Regalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations Organization
has repeatedly condemned all actions contrary to the principles and objectives
of the Protocol for Prohibitior of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Pofsonoue
or Other Gases, and of Bacterjoiogical Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva oOn
17 June 1925,

"Regognlging that the Convention reaffirms principles and objectives of
and obligations assumed under the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, and the
Convantion on the Prohibition of the Development, Produatioa and Btockailing
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction
signed at Tondon, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972,

"Rearing in mind the objective aontainsd in Article IX of rue Convention
on the Prohlbition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction,

"Retermined for the rake of all mankind, to completely exclude tha
posaibllity of the use Of chemical weapons, through the implementation of the
provisions of this Convsntlon, thereby complementing the obligations assumed
under the Geneva Protocol of June 1925,

"Considerinyg that the achievements in the field of ahomiatry should ba
uged exclusively for the benefit of mankind,

"Convinged that the complete and effective prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and their

daotruction, represents a necessary step towards the achievement of these
common objectives.

"Have.agreed as fol lows |

"1/ Some delegations consider that the texts contained in the Preamble
require further consideration.
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|,  GENERAL PROVISIONS ON SCOPE L1/ 2/
“l. Each State Party undertakes not tol

develop, produce, otherwise acquire. atockpile or retain chemical
weapons, O I transfer, directly or indirectly, chemical weapona t O
anyone.

“2. Eaoh state Party undertakes not tor

asslet, anoourage or induce, in any way, anyone to engage in
activities prohibited to Parties under this Convention,

"1/ One delegation poiatyd aut, in CD/CW/WP.199 of 7 April 1988, the
preoccupying effects, in its view, on the security of States deriving from the
very large disproportion, during the transitional period, between existing
chemnical weapone capabilities . In this oontext, it reoalled its opinion that
it is neceeeary to provide for the possibility, fo the States which wish to
do so, to eetablieh, upon try into foroe of the Convention and until the end
of the lo-year period, a traneitory régime organizing a limited security stock
which would be destroyed during the lest two years. The building up and the
maintenance in good condition of this stoak would be ensured by one single
production facility attached to it, placed under international control, end
destroyed during the ninth year.

"2/ Other delegations stressed that, in their view, the continuation of
the production of chomioal weexons after the entry into force of the
Convention would have precccupying effects from the point of view both of the
spread of chemical weapone and of he distortion of the very objective of the
Convention. As to the disproportion between existing chemical weapone
capabilities, the solution would be, in their view, the strict implementation
of the Convention's provisions concerning the declarations, verification,
continuous monitoring of stocks, their subsequent destruction and the
cessation of the production «f chemical weapons from the heginning.
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"3, Each State Party undartekes not to use chemical weapons. L/ 2/

“4, [Each 8tate Party undertakes not to [conduat other activitiea in
preparation for use of ahsmical weapons] [engage in any military preparations
for use of chemical weapons]. )

“§, Eaoh State Party undertakes to destroy chemical weapons which are in its
possession or under its [jurisdiotion or’] control, 3/

"8, Eaah State Party undertakes to destroy chemical weapons production
facilities which are in its possession or under its [jurisdiction or] control,

"1/ It is underotood that this provision is clorrly linked to thr
definition of chemical weapons in another part of the Convention, the final
formulation of which is yet to be agreed upon. It is also underotood that
thieg provision does not apply to the use of toxic chemicals and their .
precursors for permitted purposes still to be defined and to be provi ded for
in the Convention. This provision is also closely linked to a provision in
the Convention to be agreed upon relating to resexvations.

"2/ The question of herbicides is subject t0 ongoing consultations.
The 1988 Chairman of these open-ended cunsultations has suggested the
following formulation foxr a provision on herbicides: "Each State Party
undertakee not to use herbicides ae a method of warfare) such a prohibition
should not preclude any other use of herblicides".

")/ The view was expressed that the application of this provieion to the
destruction of discovered old chemical weapons needs to be further discussed,
Another view wae expressed that the application of this provisicn doaes not
allow Eor any exceptions.
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“I1.DEFINITIONS AND CRITERIA
"For the purposes of this Conventicnr

“1.,2/ The term "“chemical weapons" shall apply to the following, togethsr
or separately: 2/

"(1) toxic chemioals, including super-toxio lethal chemioals, other
lethal chemicals, other harmful chemioals and their preocursors,
including key precursors [and key components of binary and/or
multicomponent chemioal systems for chemioal weapons), 3/ except
such chemioals intended for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention as long as the types and quantities involved are
oonslstent with such purposesr

"(i44) munitions and devices, specifiocally designed to cause death or other
harm through the toxic properties of those toxio chemicals, as
referred to above, whiah would be released as a result of the
employment of suoh munitions and devices;

"1/ 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-e the effect of the uss
of chemical weapons if their inolusion in the Convmtion is agreed could be
handled outside the definitions of chemioal weapons if this will result in a
more clear and understaniable definition. Preliminary suggestions to solve
these problems are given below and consultations on them will be continued.

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

"3/ Some delegations consider that further deliberation is required in
order to clarify at a later stage of the negotiations the implioations of this
definition for othor parts of the Convention. This applies to other relevant
parts of the Appendix. Other delegations consider that key oomponent of
binary and/or multicomponent chemical system for ahomical weapons means: a
component which poses a special risk to the objectives of the Convention as it
can be an integral part in a chemical weapons munition or device and can form
toxic chemicals at the moment of their employment and possesses the following
characteristice:t (a) reacts (in.eracts) rapidly with other component(s) of
binary anmd/or multicomponent chemical system during the munition’s Plight to
the target and gives a high yield of final toxic ck smical; (b) pleys an
important role in determining the toxic properties of the final product;

(¢) may not be used, or be used only in minimal quantities, for permitted
purposes; (d) possesses ths stublility necessary for long-term storage.
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"(ii1) any equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection
with the employment of such munitions or devices;

[The term "chemical weapons" shall not apply to those chemicals
which are not super-toxia lethal, or other lethal chemiocals and
whick are approved by the Consultative Committee for use by a Party
for domestic law enforcement and domestic riot aontrol purposes.]

[States Parties agree not to [develop, preduce, stockpile Or]
utilize for chemical weapons ahemicale intended to enhance the
effect Oof the use of such weaponas.]

"[2, “"Toxic chemicals'" means

ahemiaale [however or wherever they are produced], [whether produced in
plants, munitions or elsewhere) [regardless of the method and pattern of
production] whose toxia properties can be utilized to oauee death or temporary
or permanent harm, to man or animals involvinga]

"[2., ‘Toxic chemicals ' meoans !

any ochemical, regardless of its origin or method of produation which
through its ahemiaal action on life processes can cause death, temporary
inaapaaitation, or permanent harm to man or animale

"Toxie ahemicale are divided into the following categoriess])

"(a) ' super-toxic lethal chemicals ', which have a median lethal dose
which is less than or equal to 0.5 mg/kg (cubautaneour administration) or
2,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) when measured by an agreed method 1/ set
forth in . . . 2/

"(b) ‘other lethal ahemicale’, which have a median lethal dose which is
greater than 0.6 mg/kg (subcutaneou. administration) or 2,000 mg-min/m3 (by
inhalation) and 1ou than or equal to 10 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration)
or 20,000 mg-min/m3 (by inhalation) whnn measured by an agreed method oet
forth in . . . 27

"[(c) 'other harmful chemicals', being any [toxic] chemicals rot covered
by (a) or (b) above, [including toxic chemicals which normally cauve temporary
incapacitation rather than death] [at similar doses to those at which
super-toxic lothal chemicale cause death].]

"4/ It was noted that after such measurements had actually been
performed, the figures mentioned in this and the following section might: be
subject to alight vhanges in order to cover eulphur mustard gas under the
first category.

"2/ Recommended procedures for toxicity determinations arwv contained in
pages 138-142 of thin document.
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"[and 'other harnful chenicals' has a median |ethal dose which is greater
than 16 mg/kg (subcutaneous administration) or 20,000 mg-min/m3 (by
i nhal ation) .]

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

“(a) industrial, agricultural, research, medical or other peaceful
purposes, domestic |aw enforcement purposes; and nilitary purposes not
connected with the use of chemcal weapons.

“{b) protective purposes, nanely those purposes directly related to
protection against chenical weapons: 1/

"4, "Precursor’ neans:
a chemcal reagent which takes part in the production of a toxic chenical.
"{a) 'KeyPrecursor' neans:

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

"It may possess [possesses] the followi ng characteristics:

"“(i) It may play [plays] an inportant role in deternmning the toxic
properties of a [toxic chemcals prohibited by the Convention]
[super-toxic lethal chenical].

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

"[(iii) itmay[is] not be used, or [is] used only in nminiml quantities,
for pernmitted purposes.] 2/

"Key precursors are listed in .

"For the purpose of the relevant provisions in a Chenical Wapons
Convention key precursors should be listed and subject to revisions according
to [characteristics] [guidelines].

»1/ The suggestion that such permtted protective purposes should relate
only to 'an adversary's use of' chenical weapons was renoved pending a
decision on whether in the Convention the question of prohibiting other
mlitary preparations for use of chenical weapons than those nmentioned under
scope should be dealt with.

»2/ The position of this paragraph should be decided inrelation to how
somechemicals, for instance, isopropylalcohol, are dealt with in the
Convent i on.
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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 & list.

"[(b) Key component of binary and/or multicomponent chemical systems For
chemical weapons meanst: )

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

“5. The term ‘chemical weapons production facility': 1/

"(a) means any equipment, as well as any building housing such equipment,
that was designed, constructed or used since 1 January 1946:

(i) as part of the stage in the production of chemicals (‘final
technological stage’) where the material flows would contain,
when the equipment is in operation, any Schedule [1) chemical,
or any other chemical that has no use for permitted purposes
above . . . kilograms per year but can be used for chemical
weapons purposes) 2/ or

(i) for £il1l.a9 chemical weapons. 3/

"(b) does not include any facility with an annual capacity for synthesis
of chemicals specified in suhparagraph (a) (i) above that is less than
(1,000-2,000) kilograms. 4/ 5/

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

#2/7 Any such chemical should be included in a relevant schedule of
chemicals in the convention.

"3/ The filling of chemical weapons includes, inter alia:

- the filling of Schedule 1 chemicals into munitions, 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 disposition of such facilities should be decided in the context

of Articles Ill and VI of the Convention,

"5/ This threshold should be decided once an agreed definition for the
term "capacity" has been developed. Further work is needed on it , tak i ng i nto
account, inter alia, the report. onhowtodefine production capacity

reproduced in Appendix IL.
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“(g) does not include the single small-scale production facility provided
under the Annex to Article VI [1) of the Convention.

“I11 + DECLARATIONS 1/

"1, Eaah State Party shall submit to the Consu.tative Committee, not later
than 30 days after the Convontion enters into force for it, the following
declarationss

"(a) Chemical Weapous

"(1) whether it has any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or
control 2/ anywhere;

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

“(iii) 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 1946) [26 March 1975}.

"(b) Chemical Weapons Production Facilitiesg

"(1) whether it has any chemical weapons production facilities under its
jurisdiction or control anywhere or has had such facilities at any
time since (1.1.19461];

“(ii) 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, »r has had such facilities at
any time since {1.1.1946};

“(iii) whether it has transferred or received any equipment for the
production of chemical weapons [and documentation relevant to the
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].

"1/ The view was expressed that the Anne- to this Article needs to be
reviewed.

"2/ It is agreed that the concept of ‘jurisdiction or control’ requires
additional discussion and elaboration. To facilitate 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 Germany),
Dr. Széndsi (Hungary) and Mr. Effendi (Indonesia).
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"(c) Qther declarations 1/

"The precise location, nature and general scope of activities of any
facility and establishment 2/ on its territory or under ite jurisdiction or
under its control auywhere 3/ designed, conetruated or used since (1.1.46) for
development of chemical weapons, jinter alia, laboratories and test and
evaluation sites.

"2. Each State Party making affirmative statements in regard to any of the
provisions under subparagraphs la and Ib of this Article shall carry out all
relevant measures envisaged in any or all of Articles IV and V.

"1/ One delegation held the view that these provisions do not apply to
the production facility attached to the security stockpile as defined in
document CD/CW/WP.199.

"2/ The scope of the phrase ‘any facility and establishment is to be
clarified and an appropriate formulation found.

"3/ 1t is agreed that the concept of ‘on its territory or under its

jurisdiction or under its control anywhere’ requires additional discussion and
elaboration.
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"1y, CHEMICAL WEAPONS 1/

"1, The provisions of this article and its Annex shall apply to any and all
chemicel weapons under the jurisdiction 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 whicht

*(a) specifies the [precise location,] 2/ aggregate quantity and
detailed inventory of any chemical weapons under its jurisdiction or control;

"(b) report8 any chemical weapons on its territory under the
jurisdiction or control of others, including a State not Party to this
Convention;

"(c) specifies eny transfer or receipt by the State Party of any
chemical weapons since [1 Jenvary 1946] (26 March 19758] or any transfer of
oontrol by that State Party of such weapons) and

"(d) provides its general plan for destruction of its chemic' 1 weapons.

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

"g, Eaoh State Party shall 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 stocks to be dustroyed during
the next coming period, and shall include the precise location and the
detailed comnosition of the chemical weapons which are subject to destruction
during that period.

"s, Each State Party shalls
“(a) destroy all chemical weapons pursuant to the Order specified in

the Annex to Article IV, beginning ne®later than 12 months and finishing not
later then 10 years after the Convention enters into force for it;

"l 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 stock as defined in document CD/CW/WP.199.

"2/ One delegation reserved its position on this gquestion.
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"(b) provide information annually regarding the implementation of its
plans for destruction of chemical weapons; and

"(c) certify, not later than 30 days after the destruction process has
been completed, that all chemical weapon@ have been destroyed.

"e, Each State Party shall provide access to any chemical weapons
destruction facilities and the facilities’ storage for the purpose of
systematic international on-site verification of destruction through the
continuous presence of inepectore and continuous monitoring with on-site
instruments, in accordance with the Annex to Article IV.

“7. Any chemical weapons discoverel 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. 47 2/

"g. All location@ where chemical weapon@ ate [stored or) 3/ deattoyed ehall
be subject to systematic international on-site verification, 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 its territory chemical weapone whi.ch 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, The declaration, plans and information submitted by each State Party
under this article shall be made in accordance with the Annex to Article 111
and the Annex to Article V.

"[11, Reminderr undiminished security during the destruction period.] 4/

"1/ Consultation@ were carried out on this issue. The rr 2ults ate
reflected in CD/CW/WP.177/Rev.1l. Different views were expressed, intcr alia
on the question of the responsibility for the destruction of three weapons.
Further work is needed.

"2/ For some delegation@, the question of the applicability of this
Annex to obsolete chemical weapons (ordnance@) retrieved from the combat zones
of World Wat | will have to be resolved later.

"3/ One delegation reserved its position on this question.

"4/ The question of the proper place in the text of the Convention for

provisions concerning undiminished security during the descruction period is
to be further discussed.
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"v. CHEMICAL WEAPONS 1 DUCTION FACILITIES X/

“l.  The provisions 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. 27

"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 ¢losure.

"3. No State Patty shall comstruct any new facility or modify any existing
facility for the purpose of chemical weapcns 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 which:

"(a) specifies any chemical weapons production facilities under its
jurisdiction ot control, or on its tettitory under the control of others,
including a State not patty to this Convention, at any time since
(1 January 1946) [at the time of entry into force of the Convention};

"(b) specifies any transfer or any receipt by the State Party of any
equipment for the production of chemical wnapons [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];

"(c¢) specifies actions to be taken for closure of each chemical weapon@
production facility;

"(d) outlines its general plan for destruction for each chemical
weupons production facility, 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 facility for the purpose of [systematic] international on-site
verification of the declaration through on-site inspection.

"1/ One delegation held the view that the provisions of this Article
shall apply to any and all chemical weapons production facilities, except the
production facility asseigned to the security stock as dealt with in
dor.ument CD/CW/WP. 199,

"2/ It is understood that tha above provisions also apply to any
facility on the territory of another State [regardless vt ownership and form
of contract, on the basis of which they have been set up and functioned fo

the purpose@ of production of chemical weapons].
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"6. Each State Party Ghallr

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

"(b) provide access to each chemical weapons production facility,
subsequent to closure, for the purpose of systematic international on-site
verification through periodic on-site inspection and continuous monitoring
with on-site instrument6 in order to ensure that the facility remain@ closed
and is subsequently destroyed.

"7. Each State Patty shall submit detailed plans for destruction of each
facility not later than (3] [6] months before the destruction of the facility
begins.

"y, Each State Patty shall!

"(a) destroy all chemical weapons production faciliti.s, and related
facilities and equipment specified in Section I1-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 yrers, after the
Conventica enters into forcer

"(b) provide information annually reqarding the imp.ementation of its
plans for the destruction of its chemical weapon@ production facilities, and

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

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

"10. Each State Party shall submit all chemical weapons production facilities
to systematic international on-site verification through on-site inspectiorn
and monitorina with on-site instrumonts in accordance with the Annex to
Article V.,

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

(12, Reminder + undiminished security during the destruction period.] 1/

"1/ 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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"vi. ACTIVITIESNOT PROHIBITED BY THE CONVENTION 1/ 2/
“l. Each State Party:

“(a) has the right, subject to the provisions of this Convention, to
develop, produce, otherwise acquire, retain, transfer end use toxic chemicals
and their precursors for purposes not prohibited by the Convention.

"(b) shall ensure thst toxic chemi: ale and their precursors are not
developed, produced, otherwise acquired, retained, transferred, or used within
its territory or anywhere under its jurisdiction or control for purposes
prohibited by the Convention,

“2. Toxic Chemicals and their Precursors:

"(a) Toxic chemicals and their precursors considered in the Annexes to
article VI (1}, (2),1(3) and [...]), 3/ which could be used for purposes
prohibited by the Convention, as well as facilities 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 (1] Schedule {1) I Super-Toxic Lethal Chemicals and
[especially dangerous key precursors]
[key components of chemicals weapons
systerns]).

Annex to Article VI [2) Schedule (2]: Key Precursors.

Annex to Article VI [3) Schedule [ 31+ Chemicals produced in large commercial
guantities 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.

"2/ 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 coscwrswp.159 of 19 March 1987, which includes draft elements for
inclusion in the rolling text.

"3/ Some delegations ccnsider that these chemicals should be dealt
with in the Annex to Article VI {2 ) Schedule [2). Other delegations couns ider
that a separate Annex [4 ] is required. Until this issue is resolved, the
designation Annex to Article VI [...] is used.
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Annex to Article VI [., .13 Production of super-toxic lethal
chemicals not listed in Schedules [1].

“(b) The schedules of chemicals contained in the annexes may be
revised . Modalities for revision are contained in the Annex to
Article [VI] [0.]). L/

“3.  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 {1}, (2}, (3) and [...].

“4. Each State Party shall make an annual declaration regarding the relevant
chemicals in accordance with the Annex to Article VI (1), (2),[3) and {...]).

“5, Each State Party undertakes to subject the chemicals and [facility]
[facilities] under the Annex to Article VI [1] 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 [...] to monitoring by data reporting
and routine systematic international on-site verification, 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 ) to monitoring by data repotting,

"8. The provisions of this article 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 activities 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, ¢/ 3/

"1/ Furthermore, Work was carried out on guidelines for considering
inclusion of chemicals in Schedule [1}. The result of this work is enclosed
in Appendix Il to serve RR a basis for future work.

"2/ 1t was agreed that pt ovisions i.o ensure the confidentiality of the
information provided should be elaborat ed.

"3/ The inclusion 0f this paragraph in this Articleist o be
considered further.
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"9, In conducting verification activities, the ;lonsultative Conmittee)
shall:

"(a) avoid undue interference in the State Party’s peaca2ful chemical
activities;

"(b) take every pienaution to protect confidential information coming
to its knowledge in the implementation of the Convention) 1/ and

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

"10. For the purpore of on-site verification, each 8tate Party shall grant to
the (Consultative :sommittee) access to facilities as required in the Annex to
Article VI (1), [2]), [3) and [...].

"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

“Bach State Party to thir Convention rhall adopt any measures it
considers necessary in accordance Wwith its constitutional processes to0
implement this Convention and, in particular, to prohibit and prevent anywhere
under its jurisdiction or control any activity that a State Party to this
Convention is prohibited from conducting by this Convention.

"In order to implement these obligations, each State Party rhall,
according to its needs and specific conditions, designate or establish a
national authority. 1¢

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

"BEach State Party undertaker to co-operate with the Conrultative
Committee in the exercise of all its functions and in particular to provide
assistance to the Conrultative Committee including data reporting, assistance
for international on-site inspections, provided for in this Convention, and a
response tO all its requests for the provision of expertire, information and
laboratory rupport.

“N a t i o n a | 2/

"1/ It wae suggested that guidelines for the functioning of the
national authority for the implementation of the Convention be elaborated,

"2/ It was suqgested that no reference to National Technical Means is
needed in a future Couvention.
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“VIII, THE ORGANIZATION 1/

“A. Gepneral Provisions

"1, The States Parties to the Convention hereby establish the Organisation
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, to achieve the objectives 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
Organization.

"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.

"B. [The Copgsultative Committee] [The General Conference]
"(a) Composition, procedure and decision-making

“1. The [Coneultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall be composed of
all the sctates 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 advisers.

"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.

"3. The [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] shall meet in regular
sessions which should be held annually unless it decides otherwise. |t shall
meet in special sessions, 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 [8-10) 3/ [one third of] the States Parties. When
necessary a special session shall be convened at short notice.

"1/ One delegation has expressed 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 thic
guestion, there is a need to define the principles that will 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.

"3/ A view was expressed that a smaller number of States Parties
supporting such a request could also be sufficient.
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"4, Bessions ehall take place at the headquarters of the Organisation unless
the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference) decides otherwise.

"6, The [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall adopt its rules
of procedure, At the beginning of each regular session, it shall elect its
Chairman and such other officers as may be required, They shall hold office
until a new Chairmen and other ofticers are elected at the next regular
session.

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

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

"8, Decisions on questions of procedure, including decisions t0 convene
special sessions of the [Consultative Committee] (General Conference], rhall
be taken by a simple majority of the members present and voting. Decisions on
questions of substance 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 substance unlose
otherwise decided by the [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] by ths
majority required for decisions on questions of rubstance’ 1/ 2/

"(b) Powers and functions

"1, The [Consultative Committee] [Qeneral Conference] shall be the
[principal] [supreme] organ of the Organisation. It shall consider any
guestions, matters or issues 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 g/ on
any questions, 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 [assess]) review compliance
with it. It shall also oversee the activities of the Executive Council and
the Technical Secretariat and may issue guidelines in accordance with the
Convention to either of them in the exercise of their functions.

"1/ 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 should any decision be taken as to whe tLher o
Party is complying with th6 provisions of the Convention.
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"3, In addition, the powers and functions of the [Consultative Committee]
[General Conference] shall be1

"(i) To consider and adopt at its regular sessions the report of the
Organization, consider other reports 1/ and consider and adopt the
programme and budget of the Organisation, submitted by the
Executive Council)

“(i1) to [encourage]) [promote] international co-operation for peaceful
purpoeee in the chemical field;

“(iii) to review scientific and technological developments which could
affect the operation of the Convention)

"(iv) to decide on the scale of financial contributions to be paid by
States Parties; 2/

"(v) to elect the members of the Executive Council;
"(vi) to appoint the Director-General of the Technical Secretariat) 3/

“(vii) to approve the rules of procedure of the Executive Council
submitted by the latter;

“(viii) to eetablieh such subsidiary organs as it finds necessary for the
exercise of its functions in accordance with this Convention. 4/ 5%/

"(ix) ... &/

"1/ It has been proposed that report8 should be sent to the
United Nations.

"2/ The entire problem of the costs of the Organization needs to be
considered.

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

"4/ It has been proposed that a Scientific Advisory Council be
established as a subsidiary body.

“8/ It has been proposed that a Fact-finding Panel be established as a
subsidiary body.

"6/ The question of functions relating to the implementation of
Articles X and XI will be considered at a later stage. Other functions,
e.g. the action to be taken in the event of non-compliance by a State Party,
could be included as well.
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“4, The [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] shall, after the
expiry of 5§ and 10 years from the date of entry into force of this Convention
and at ouch other times within that time period as may be sgreed on, meet in
special sessions t0 undertake reviews of the operation of this Convention,
Such reviews shall take into account any relevant scientific and technological
developments. At intervals of five years thereafter, unless otherwise agreed
upon by a majority of the States Parties, further sessions of the
[Consultative Committee] [general Conference] rhall be convened with the same
objective. 1/

"[6, The Chairman of the [Conoultativi Committee] [General Conference) shall
serve as hon-voting Chairman of the Executive Council.]

"C. The Executive Council
"(a) Composition. procedure and decision-making

"(To be elaborated)

"(b) Powers and functions

"1, The Executive Council ehall be the executive organ of the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference], to which it shall be responsible. It rhall
carry out the powers and functiona entrusted to it under the Convention and
its Annexes, as well as such functions delegated to it by the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference], In so doing, it shall act in conformity
with the recommendations, decisions and guideline6 of the [Consultative
Committee] [Qeneral Conference] and assure their continuous and proper
implementation.

"2, In particular, the Executive Council shall:

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

"(b) supervise the activities of the Technical Secretariat;
"(c) co-operate with the appropriate national authorities of States

Parties and facilitate coneultatione and co-operation among States Parties at
their request;

"1/ The placement and wording of this provision as well as the
possible need for separate review conferences require further considerntion.
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"(d) consider any issue or matter within its competence, affecting 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]
[(General Conference];

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

"(£) 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)

"(g) conclude agreements with States and international orgaunizations on
behalf of the Organization, subject to approval by the [Consultative
Committee] [General Conference], and approve agreements relating to the
implementation of verification activities, negotiated by the Director-General
of the Technical Secretariat with States Parties;

"(h) (i) meet for regular sessions. Between regular sessions, it
shall meet as often as may be required Ear the fulfilment of
its functions;

[(ii) elect its Chairman;]

(iii) elaborate and submit its 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,

"3. The Executive Council may request the convening of a special session of
the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference]. 2/

"1/ 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 should request. the
convening of a special session of the [Consultative Committee] [General
Conference )} whenever obligations set forth in Article I of the Convention are
violated.
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"D. Technical Secratariat

"1, A Technical Secretariat shall be established to assist the [Consultative
Committee] [General 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 its Annexes, as well as such functions
assigned to it by the [Consultative Committee] [General Conference] and the
Executive Council.

"2, In particuler, the Technical Secretariat shalls

"(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-site verification for approval by the Executive
Council;

"(c) execute international verification measure provided for in the
Conventionr 1/

"(da) inform the Executive Council of any problems which have arisen
with regard to the execution of its functions, and of [doubts, amhiguities or
uncertainties about compliance with the Convention] which have cons to its
notice in the performance of its verificacion activities and/or which it 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
Convention; 2/

“(€£) 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 such other
reports be the Executive Council and/or the [Consultative Committee]
[General Conference] may request;

"(h) provide administrative and technical eupport 2/ ¢co the
[Consultative Committee] [General Conference], the Executive Council and other
subsidiary bodies.

POV,

"1/ It has been suggested that the International Inspectorate may
request inspections for some insufficiently clear situations in the context of
their syatematic verification activities.

"2/ The phrasing of this paragraph needs to be considered further in
the light of the elaboration of the relevant provision of the Convention, Tt
has been suggested that the technical assistonce O f evaluation may relate,
inter alia, to developing technical procedures, improving the ef fectiveness of
verification methods, and revising lists 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. (Quidelines on the International Inspectorate are
specified in. . . 1r

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

"5. The Director-General of the Technical Secretariat shall be appointed by
the [Consultative Conmittee] [General Conference] [upon the recomendation of
the Executive Council] 27 for [4] {5] 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 appointnment of the staff and the organisation and functioning of the
Technical Secretariat. The paranount consideration in the enployment of the
staff and in the deternination of the conditions of services shall be the
necessity of securing the highest standards of efficiency, conpetence and
integrity. Only citizens of States Parties shall serve as international

i nspectors oras other nembers of the professional and clerical staff. Due
regard shall be paid to the inportance of recruiting the staff onas wide a
geographical basis as possible. Recruitnment shall be guided by the principle
that the staff shall be kept to a mininum necessary for the proper execution
of its responsibilities.

"6. In the performance of their duties, the Director-CGeneral of the
Technical Secretariat, the inspectors and other menmbers of the staff shall not
seek or receive instructions from any CGovernment 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 Conmittee] [General Conference] and the Executive Council. In
particular, subject to such responsibilities, they shall not discloseto any
unaut hori xed persons any confidential information conming to their know edge 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.

"T. 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 nenbers of the staff and not seek to
influence themin the discharge of their responsibilities.

"1/ Because of considerations under way insomecapitals, the question
of how to approach these guidelines will be decided later. For the convenience
of delegations Attachnent (A) of the Report of the Co-ordinator for Custer |V
(cp/cwW/wp.175) for the 1987 session, conplenented by the work in Goup C
during the 1988 session, is included as Addendum to Appendix 1.

2/ It has been proposed that the Director-General of the Technical
Secretariat be appointed by the [Consultative Committee][CGeneral Conference]
upon the recommendation of the Secretary-CGeneral of the United Nations.
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“IX. CONSULTATIONS, C& OPERATION AND FACT--FINDING 1/ &/

"1, States Parties shall consult and co-operate, directly among themselves,
or through tl:e Consultative Committee or other appropriate international
procedures, including procedures within the framework of the United Nations
and in accordance with its Charter, on any matter whiah may be raised relating
to the objectives or the implementation of the provisions of this Convention,

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

this Convention.
"Procedure for reguesting clarificatic:

"3. A State Party shall have the right to raquest the Executive Council to
assist in clarifying any situation which may be considered ambiguous 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 its possession relevant to the situation which can dispel snen 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. In such a case, the following shall 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 considered 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).

"2/ One delegation held the view that the specific procedures of the

challenge inspection réegime applicable to the security stock shall be 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 mayrequest the Executive Council to obtain
fromthe requested stateParty further clarification.

"(e) For the purpose of obtaining further clarification requested under
paragraph 2 (a), the Executive Councilmayset up a group of experts to
examne all available information and data relevant to the situation causing
the doubt. The group of experts shall esubmitafactual report to the
Executive Council on its findings.

»(£) Should the requesting State Party consider the clarification
obt ai ned under paragraphs 2 (d) and 2 (e) to be unsatisfactory, it mayrequest
a special neeting of the gxecutive 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 neeting, the
Executive Council shall consider the matterand may reconmend any neasure it
deens 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 conpliance with the Convention. The Executive Council shall
respond by providing such assistance as appropriate.

"6. The Executive Council s.all informthe 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 conpliance have not
been resolved wthin (twoe nonths] 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
chal l enge procedure, it mayrequest a special session of the Consultative
Committee in accordance vrith Article . . . In such a special session, the
Consultative Conmittee shall consider the matter and mayrecommend any neasure
it deems appropriate to cope with the situation.]

"Procedure for reauestina a fact-findina nission

"The further contents of Article IX remain to be elaborated. 17

"1/ Consul tations on this issue were carried outby the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Conmittee for the 1987 session and the Chairman of Goup C for the
1988 session. The state of affairs, as seen by them is presented in
Appendix Il with the aimof frcilitating further consideration of the issue.

-72-



"X. ASSISTAIICE 1/
"X ECONOM C AND TECHNOLOG CAL DEVELOPMENT 1/
"XI'1. RELATION TO OTHER | NTERNATI ONAL AGREEMENTS 2/

"Nothing in this Convention will be interpreted as in any way inpairing
the obligations assuned under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in
War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Qther Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods
of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925 and in the Convention on the
Prohi bition of the Devel opment, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
(Biological) and Toxin Wapons and on Their Destruction, signed at London,
Mbscow and Washington on 10 April 1972.

"X, AVENDMVENTS 2/
"XIV.  DURATION, W TBDRAWAL 2/

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

“Xv . SICHATURE, RATIFI CATION, ENTRY INTO FORCE 2/

"XVI.  LANGUAGES 2/

"1/ Work on this Article continued. Wth the ai mof facilitating
further consideration of the issues involvod, the text reflecting the currant
stage of discussion is included in Appendi= |I.

2/ During the 1988 session, work on this Article was undertaken. Wth

the aimof 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 Il

“| v DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"A. Possession or non-possession

“l,

"‘a.

Possession of chemical weapons on own territory
Yas .0

2 O e6eee

Possesslon, jurisdiction or control over chemical weapon8 elsewhere

YeS Tes sy

NO N N

"“C. Ppast transfers

“I|. DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PROFUCTION FACILITIES
“A. Possession or pon-possession

“1.

“2.

Possession of chemical weapon8 production facilities on own territory

No * 908 0

Possession, jurisdictlion or control over chemical weapons production

facilities elsewhere
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“g. X | - [ nemical duction faciliti

Yes . ...*
No ......
"C. Past fransfers of eguipment [or technical documentationl] 1/
Yes......
No ......
"I OTHER DECLARATI ONS]

"1/ The view was expressed that technical docunentation should not be
i ncl uded.
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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]), 1/ and detailed composition of chemical weapons Under its
jurisdiction or control shall include the followingl

"1. The aggregate quantity of each chemical declared.

"{2. The precise location of each declared storage site of chemical
weapons, expressed by:

- name;
- geographical co-ordinates.] i/
"3. Detailed inventory for each etorage facilityl
"(1) Chemicals defined as chemical weapono in accordanca with Article 113

"(a) Chemicals shell be declared within the schedules specitied in the
Annex to Article VI, 27

"(b) For 8 chemical not listed in the Schedules in the Annex to
Article VI, &/ the information required for possible assignment of the
chemical to one of the proper schedules shall be provided, including the
toxicity of the pure compound. For a precursor chemical, the toxicity and
iventity of the principal final reaction product(s) ah811 be provided.

"(c) Chemicals shall be identified by chemical name in accordance with
current TUPAC (International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry)
nomenclature, structural formula and C'.emical Abstract6 Service registry
number, if assigned. For a precursor chemical, the toxicity and identity of
the principal final reaction product(s) shall be provided,

"(d) In cases involving mixtures 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.

"L/ One delegation reserved its position on this question.
"2/ A view was expressed that in the context of Article 1V,

consideration should he given to the development of schedule6 applicable to
chemical weapons declared under the Article.
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"(e) 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 declared under thr category of
the [key precursor] [key component].

“(£) 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 listeds

type

sise or calibre

number of items

weight of chemical fill per item.

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

"(g) For each chemical the total weight present at the storage site shall
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

"( a) the number of items

"(b) the fill volume per item

"(¢) the intended chemical fill, if known,

"(3) Equipment specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment under points
(1) and (2).

"(4) Chemicals specifically designed for use directly in connection with
the employment of munitions, sub-munitions, devices or equipment under points
(1) and (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 chemicals] [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 countries and, as precisely as
possible, timing and current location of the transferred items.

“Il. INTERNATIONAL VERI FI CATI ON OF DECLARATI ONS OF CHEM CAL WEAPONS,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATI C MONI TORI NQ OF STORAQE FACI LITIRS, | NTERNATXONAL
VERIFICATION OF REMOVAL OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS FOR DESTRUCTI ON 1/

"1. Storage facility description

“(a) Each site or location where, pending their destruction chemical
weapons, declared in accordance with Article IV, are stored on the territory
of a State Party or under its jurisdiction or control elsewhere, shall
hereafter be designated as ‘storage facility’.

"(b) At the time of the submission of its declaration of chemical
weapons, in accordance with Article 1V, a State Party shall provide the
Technical Secretariat with the detailed description and location of its
storage facility(ies) containingl

boundary map;

location of bunkers/storage areas, within the facility)

the detailed inventory Of the contents Of each bunker/storage area;

relevant details of the construction of bunkers/storage areas;

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

“2. Measures to secure the storage facility and storage facility preparation

"(a) Jot later than when submitting its declaration Of chemical weapons,
8 State Party shall take such measures as it considers appropriate to secure
its storage facility(ies) and shall prevent any movement of its chemical
weapons, except their removal for destruction,

"1/ One delegation expressed reservations on this whole section in view
of its position on the issue of declaration of location of chemical weapons
stocks in Article | V.
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"(b) In order to prepare its storage facility(les) for international
verification, a State Party shall ensure that its chemical weapons at its
storage facility(ies) are so configured that seals and monitoring devices may
be effectively applied, and that such configuration allows ready access for
such verification.

"(c¢) While the storage facility remains closed 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 facility.

"3, Agreements on subsidiary arrangements 1/

“(a) Within [6]) months after entry into force of the convention,

States Parties shall conclude with the Organisation agreements en subsidiary
arrangements for verification Of their storage facilities. Such agreements
shall be based on a Model Agreement and shall specify for each storage
facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed 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 technological developments.

"(b) States Parties shall ensure that the verification of declarations of
chemical weapons and the initiation of the systematic monitoring of storage
facilities can be accomplished by the Technical Secretariat at all storage
facilities within the agreed time frames after the convention enters into
force. 2/

“ 4 : Interpational verification of d - 0 f -
"(a) International verification by on-site inspections
"(4) The purpose of the international verification of declarations of
chemical weapons shall be to confirm through on-site inspections the
accuracy of the declarations made in accordance with Article V. 3/
"(41) The International Inspectors st 11 conduct this verification
promptly after a declaration is submitted. They shall, iater alia

verify the quantity and identity of chemicals, types and number of
munitions, devices and othur equipment.

"1/ The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements is to be discussed.

"2/ Procedures t0 ensure the implementation of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed,

"3/ The applicability of Article IV, paragraph 2(b) is to be discussed.
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"(ii1) They shall employ, as appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other
inventory control procedures to facilitate an accurate inventory Of
the chemical weapons at each storage facility.

"( iv) As the inventory progresses, International Inspeators shall install
such agreed seals as may be necessary to clearly indicate if any
stocks are removed, and to ensure the securing of the storage
facility.

"(b) Co-ordination for international systematic monitoring o f storage
facilities

"In conjunction with the on-site inspections of verification of
declarations of chemical weapons, the International Inspectors shall undertake
necessary co-ordination for measures of systematic monitoring of storage
facilities.

"5, International systematic monitoring of gtorage facilities

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

"(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
facility. It shall be ensured, in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, through a combination of continuous monitoring with on-site
instruments and systematic verification by international on-site inspections
or, where the continuous monitoring with on-site instruments is not feasible,
by the presence of International Inspectors.

"(c) If the relevant agreement on subsidiary arrangements for the
systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons storage facility is concluded,
International Inspectors shall install for the purpose of this systematic
monitoring a monitoring system as referred to below under (e). If no such
agreement has been concluded, the International Inspectors will initiate the
systematic monitoring by their continuous presence 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-establish the seals.
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"(a) Monitoring with instruments.

“(1)

“(ii)

For the purpose of the systematic monitoring of a chemical
weapons storage facility, International Inepeatora will

install, in the presence of host country personnel and in
conformity with the relevant agreement on subsidiary
arrangements, a monitoring syetem consisting of, intex alia,
sensors, ancillary equipmen. and transmission systems. The
agreed types of these instruments shall be specified in the
Model Agreement. They shall incorporate, intex alia, seals and
other temper-indicating and tamper-resistant devices as well as
data protection and data authentication features.

The monitoring system shall have such abilities and be
installed, adjusted or directed in such a way as to correspond
strictly and efficiently to the sole purpose of detecting
prohibited or unauthorized activities within the chemical
weapons storage facility 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.

"(111) When the monitoring system is activated, International

"( iV)

H(v)

Inspectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of
chemical weapons, as required.

Data will be transmitted from each storage facility to the
Technical Secretariat by means (to be determined). The
transmission syetem will incorporate frequent transmissions
from the storage facility and a query and response system

.between the storage facility and the Technical Secretariat.

International Inspectors shall periodically check the proper
functioning of the monitoring system.

In the event that the monitoring system indicated any
irregularity, the International Inspectors would immediately
determine whether this resulted from equipment malfunction or
activities at the storage facility. If, after this examination
the problem remained unresolved, the Technical Secretariat
would immediately ascertain the actual situation, including
through immediate on-site inspection or visit of the storage
facility if necessary. The Technical Secretariat shall report
any such problem immediately after its detection to the

State Party who should assist in its resolution.
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"(vi) The State Party shall immediately notify the Technical
Secretariat if an event at the storage facility occurs, or may
occur, which may have an impaat on the monitoring system. The
State Party shall co-ordinate eubsequent anticas with the
Technical Secreteriat with a view to restoring the operation of
the monitoring system, and establishing interim measures, if
necessary, a8 Boon as peossible.

"(£) Systematic on-site inspections and visits.

"(1) Visits to service the monitoring system may be required in
addition to systematic on-site iuegections to perform any
necessary Mmaintenance, replacement of equipment or to adjust
the coverage of the monitoring system, if required.

“(it)  (The guidelines for determining the frequency of systematic
on-site inspectiona are to be elaborated.) The partiaular
storage facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the
Technical Secretariat in such a way as to preclude the
prediction of precisely when the facility is to be inspected.
During each inspection, the International Inspectors will
verify that the monitoring system is functioning correctly and
verify the inventory in agreed percentage of bunkers and
storage areas.

"(g) When all chemical weapons have been removed from the storage
faailfty, the Technical Secretariat shall certify the declaration of the
National Authority to that effect, After this certification, the Technical
Secretariat shall terminate the international systematic monitoring of the
storage faellity and will promptly remove all devices and monitoring equipment
installed by the International Inspectors.

“6. lnternational verification of the removal of chemical weapons for
destruction

"(a) The State Party shall notify the Technical Secretariat [(14] days in
advance of the exact timing of removal of chemical weapons from the storage
facility and of the planned ar:ival at the facility where they will 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 chemical 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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"(e) If only a portion of the chemical weapons is removed, the
Intornational Inspectors will verify the accuracy of the inventory of the
remaining chemical weapons and make any appropriate adjustments in the
monitoring system in accordance with the agreement on subsidiary arrangements.

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

‘“T* |nspections

"(a) The Technical Secretariat shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inspect or visit the storage facility 48 hours prior to the
planned arrival of the inspection team at the facility for systematic
inspections or visits. In the event of inspections or visits to resolve
urgent problems, this period may be shortened, The Technical Secretariat
shall Specify the purpose(s) of the inspection or visit.

"(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 facility,
The agreement on subsiidiary arrangements will specify administrative
arrangements for Inspectors.

"(c) International Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangements:

have unimpeded access to all parts of the storage facilities including
any munitions, devices, bulk containers, or other containers therein.
While conducting their activity, Inspectors shall aomply with the
safety regulations at the facility. 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 tasks)

receive samples taken at their request from any devices and bulk
containers and other containers at the facility, Such samples will be
taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of the
Inspectors)

perform on-site analysis of samples)
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- transfer, iF necessary, samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the Technical S8ecretariat, in accordance with agreed
procedures)

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

- ensure, in eaaordanae with agreed procedures that samples transported,
stored and processed are not tampered withj

- communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat.

"(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in aacordanae with
agreed procedures!

have the right to aoaompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verificatlon activities at
the storage facility)

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

t

have the right to inspect any instrument ueed or installed by the
International Inspectore and to have it tested in the presence of its
personnel 1

i

provide assistance to the International Inspeetors, upon their
request, for the installation of the monitoring system and the
analysis of samples on-alter

receive copies of the reyorts on inspections of its storage
facility(ies))

receive coples, at its request, of the information and data gathorod
about its storago facility(les) by the Teahninal Secretariat.

"(e) The International Inspectors may request clarification of any
ambiguities arising from the inspection. In tho ovent that any ambiguities
arise whioh cannot be resolved in tho course of the inspection, tha Inaspoctors
shall inform the (Director-Ooneral of the) Technical Secretariat.

"(f) After each inspection or visit to the storaye facility,
International Inspectors shall submit a report with their findings to tho
(Director-General of the) Technical Secretariat which will transmit. a copy of
this report to the State Psrty having received tha inspection or visit,
Information (to be designated) received during thn inspection shall be t.reated
as confidential (procoduroa to be dovolopnd).
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“I11, PRINCIPLES, METHODS aND ORGANIZATION OF THE DESTRUCTION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

"1, Destruction of chemical weapons means a process by which chemicals are
converted in An essentlially irreversible way to A form unsuitable for
produotion of chemical weaponsa, and which in an irreversible manner renders
munitiona and other devices unusable as such,

"2. Each State Party possessing chemical weapons shall determine how it shall
destroy them, except. that the following procesres may not be usedt dumping in
any body of water, land burial or open-pit burning. It shall destroy chemical
weapons only at specifically designated and appropriately designed and
equipped facility(ies).

"3, T.he.8tate Party shall ensure that its chemical weapons destruction
facllity(ies) are vonatructed and operated in a manner to ensure the
destruction of the chemical weapons) and that the destruction process can be
verified under the provisions of this convention.

"1V, PRINCIPLES AND ORDER OF DESTRUCTION 1/

"1, The elaboratlon of' the Order of Destruction ehall build on the
undiminished security for all States during the entire destruction stage;
confidenco-bullding in the early part of the destruction stager gradual
sequisition of exporienco in the course o f dostroying chemical weapons stocks
ond applicabillity irrospoctive of the actual composition of the stvockpliles And
tho methods choson for tho destruction of the chemical weapons.

"2, The destruction of c¢hemical weapons stocks ehall start for all States
Partles possessing chemival weapons simultaneously. The whole destruction
atage shall ba divided i n t o nine annual perioda.

"1/ The furthor development. of this ontire soctlon has been asubject to
congultatlons by the Chalrman of Group B, the reault of which ls included in
Appondix 11,
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"3, Each state Party shall destroy not less than one ninth of its stockpile
{in measure of stockpile equivalent and/or equivalent mustard weight] during
each destructioa period, 1/ 2/ However, a State Party is not precluded from
destroying its stocks at a faster pace, Each State Party shall determine its
detailed plans for each destruction period, as specified in part IlIl of this
Annex and shall report annually on the implementation of each destruction
period, 3/

“4, Order of Destruction (to be elaborated). 4/ &/

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

"2/ Some delegations expressed the view that the question of the
regulation of the destruction of stockpiles needs further and full discussion.

"3/ It has been recognized that the destruction of chemicali weapons
stocks and the elimination of relevant production facilities should be
considered together.

"4/ Some delegations feel that it would be appropriate to introduce the
idea of security stockpile levels to meet the security concerns of countries
witn small stockpiles of chemical weapons.

"8/ 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 ceas# immediately upon
entry into force of the Convention aad that all chemical weapons storage sites
as well as production facilities will be subject from ths outset to systematic
international on-site verif § cation.

“Taking account of existing discrepancies 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 first phase, In their view, it is only after
the end of this first phase, vhich would result at the end of the fifth year
in the levelling out of tha large CW stockpiles, that State parties with
smaller stockpiles would be required to start with the 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 DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"1l. The purpose of verification of destruction of chemical weapons shall bei

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

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

"2. @Gegeral plans for destruction Oof chemical weapons

"The general plan for destruction of chemical weapons, submitted pursuant
to Article 1V shall specify:

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

"(b) the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities existing or
planned, to be operated over the 10 years destruction period;

"(¢) for each existing or planned chemical weapons deetruation facilityl

name an‘ address;

lccation;

chemical weapons intended to be destroyedl

method of destruction;

capacity;

expectel perind 0 f operation;

products of the destruction process.

"3. Detalled plans for destruction of chemical weapaus

"The detailed plane submitted pursuant to article IV, six months before
each dest:ruction period, shall specify:

"(a) the aggregate quantity of each individual type of chemlcal weapons
planned t0 be destroyed at each facility;

"(b) the number of chemical weapons destruction facilities and a detailed
schedule for the destruction of chemical weapons at each of these facilities;
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"(¢) data about raah destruction faaility,

- name, postal address, geographical location;

- method of destruction)

- end-products)

- layout plan of the facility)

- -¢techfivlogical scheme J

- operation manuals)

-~ the system of verifioation)

- safety measures in force at the facility:

- living and working conditions for the international inspectors.

"(4) data about any storage faaility at the dsstruation faaility planned
to provide chemical weapons directly to it during the destruction period,

layout plan of the facility;

mechod aid volume of storage estimated by types and quantities of
chemical weapons)

types and guantities of chemical weapone to be stored at the facility
during the destruction period;

safety measures in force at the facility.

"(e) After the submission of the first detailed plans, subsequent annual
plans should contain only changes and additions to required data elements
submitted in the firet detailed plans,

"4. R e v i e w _ for the destruction o f gchemical waeapons

"(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 agreement(s)
on -ubsidiary arrangements, the Technic6l Secretariat shall prepare before
each uestruction period, a plan for verifying the destruction of chemical
weapons, consulting closely with the State Party. Any differences between the
Technical Secretariat and the State Party should be resolved through
consultations. Any unresolved matters shall hre ¢fnrwarded to the *-.zcutive
Council for appropriate action with a view tc facilitating the full
implementation of the Convention.
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"(b) The agreed combined detailed plans for Aestruation and verification
plans, with an appropriate recommendation by the Technical Secretariat, will
be forwarded t 0 the members of the Executive Council for review. The members
of the Executive Council shall revi ew the plans with a view to approving them,
consistent with verification objeoctives. This review is designed to determine
that the destruction of chemical weapons, as plananed, is consistent with the
obligations under the Convention and the objective of destroying the chemical
weapons. It should also confirm that verification schemes for destruction are
consistent with verification objectives, and are efficient and workable. aihis
review should be completed 60 days before the destruation period,

"(c) Each member of the Executive Council may coasult with the Technical
Secretariat on any issues regarding the adequacy of the combined plan for
destruction and verification. |If there are no objections by any members of
the Executive Council, the plaa ehall be put into action.

"(d) If there are any difficulties, the Executive Council shall eater
into consultations with the State Party to reconcile them, If any

difficulties remain unresolved they should be referred to the Cono itative
Committee,

"(e) After a review of the deteiled plaas of destruation of chemical
weapons, the Technical Secretariat, if the need arises, will enter into
consultation with the State Party concerned in order to ensure its chemical
weapons destruction facility(ies) is (are) designed to assure destruction of
chemical weapons, to allow advanced planning on how verification measures 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,

"(£) Destruction and verification should proceed according to the agreed
plan as referred to above. Such verification should not i nterface with the
destruction process,

"5, Agreements O N subgidiary axrraungements

"For each deetruction acility, States Parties should conclude with the
Organization detailed agreements on subsidiary arrangements for the systematic
verification of destruction of chemical weapone. Such agreements shall be
based on a Model Agreement and ehall specify, for each destructiom facility,
the detailed on-site inspection prozedures and arrangements for the removal of
chemical weapons from the storage facility at the deetruction facility,
traneport from this stroage facility to their deetruction and the monitoring
by on-site instruments, taking ianto account the specific characteristics of
the destruction facility and its mode of operation. The Model Agreement shall
include provisions to take into account the need for maintenance and
modifications.
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"6, International Inspectore will be granted access to each chemical weapons
deetruction facility [30 days] prior t.o commencement of active deetruction
phaues for the purpose of carrying out an engineering review of the facility,
including the facility's construction and layout, the equipment and
inrtruments for measuring and controlling the destruction process. and the
oheaking and testing of the accuracy ot the verification equipment,

"" .

"(a) The Inspectors will be granted access t0 conduct their activities at
the chemical weapons destruction facilities and the chemical weapons storage
facilities thereat during the entire aativa phase of deetruction, They will
conduot their activities in the presenne and with the co-operation of
representativea of the facility’s management and the National Authority if
they wish to be present.

"(b) The inspectors may monitor by either physical observation Or devices:

"(1) the chemical weapons storage faaility at the destruction facility
and the chemical weapons present;

“(ii) the movement of chemical weapons from the storage faecility to the
destruction facility;

"(1i1) the process of destruction (assuring that no chemical weapons are
diverted))

"(iv) the matecial balance; and
"(v) the accuracy and calibration of the instruments.

"(e¢) To the extent consistant with verification needs, verification
procedures should make use of information from routine facility operations.

"(d) After the ecmpletion of each period of destruction, the Technical
Seoretariat shall certify the declaration of the National Authority, reporting
the completion of destruction of the designated quantity of chemical weapons.

"(e) International Inepectora shall, in accordance with agreement8 on
subsidiary arrangementsa

- have unimpeded access to all parts of the destruction facilitles, and
the storage facilities thereat, any munitions, devlces, bulk
containers, or other containers, therein. While conducting their
activity, Inspectors shall comply with the safety regulations at these
facilities. 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 Council;
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bring with them and use such agreed instruments as may be necessary
for the completion of their tasks;

monitor the systematic on-site analysis of samples during the
destruction process)

receive, if necessary, samples taken at their request from any
devices, bulk containers and other containers at the destruction
facility or the storage facility thereat, Such samples will be taken

and anaiysed by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
the Inspectors;

communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat;

i f necessary,transfer samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with agreed
procedures;

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

afford the opportunity to tho host State Party to be present when
samples are analysed.

"(£) The State Party ceasiving the inspectinn shall, in accordance with
agreed procedurest

have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
the destruction facility, and the storage facility thereat;

have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken at the
Inspectors’ request and be present when samples are analysed;

have the right to inspect any agreed standard instrument used or
installed by the International Inspectors and to have it tested in the
presence of its personnel;

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

receive copies of the reports on inspections of its destruction
facility(ies);

receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its destruction facility(ies) by the Technical Secretariat,
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"(g) If Inspectors detect irregularities which may give rise to doubts
they will report the irregularities to the representatives of the facility and
the National Authority and request that the situation be resolved,

Uncorrected irregularities will be reported to the Executive Council.

"(h) After each inspection to the destruction facility, International
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 designated)
received during the inspection shall be treated as confidential (procedures to
be developed).

"8. Chemical weapons storage facilities at chemical weapons destruction
facilities

“(a) International Inspectors shall verify any arrival of chemical
weapons at a chemical weapons storage facility at a chemical weapons
destruction facility, as referred to in paragraph 6 (d) of section Il 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
facility. 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 as chemical weapons are stored at chemical
weapons storage facilities at chemical weapons destruction facilities, these
etorage facilities shall be subject to international systematic monitoring, as
referred to in relevant provisions of paragraph 5 of section Il 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 verification,

"(e¢) 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 facility to be destroyed, They shall verify the accuracy of the
invertory of the chemical weapons remaining employing inventory contro:
procedures as referred to above under (a). They shall install such agreed
seals as may be necessary to ensure the securing of the storage facility.

"(e) The international systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons
storage facility at a chemical weapons destruction facility may be
discontinued when the active destruction phase is completed, if no chemical
weapons remain. If, in addition, no chemical weapons are Planned to be stored
at this facility, the international systematic monitoring shall be terminated
in accordance with section Il, paragraph 5 (g) of this Annex,
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE V
“l . DECLARATIONS AND REPORTS ON CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION FACILITIES

“A. DReclaratlons of chemical weapons production facilities

"The declaration should contain for each facility8
“l. Name and exact location,
"2, Ownership, operation, control, who ordered and procurad the facility,

"3. Designation of each facility;
“(a) Facility for prodncing chemicals defined as chemical weapons.
"(b) Facility for filling chemical weapons,

“4, Products of each facility and dates that they were produced:

"(a) Chemicals produced.
"(b) Munitions or devices filled, identity of chemical fill.
"5, Capacity of the facility, expressed in terms of:

"(a) The quantity of end-product that the facility can produce in
‘veriod), assuming the facility operates (schedule).

"(b) The quantity of chemical that the facility can fill into each type
of munition or device in (period), assuming that the facility operates
(schedule),

"6, Detailed facility description!

"(s) Layout of the facility.

"(b) Process flow diagram.

"(c¢) Detailed inventory of equipment, buildings and any spare or
replacement parts on site.

“(d) Quantities of any chemicals or munitions on site,
"B. Declarations of former chemical weapons production facilities 1/

“The declaration should contain for each facility;

"1/ All provisions dealing with "former" chemical weapons production
facilities need to be reviewed once the definition of chemical weapons
production facilities 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.

"3,

114’

“6'

"71

"8.

llc .

"D.

All information as in paragraph A, above, that pertains to the operation
of the facility as a chemical weapons facility,

Date chemical weapons prc duction 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 ownership, operation and control,

Current production, stating types and quantities of product(e).
Current capacity of the facility, expressed in terms of the quantity of
end-product that can be produced in (period), assuming the facility
operates (schedule).

Current detailed facility descriptionl

"(a) Layout of the facility,

"(b) Process flow diagram.

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

"(d) Quantities of any chemical weapons remaining on-site.

Declarations of cheamigal weapong production facilities under the gontrQl
of others on the terxitory of the State kerty 1/

- Responsibility for declarations (to be discussed).

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

Declarations of formar chemical weapons production facilities undex the
control of others on the territory qf the State Party

- Responsibility for declarations (to be discussed).

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

"1/ All provisions dealing with ‘former’ chemical weapons production

facilitioe need to be reviewed once the definition of chemical weapone
production facilities is agreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilities that have been previously destroyed
should also be discussed.
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"E. Declarations of transifers
"1, Chemical weapons production equipment means (to be developed).
2. The declaration should specify;

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

"(b) the identity of the equipmentl
"(¢) date of transfer;

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

"(9) current disposition, if known.

"F. Deglarations of measures to ensvre closure of!

"1, Facilities under the jurisdiction or control of the State Party (to be
developed),

2. Facilities on the State Party’s territory under the control of others
(to be developed).

"G. Annual Reports ( to be developed)
"H. Floal Certification of Destrugtion (to be developed)

"1I. PRINCIPLES AND METHODS OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPON8 PRODUCTION
FACILITIES

“"A. GUeneral

"Each State Party shall decide on methods to be applied for the
destruction A/ of its chemical weapono production facilities, according to the
principle6 laid down in Article V and in this Annex, 2/

"B . Clogsure and methods for cglogsing tho facility

"1, The purpose of the closure of a chemical weapons produation faaility is
to render it inoperable as such.

tto, Agreed measures for closure will be taken by the State Party with due
regard to the specific characteristics of each facility, Such measures ehall
include, inter_ alia: 3/

- prohibition of occupation of buildings except for agreed activities)

"1/ Further daiscusslion is needed of possible methods of destruction and
of related definitions.

"2/ The responsibility for carrying out measures when more than one
State is involved needs to be discussed.

"37 The activities and items in these measures will need further
elaboration and discussion in light of methods of destrnction and
characteristics of specific facilities.

-95-




ug‘

..CI
"1.

- dioaonneation of equipment directly related to the produation of
ahsmical weapons to include, inter alla, process acontrol equipment and
utilities;

- disabling of protective inetallationa and equipment used exclusively
for the safety of operations of the ahemical weapons produation
facilityy

. interruption of rail and other roade to the chemiaal weapons
produation faaility except thooe required for agreed activities.

While the ahemical weapone production facility remains closed, the State
Party may continue safety actirities at the faaility,

Agtivities related to destruation

Dastruation of eguipment covered by the defipition of a 'chemical weapons
production fagility'

- All specialized and etandard equipment shall be physicnlly destroyed.
- 'Specialized equipment' 1is:

the main production train, including any reactor or equipment for
product synthesis, separation or purification, any equipment ueed
directly for heat transfer in the final technologloal stage (for
example, in reactors or in product separation), as well as any
other equipment whiah hao been in contast with any Schedule 1
ahemical, or any other chemiaal that hae no use for permitted
purposes above ... kilograms per year but can be ueed for
ahemical weapone purposes, or would be if the faoslity wore
operated,

any ahemical weapon filling meahinee.

any other equipment specially dooigned, built or installed for
the operation of the faaility as a chemiaal weapons produation
facility, as distinot from a facility conotruated according to
prevailing commercial industry etandarde for facilities not
producing auger-toxic! lethal or corrosive chemicals. (Examples
include equipment made of high-niokel alloys or other special
corrosion-resistant material; special egquipment ior waste
control, waste treatment, air filtering, or solvent recovery)
special containment enclosures and safety shields; non-etandard
laboratory equipmont ueed to analyee toxic chemicals for chemical
weapons purposes » cuetom-designed process control panels)
dedicated spares for specialised aquipment.)

- 'Standard equipment’ includes!

production equipmont which is generally used in the chemical
industry and is not included in the types of 'specialized
equipment '

other equipment commonly usod in tho chemical induetry, auah as
fire-fighting equipment, guard and security/safety survelillance
equipment, medical facilitles, laboratory facilities,
communicetione equipment.
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"2,

"3.

IID.

Destruction of bulldings covered by the definition of 8 'ghemical weapons
production facility'

- The word ‘building’ shall inalude underground structures.
- All spenaialleed and standard buildings shall be physically destroyed.
~ 'Specialized building’ ist

any building containing specialieed equipment in & graduation or
filling confliguration)

any building whiah has distinctive features which distinguish it
from buildings normally uasd for chemical produation or filling
activities not banned by the convention,

- 'Standard buildings’ means buildings aonetruated to prevailing
Industry standarde for facilities not producing super-tonic lethal or
corrogive chemicals.

Fagilities for produging unfilled ghumical munitions and apecinliged
squipment. for chemical weapons employment

- Facilitles used exclusively for produation ofi (a) non-uhemiaal parte
for chemival munitions or (b) specialised equipment for chemical
weapona employment, ehall be declared and eliminated. The elimination
process and its verification should be aonduatsd aaaording to the
provisions of Article V that govern destruction of chemical weapons
produation facilitles.

-- All eaquipment designed or used exalueivttly for produaing non-ahrmiaal
parts for chemical munitions ohsll be physically destroyed. Such
equipment, which includes apecially-designed moulds and metal-forming
dies, may be brought to a special location for destruction.
International inspeotors shall be present during the destruction
process.

~ All buildings and standard equipment used tor euah production
sctivities shall bo converted to permitted purposes, with confirmation
as necessary through consultations or ahallengo inspection.

- Permitted activities may aontinuo while destruction or conversion
proceeds.

Aotivities related to tempoxary .conversion to.destruction facility
(to be developed)

Agtivities related to_foymer chemical weapeons preduction facilities 1/

"1/ All provisions dealing with 'former' chemical weaponu production

fucilities need to be reviewed once the definition of chemical weapons
produation facilities in agreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilities that havo previously been destroyed
should also be discussed.
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"ITII. ORMER OF DESTRUCTION (to he éuveloped)

“IV.PLANS

"A. fieaeral Plans

“1l. For each facility the following information should be supplied:
"(v) envisaged time-frame for mea-ures to be taken;
"tp) methods of destruction.

"2. In relation to temporary conversion into chemical weapons destruction
facility:

"(i) enviy.ged .ime-frame for conversion into a destruction facilityl
“(ii) envisaged time for utilizing the facility as a destruction facility;
“(iii) description of the new facility;

"(iv) method of destruction of special equipment;

"(v) Lime-frame for destruction of the converted facility after it has
been utilised to dehtroy chemical weapons;

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

"3, Ia relation to former chemical weapons production facilities (to he
¢ laborated). 1/

"B. Detalled plans

I\, The detailed plans for destruction ot mach facility should contain:
“"(a) detailed time schedule of destruction process;
"(b) layout of the facility;
"(c) procens f |l ow dlagram;

“(da) detailed inventory of equipment, »uildings and other items to be
destiroyed;

'(e) measures to be applied to each item on the inventcry;

"(£) proposed measures for verification;

"1/ All provisions dealing with 'former’' chemical weapons proavstion
facilities need to be reviewed once the deflnition of chemical weapons
production facilities is agreed. In this connection, . ow to deal with
chemical weapons production facilities that have previously been destroyed
should also be discussed.
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"(g) security/safety meesures to be observed during the destruction of
the faci'ity;

vh) working and living conditions to be provided for international
inspectors.,

“2. In relation to the temporary conversion into a chemical weapons
destruction facility,

"In addition to the information contained in part fv.B.,1 of this Annex
the following information should be provided;

"(1) method of conversion into a destruction facility)

"(ii) data on the destruction facility, in acce~d mce with the Annex to
Article 1V, part v.3.(c) and (4).

"3, In relation to destruction of a facility that was temporarily convert ed
for destruution of chemical weapons, information should be provided in
accordance with part IV.B.l of this Annex.

“4. In relation to former chemical weapons production Zacilities. 1/

"V. INTERNATIONAL VERIFICATION OF DECLARATIONS OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS PRODUCTION
FACILITIESAND THEIR CLOSURE, INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC MONITORING,
INTERNATIONAL SYSTEMATIC VERIFICATION oF DESTRUCTION OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
PRODUCTION FACILITIES 2/

"l1. Xaternational verification of declarations of chemical weapons produntion
facilities and of cessation of their activities

"(a) International verification by initiel on-site inspections

“(i) The purpose of the international verification of declarations of
chemical weapons production facilities shall bel

- to confirm that all activity has ceased except that required for
closure;

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

"1/ All provisions dealing with ‘former’ chemical weapons production
facilities need to he reviewed oncs the definition of chemical weapons
production facilities is agreed. In this connection, how to deal with
chemical weapons production facilit’'es that have previously been destroyed
should also be discussed.

"2/ This Section of this Annex will require further discussion and
elaboration upon rerclut'sn of the definitions of chemical weapons, chemical
weapons production facilities, and methods of destruction.
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"(41) The International Inspectors shall oonduat this initial verification
promptly, and in any event not later than [60] days after a
declaration is submitted,

"(1i1) They <hall employ, as appropriate, agreed seals, markers or other
inventory control procedures to faailiate an acaurate inventory of
the declared items at each chemical weapons production facility,

"(iv) International Inspectora shall install such agreed devices a8 may be
necessary to indicate if any resumption of produation of chemical
weapons occurs or if any declared item is removed. They shall take
the necessery precaution not to hinder closure activities by the
State Party. International Inspectors may return to maintain and
verify the intogtity of the devices,

"(b) Co-ordination for international systematic monitoring of chemical weapons
pr Juction facilities

“In conjunction with the initial on-site inspections ta verify
declarations of chemical weapons production facilities, the International
Inspectors shall undertake necessary co-ordination for measures of systematic
monitoring of these facilit! vs as provided for in paragraph 4, below.

"2, Agrxeements on subsidiery orrxangements 1/

“(a) Within [6] munths 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
production facilities. Such agreements sh1ll be based on a Model Agreement
and shall specify for each production facility the detailed inspection
procedures and arrangements Por the installation, operation and maintenance of
tha seals and monitoring devaces by the Technical Secretariat, taking into
acrount the specific characteristics of each facility, The Mode Agreement
raall include provisions to take into account future technological
developments.

"(b) States Parties shall ensure that the verification of declarations of
chemical weapons production facilities and the initiation of systematic
monitoring can be accomplished by the Technical Secretariat at all such
facilities +ithin the agreed time frames after the Convention enters into
force, 2/

"1/ The coverage of the subsidiary arrangements !A to be discusrsed.

"2/ Procedures t0 ensure the impler .ntation of the verification scheme
within designated time frames are to be developed.
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"3, Intexnatlopal verificmtion of closure g¢f chemical weapons production
facdlities

“Subsequent to the on-site verification of declaratlions 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
measures referred to under 3 (b) have bren accomplished,

"4. International sgystematlc monltoring of chemical weapons production
facilities

"(a) The purpoae of the international systematic monitoring of a chemical
weapons production facility shall be to ensure that no resumption of
production of chemical weapons nor removal of declared items would go
undetected at this facility.

"(b) The international systematic monitoring shall be initiated as soon
as possible after the closure of the chemical weapons production facility and
shall continue until this facility is destroyed. Systematic monitoring shall
be ensured, in acvordance with the agreements on subsidiary arrangements,
through a combination of cnntlnuoue monitoring with on-site instruments and
systematic verification by Intornatlonal on-site inspections or, where the
continuous monitoring with on-site instruments is not feasible, by the
presence of International Inspectors.

“(¢) In conjunction with the on-site vorlflcatlon of the closure of
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 production facility has been concluded,
International Inspectors shall install for the purpose of this systematic
monitoring a monitoring system as referred to under (e) below. If no such
agreement has been concluded, the International Inspectors will initiate the
systematic monitoring by their continuous presence on-site until the agreement
la concluded, and the monitoring system installed and activated.

"(d) In the period before the activation of the monitoring system and at
other times when the continuous monitoring with on-site instruments .'s not
feasible, devices installed by International Inspectors, in accordance with
paragraph 1 above, may only be remcved In the presence of an International
Inspector. |If an extraordinary event results in, or requires, the removal of
a device when an inspector is not present, a State Party shall immediately
inform the Technical Secretariat and International Inspectors will return as
soon as possible to validate the inventory and re-establish the devices,
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"(e) Monitoring with instruments

"(1) For the purpose of the systematic monitoring of a chemical weapons
produation facility, Intornational Inspectors Will inatall, in the
presence of hoet aountry personnel and in conformity with the
relevant agreement on subsidiary arrangements, a monitoring system
consisting of, inter alia, sensors, ancillary equipment and
transmission systems, The agreed types of! these instruments shall
be specified in the Model Agreement. They shall incorporate,
inter mlla, seals and other tamper-indicating and tamper-resistant
devices as well as data protection and data authentication features.

“(ii) The monitoring system shall have euah abilities and be installed,
adjusted or directed in euah a way as tc¢ correspond strictly and
efficiently to the sole purpose of detecting prohibited or
unauthorized activities within the chemical weapons production
facllity as referred to above under (a). The coverage of the
monitoring system shall be limited accordingly, The monitoring
eystem will signal the Technical Secretariat if any tampering with
its aomponents or interference with its funotioning 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 declared items at each
chemical weapone produation facility as required.

"(iv) Data will be transmitted from each production facility to the
Teahnical Secretariat by (meane to be determined), The transmission
system will incorporate frequent transmissions from the production
facility and a query and response eystem between the produation
facility and the Technical Secretariat. International I|negeatore
shall periodically check the proper functioning of the monitoring
system.

"(v) In the event that the monitoring system indicate8 any irregularity,
the International Inspectors would immediately dotermine whether
this resulted from equipment malfunction or activities at the
produation facility, If!, after this examination the problem
remained unresolved, the Teahnical Secretariat would immedlately
ascertain the actual situation, including through immediate on-site
inspection or visit of the production facility if necessary. The
Technical Secretariat shall report any such Problem immediately
after its detection to the State Party who should assist in its
resolution.
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"(vi) The State Party shall immediately notify the Teahniaal Secretariat
if an event at tha production fauility occurs, or may occur, which
may have an impact on the monitoring system, The State Party shall
co-ordinate subsequent actions with the .echnical Becretariat with a
view to restoring the operation of the monitoring system and
establishing interim messures, if necessary, as soon as possible.

"(f) BSystemetic on-site inspections and viaits

"{1) During eaah inspection, the International Inspectors will verify
that the monitoring system is functioning aorreatly and verify the
declared inventory as required. In addition, visits to service the
monitoring syetem will be required to perform any necessary
maintenance or replacement of equipment, or to adjust the coverage
of the monitoring system as required,

"(11) (The guideliaes for determining the fregquency of systematic on-cite
inspection6 are to be elaborated), The particular production
faaility to be inspected ehall be chosen by the Teahniaal
Secretariat in such a way as to preclude the prediction of precisely
when the facility is to be inspected.

"5. lInternational verification of destruction of chemigal weapcas production
facilities

“(au) The purpose of international verification of degtruction of chemical
weapons produation facilities ehall be to confirm that the facility is
destroyed a8 suah in accordance with the obligations under the Convention and
that eaah item on the declared inventory is destroyed in aaaordanae with the
agreed detailed plan for Pestruction.

"(b) [3-6) monthe before destruction of a ahemiaal weapons produation
facility, a State Party ehall provide to the Technical Becoretariat the
detailed glens for destruction to include proposed measures for verification
of deetruation referred to in Section 1V,B.1 (f) of the present Annex, with
reggect t0, @.9.1

- timing of the presence of! the inspectors et the facility to be
destroyed;

- procedures Por verification of measures to be applied to each item on
the dealared inventory!

- measures for phasing out systematic monitoring or for adjustment of
the coverage of the monitoring systam.
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"(¢) On the basis of the detailed plan for destruction and proposea
measurea for verification submitted by the State Party, and on experience from
previous inspections, the Teahnioal S8earetariat shall prepare a plan for
verifying the destruction of the facility, aonsultinqg closely with the State
Party, Any differences between the Teahniaal Becretariat and the State Party
conaerning appropriate measures should be resolved through consultations. Any
unresolved matters shall be forwarded to the Executive Counail 1/ for
appropriate action with a view to faailitating the full implementation of the
Convention.

"(d) To ensure that the provisions of Article ¥ and this Annex are
fulfilled, the combined plans for deetruation and verification shall be agreed
upon between the Executive Council and the State Party. This agreement should
be completed [60]} days bofore the planned initiation of destruction.

"(e) Each member of the Executive Council may consult with the Technical
Secretariat on any issues regarding the adequacy of the aombinsd plan for
destruction and veritication. |If there are no objectionr by any members of
the Executive Council, the plan shall be put into action.

"(£) If there ere any difficuities, the Exeoative Counail should enter
into coneultatione with the State Party to reconcile them. If any
difficulties remain unresolved they ehould be referred to the Consultative
committee. The resolution of any differences over methods of destruction
should not delay the execution of other parts of the destruction plan that aro
acceptable.

"(g) If agreement is not reached with the Executive Council on aspects of
verification, or if the approved verification plan cannot be put into aation,
verification of deetruation will proceed by the aontinuoue on-site menitoring
and presence of inspectors.

"(h) Destruction and verification should proceed according to the agreed
plan. The verification should not unduly interfere with the destruction
process and ehould be conducted through the presence of on-site Inspectors to
witness the destruction, 2/

"l7 Tho role of the Executive Counail in the review process will need to
be reviewed in vhe light of its composition and decision-making process.

"2/ This verification measire may not necessarily be the only one and
others, as appropriate, may need to be further elaborated.
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“(1) If required verification or destruction actions are ot taken as
planned, all States Parties ehould be so informed, (Procedures co be
deve loped. )

"(4} For those items that may be diverted for permitted purposes. L/

"(k) When all items on the declared inventory have been destroyed, the
Technical Secretariat shall certify, in writing, the declaration of the State
Party to that effect. After this certification, the Teahniaal Secretariat
ehall terminate the international systematic monitoring of the chemical
weapons produation facility and will promptly remove all devices and
monitoring equipment installed by the International Inspectors.

"( 1) After this certification, the State Party will make the declaration
that the facllity hae been destroyed,

“6. International verificetion of temporary conversion of a ghemical weapons
production fagility into & chemacsl weapons destruction facility

(to be elaborated)

"7. Inspections and visits

"(a) The Techniaal Secretariat shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inepeat or visit a chemical weapons produation facility 48 houre
prior to the planned arrival of the inspection team at the facility for
systematic inspections or visits. 1In the event of inspections or visits to
resolve urgent problems, this period may be shortened. The Technical
Seoretariat shall specify the purpose(s) of the inspection or visit.

"(b) A Stato Party shall make nny necessary preparation6 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 chemical weapons
production facility. The agreement on subeidiary arrangements will specity
administrative arrangements for Inspoctors.

"(s) International Inspectors ehall, in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangementsa

- have unimpeded access to all parts of tine chemical weapone produation
facilitier, While conducting their activity, Inepectore ehall comply
with the safety regulations at the facility, The items on the
declared inventory to be inspected will be chosen by the Inspectors)

“1/ Specification of the items, permitted purposes and methods of
verification of disposition will need to be elaborated,
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briny with them and use suah agreed !nstruments as may be necessary
for the completion of their tasks;

communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat.,

"(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in aaaordanae with
agreed procedures8

have the right to aaaompany the International Inspectors at all
times during the inspection and observe all their verification
activities at the chemicul weapons production faailityr

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

provide asnistance to the International Inspectors upon their.
request for the installation of the monitoring system;

receive copies of the reports on inspections of its chemical weapons
production facility(ies);

receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its chemical weapons production facility(ies) by the Technical
Secretariat,

"(e) The International Inspectors L/ 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 inspections, the
inspectors shall inform the (Director-General of the) Technical Searetariat
immediately,

“(£) After each inspection or visit to the chemiral weapons production
facility, 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, Infcrmation (to be designated) received during the inspection shall be
treated as confidential (procedures to be developed).

"1/ The question of whether or not amn individual Inspector shall have
the rights set out in this and the following paragraph re.ains open.
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"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [O. )

“MODALITIES FOR REVISION OF LISTS

“l, The revisions envisaged would consist of additions to, deletions from, or
shifts between the lists.

"2. A revision aould be proposed by a State Party. [If the Technical
Secretariat has information which in its opinion may require a revision of the
lists of chemicals, it should provide that information to the [Executive
Council] which should communicate it to all States Parties.] A State Party

may request the asgistanne of the Technical Becretariat in the substantiation
of its proposal,

“3. A pprosal for revision should be submitted to [the Technical
Seoretariat) [the Executive Council] [the Depositary of the Convention].

“4, [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 proposal 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, 1/
[the Executive Council), any State Party {and the Teahnical Secretariat].

"7, The @drcision on a proposal should be taken by the Organisation 1/ [the
Consultative Committee] by [a majority vote] [consensus] [tacit approval of
all States Parties 60 days 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 ar more Parties, a special meeting of the
Consultative Committee should be promptly convenedu.]

"8, The revision procedure should be concluded within {60 days] after the
receipt of the proposal. Once a decision is taker, it should enter into force
aftor a period of (30 days].

“9. The Teahnical Secretariat should provide assistance to any State Party,
when requested, in evaluating an unlisted chemical, This assistance should be
confidential {unless it is established in the evaluation that the chemical has
chemical weapon properties].

"1/ The question of which organ(s) of the Organisation should be
entrusted with this task should be considered further.
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [1]
"GENERAL PROVISIONS

"1, A State Party _shall not produce, socqulire, retain, transfer or use
chemicals i n 8Sochedule [1] unless:

"(1) the ahemiaals are applied to resea.ch, medical or protective
purposes, 1/ and

“(ii) the types and quantities of ahemiaals are strioctly limited to those
which can be justified for research, medical or protective purpose,
and

“(iii) the aggregate amount of suah ahamiaals at any given time for
[permitted) [protective] purposes la equal to or less than
one metric tonne, and

"(iv) the aggregate amount for [permitted] [protective] purposes aocquired
by a State Party in any calendar year through production, withdrawal
from chemical weapons stocks and transfer is equal to or less then
one metric tonne.

“TRANSFERS

"2, A State Party may transfer chemicals in Schedule {1] outside its
territory only to another Stats Party and only for research, medical or
protactive purposes in accordance with paragraph 1.

"3, Chemicals transferred shall not be retransferred to a third State.

“4. Thirty days prior to any transfer to another State Party both States
parties shall notify the Consultative Committee.

"5, Bach State Party shall make a detailed annual dealsration regarding
t.ranafery during the previous calendar year. The declaration shall be
submitted within ... months after the end of that year and shall for each
chemical in S8chedule [1) include the following information;

"(1) the chemical name, Structural formula and Chemical Abstracte Service
Reglst.ry Number (if assigned) ;

"1/ A view was expressed that for consistency in this Annex, 'permitted
purpores' should be used instead of ' research, medical or protective
purposas ', The view was also exprusged thnt use of the term 'permitted’ would
broaden considerably the sphere of use of super-toxic lethal chemicals which
could be used as chemical weapons and that this war vory undesirable.
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"(i1) 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 [1]) for
[permitted] (protective] purposes shall carry out the production at a single
small-scale facility, the capacity of which shall not exceed [one] metric
tonne per year, as measured by the method established in [ ) I ¥4

"I. Declarations

“A. Initial declarations

“Each State Party which plans to operate such a facility shall provide
the Consultative Committee with the location and a detailed technical
description of the facility, including an inventory of equipment and detailed
diagrams. For existing facilities, 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.

*B. Advance notifications

“Each State Party shall give advance notification to the Technical
Secretariat of planned changes relate4 to the initial declaration. The

notification shall be submitted not later than ... months before the chanqgee
are to take place.

*C. Annual declarations

"(a) Each State Party possessing a facility shall make a detailed annual
declaration regarding the activities of the facility for the previous calendar
year. The declaration shall be submitted within ... months after the end of
that year and shall include:

“l. ldentification of the facility

“2. For each chemical in Schedule {1) produced, acquired, consumed or
stored at the facility, the following information8

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

%/ The view was expressed that the single small-scale Production
facility should be Stnte-owned.
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“(ii) the methods employed and quantity produced;

“(ii1) the name and quantity of precursor chemicals listed in
Schedules (1], [2) or (3) used for production of chemicals in
Schedule (1}

"(iv) the guantity consumed at the facility and the purpose(e) of the
consumption;

“(v) the quantity received from or shipped to other facilities
within the State Party. For each shipment the quantity,
recipient and purpose should be included;

“(vi) the maximum quantity stored at any time during the year;

“(vii) the quantity stored at the end of the year.
“3. Information on any change8 at the facility during the year oompared
to previously submitted detailed technical descriptions of the
facility including inventories of equipment and detailed diagrams.

"(b) Each State Party possessing a facility shall make a detailed annual

declaration regarding the projected activities and the anticipated production
at the racility for the coming calendar year. The declaration ehall be
submitted not later than ... monthe before the beginning of that year and
shall include 1

"1.
that

and,

"l, Identification of the facility

"2, For each chemical in Schedule [1] produced, consumed or stored at
the facility, the following informationl

"*(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 facility during the
year compared to previously submitted detailed technical
descriptions of the facility including inventories of equipment and
detailed diagrams.

Verification

The aim of verification activities at the facility shall be to verify
the quantities of Schedule (1} chemicals produced are correctly declared
in particular, that their aggregate amount does not exceed one metric

tonne.
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"2. The single small-scale production facility shall be subject t0O systematic
international on-site varification, through on-site inspection and monitoring
with on-site instruments.

"3, The number, intensity, duration, timing and mode of inspections for a
particular facility shail be based on the risk to the objectives of the
Convention posed by tho r1elevant chemicals, the characteristics of the
facility and the nature of the activitiee carried out there. The guideline8
to be used shall include8 (to be developed)

“4. Each facility shall receive ar initial visit from international
inspectors promptly after the facility is declared. The purpose of the
initial visit shall be to verify information provided concerning the facility,
including verification that the capacity will not permit the production, on an
annual basis, of quantities [significantly) above one metric tonne, and to
obtain any additional information needed for plenning future verification
activities at the facility, including inspection visits and use Of on-site
instrumonts. .

"5, Each State Party possessing or planning to possess a facility ehall
execute an agreement, based on a model agreement, with the Organisation,
before tho facility begins operation or is used, covering detasled inspection
procedures for the facility. Each agreement shall include: (to be
developed) 1/

“‘OTHER FACILITIES

"[Fecilities which synthesize, acquire or use chemicals in Schedule (1]
Lor research or medical purposes shall be approved by the State Party.
Synthesis at each such faclility for research and medical purpoeee shall be
limited per annum to a total maximum of [. .)g and to [..)g of any one chemical
on the Schedule. ]

“[Facilities which acquire or use chemicals in Schedule [1] for permitted
purpose@ shall be approved by the State Party. Each transfer from the single
small-gcale production facility to such facilities shall be notified to the
Consultative Ccomaittee 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.]

s o

- *
"1/ The view was expressed that pending conclusion of the agreement

between a State Party and the Organization there would be a need for
provisional inspection procedures Lo be formulated.
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"I. Daclarations
“A, Initial dealarationo

"The location of the facilities approved by the State Party shall pe
provided to the Consultative Committee.

"B, Advance notifications
"C., Annual declarations
"IT. Varifigation
“Facilities shall be monitored through annual data reporting to the

Consultative Committee. The following information shall be included: (to be
developed)
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"1,

"2.

003.

"4,

"7,

stereoisomeric form.

"ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [1]
SCHEDULE (1)

“PROVISIONAL LIST 2/
0-Alkyl alkylphosphonofluoridates

e.g. Barin: O-isopropyl methylphoephonofluoridate
soman: O-pinscolyl methylphosphonofluoridate

0-Alkyl N,N-dialkylphoephoremidocyenidates
e.g. Tabun: O-ethyl N,N-dimethylphosphorsnidocyanidete
0-Alkyl s-2-dialkylaminoethylalkylphosphonothiolates

e.g. VXt O-ethyl 8-2-diisopropylaminoethylmethyl-
phosphonothiolate

Sulphur mus tards

e.g. Mustard gas (H) | bis(2-chloroethyl)sulphide
Seequimustard (Q) ¢+ 1,2-bis(2-chloroethylthio)ethane
O-Mustard (T) | bis(2-chloroethylthioethyl)ether

Lewisites

Lewisite 13 2-chlorovinyldichloroarsine
Lewisite 2: bis(2-chlorovinyl)chloroarsine
Lewisite 31 tris(2-chlorovinyl)arsine
Nitrogen mustards

HN1: bis(2-chloroethyl)ethylamine

HN2: bis(2-chloroethyl)methylamine

HN3: tris(2-chloroethyl)amine
3-Quinuclidinyl benzilate (BZ)
Alkylphoephonyldifluorides

e.g. DF

Ethyl 0-2-diisopropylaminoethyl elkylphoephonitee

e.g. QL

(107-44-8)
(96-64-0)

(77-81-6)

(50782-69-9)

(505-60-2)
(3563-36-a)
(63918-89-8)

(541-25-3)
(40334-69-B)
(40334-70-1)

(538-07-8)
(51-75-2)
(555-77-1)

(6581-06-2)

(676-99-3)

(57856-11-8)

"1/ Some of the chemicals on the Schedules exist in more than one

Abstracts Service Registry Numbers be stated for each of them.
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"To ke discuvsasd further

*1. Saxitoxin

"2. 3,3-Dimethylbutan-2-o0l (pinacolyl alcohol)

"3. cs

“4. CR

“5. Chloro 8onian and Chloro 8arin

“6. Sulphur Mustards ¢+ to include compounds listed below.
2-chloroethylchloromethylsulphide
bis(2-chloroethyl)sulphone
bis(2-chloroethylthio)methane
1,3-bis(2-chloroethylthio)-n-propane

1,4-bis(2-chloroethylthio)-n-butane
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI (2]
"KEY PRECURSOR CHEMICALS

“DECLARATIONS

“The Inltial and Annuel Declarations to be provided by a State Party
under paragraphe 3 and 4 of Article VI shall include8

"1, Aggregate national data on the production, processing end corsumption Of
each chemical listed i n Schedule [2), and on the export and import of the

chemicals in the previous calendar year with en indication of the countries
involved.

"2. The following information for each facility which, during the previous
calendar year, produced, processed or consumed more than { 1 tonne6 per araum
of the chemicals listed in Schedule {2) or which produced 1/ at any time

since ... a chemical in Schedule [2] for chemical weapons purposes: 2/

"voy Preuursor Chemical(s)

“(i) The chemical name, common or trade name uoed by the facility,
structural formuls, end Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number
(if assigned).

“(ii) The total amount produced, consumed, imported end exported in the
previoue calendar year. 3/

“(iii) The purpose(s) for which the key precursor chemical(e) are gsoduced,
consumed or processed8

“(a) conversion on-site (specify product type)

“(b) sale or transfer to other domestic industry (specify final
product type )

"{c) export of a key precursor (specify which country)

“(d) other.

"L/ A view was expressed that the gquestion of a quantitative threshold
would need to be discussed in this context.

"1/ The placement in the Convention of the obligation to declare
facilities 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.

"3/ Whether the total amount is to be expressed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discusted.
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"Eacility 1/ 2/

"(i1) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
orerating the facility,

"(i1) The exact location of the facility (including the address, location
of the complex, location of the facility within the complex
including the specific building end structure number, if any).

"(i141) Whether the facility is dedicated to producing or proceasing the
listed key precursor or is multi-purpose.

“(iv) The main orientation (purpose) of the facility.

"(v) Whether the facility can readily be used to produce a Schedule [1]
chemical or another Schedule [2) chemical. Relevant information
should be provided, when applicable.

“(vi) The production capacity 3/ for the declared Schedule [2] chemical(s).

“(vii) Which of the following activities are performed with regard to the
key precursor chemicals;

“(a) production
"(b) processing with conversion into another cheminal
"(c) processing without chemical conversion

"(d) other - specify.

"1/ One delegetion suggested that, in the case of a multi-purpose
facility currently producing key precursor chemicals, the following should be
specified:

- general description of the products)

- detailed technological plan of the facility;

- list of special equipment included in the technological planr

- type of waste treatinent equipment)

- description of each final product (chemical name, chemical structure
and register number);

- unit capacity for each product;

- use of each product.

"2/ The view was expressed that a definition of a chemical production
facility was needed and thus should be elaborated,

"3/ 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 11 to facilitate further work
by delegations.
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"(viii) Whether at any time during the previous calendar year declared key
precursors were stored on-site in quantities greater
than { } {tonnes].

"advance notificati~us

"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 listed in Schedule [2). The
notification 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
guantitative information relating to the previous calendar yearr

“(ii) For each chemical 1isted in Schedule (2} intended to be produced or
processed, the total quantity intende¢ to be produced or processed
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, processing or consumption planned after the submission of the
annual notification under paragraph 3 (a), not later than one month before the
production or processing is anticipated to begin. The notification shall for
each facility include the information specified under paragraph 3 (a).

"Verjification 1/
"Adm

“4. The aim of the measures stipulated in Article VI, paragraph 6 shall be to
verify that:

"(i) Facilities declared under this Annex are not used to produce any
chemical listed in Schedule {1]. 2/

“(ii) The quantities of chemical6 listed in Schedule [2) produced,
processed Of cunsrumod are consistent with need6 for purpose6 not
prohibited by the Chemical Weapon6 Convention. 3/

"1/ Some of the provisions contained in this section have general
application throughout.. the Convention. It is understood that the retention of
these will be reviewed at a later stage in the negotiations.

"2/ It was suggested that ‘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 facility of excessive capacity for the production of chemicals
in Schedule [2].
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"(11i) The chemicals 1isted in Schedule [2) are n¢'. diverted or used for
purpnres prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

"Obligation and Frequency

"§. "(i) Each facility notified to the Technical Secretariat under this Annex
shall be subject to systematic international on-site verification on
a routine basis.

“(ii) The number, intensity, éaration, timing and mode of inspections and
monitoring with on-site instruments for a particular facility shall
be based on the risk to the objectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical, the chatacterietics of the facility and the
nature of ths activities carried out there. 1/ 2/ The guidelines to
be used shall include: (to be developed). 3/

"6. The particular facility to be inspected shall be chosen by the Technical
Secretariat in such a way to preclude the predi “on of precisely when the
facility is to be inspected.

"Notification

"7. A State Party ehall be notified by the Technical Secretariat of the
decision to inspect a €fac’ .y referred to in paragraphs 2 and 3 . . . . hours
prior to the arrival of the inspection team.

"Host State Party

“8. The host State Party shall have the right t¢ 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 facility, as
provided by the Convention, nor shall it delay or otherwise impede the
carrying out of the inspection.

“1/ One delegation euggeeted that the number of such inspections could
be from 1 to 5 per year.

"2/ A number of possible ractors that could influence the number,
inteneity, duration, timing and mode of inspections have been identified and
discussed. The result of this work is enclosed in Appendix Il to serve a6 a
basis for future work,

"3/ It was noted that a ‘weighted approach’ might be taken in
determining the inspection régime for specific chemicals. The importance of
establishing a threshold(e) in this context was also noted. It was mentioned
that a threshold(s) should relate to ‘military significant quantities' of the
relevant che: (cal( s).
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“Initial Visit

"9, FEach facility notified to the Technical Secretariat under this Annex
shall be liable to receive an initial visit frominternational inspectors
promptly after the State becone6 a Party to the Convention.

"10. The purpose ofthe 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 instrunents

“"Agreement on Inspection Procedures

"11. Each State Party shall execute an agreement, based on a nodel agreement,
with the Oganization, within [6) nonths after the Convention enters into
force for the State, governing the conduct ofthe inspections of the
facilities declared by the State Party. The agreement shall provide for the
detailed subsidiary arrangenents which shall govern inspection6 at each
facility. 17/

"12.Such agreementsshall be based on a Mdel Agreerment and shall specify for
each facility the nunber, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed

i nspection procedures and the installatioa, operation and naintenance of
on-site instruments by the Technical Secretariat. The Mdel Agreementshal
include provisions to take into account future technol ogical devel opnents

"States Parties shall ensure that the systematic international on-site
verification can be acconplished by the Technical Secretariat at all
facilities within the agreed tine frames after the convention enters into
force. 2/

VerificationInspections

"13. The areas of a facility to be inspected under subsidiary arrangenents
may,inter alia include: 3/

»1/ Several delegations considered that the nodel agreement should be
el aborated as part of the negotiations on the Convention. A draft for such a
model agreenent is contained in Appendix IZI.

»2/ Procedures to ensure the inplenentation of the verification scheme
within designated time franes are to be devel oped

*3/ pi nions were expressed on the need to consider the question of the
existence in a facility of excessive capacity for the production of chemical6
on Schedul e [2}.



"(1) areas where feed chemicals (reactants) are delivered and/or stored;

“"(11) areas where manipulative processes are performed upon the reactants
prior to addition to the reaction vesael)

"(iii) feed lines &8 appropriate from subparagraph (i) and/or
subparagraph (ii) to the rmaction vessel, together with any
assoclated valves, flow meters, etc.1

“(iv) the external aspect of the reaction veaeel and its ancillary
equipment »

"(v) lines from the reaction 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 (1) to (v)»

“(vii) equipment and areas for waste and effluent handling!
“(viii) equipment and areas for disporition of off-specification chemicals.

"14, “(a) The Technical Secretariat shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inapeat or visit the facility (48] {12] hours prior to the planned
arrival of the ineprction team at the facility for systematic inspections or
visits. In the event of inspection8 or visits to resolve urgent problems,
this period may be shortened. The Technical Secretariat shall specify the
purpose(s) of the inspection or visit,

"(b) A State Party shall make any necessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall easure their expeditious transportation from their
point of entry on the territory of the gtate Party to the facility, The
agreement on subsidiary arrangements will specify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

"(¢) 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 actisity, Inspectors shall comply
with the safety regulations at the facility. The items to be
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectors;

- bring with them and use such agreed instruments as mey be necessary
for the completion of their tasks;

- receive samples taken at their request at the facility. 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 samples;

transfer, if necessary, samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with agreed
procedures) 1/

afford the opportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
samples ar e eanalysed; 1/

ensure, in ancordance with procedures (to be developed), that samples
transported, atnred and processed are not tampered withy 1/

communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat.

"(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in aocordanae with
agreed procedures:

- have the right to accompany the Internatiousl Inspectors at all times
during the inspection and observe all their verification activities at
the facility)

have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken and be
present when samples are analysed;

have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
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-site;

receive copies of the reports on inspections of its facility(ies);

receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its facility(ies) by the Technical Secretariat.

"15. The Tuchnical 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.

“1/ The view was expressed that all questions related to analysis
off-site required further discussion.
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"Submission of Inspectors' Report

"16. After each inspection or visit to the facility, Intsrnationel Inspectors
shall submit & 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 received the imspection or visit. Information recelved 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) Technical Secretariat immediately.
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“"ANNIX TO ARTICLE VI [2]
“SCHEDULE [ 2]

“PROVISIONAL LIST

"1, Chemicals containing one P-methyl, P-ethyl, or P-propyl (normal or iso)
bond

"2, N,N-Dialkylpliosphoramidic dihalides

"3, Dialkyl N,N-dialkylphosphoramidates

"4, Arsenic triahloride (7784-34-1)
"5, 2,2-Diphenyl-2-hydroxyacetic acid (76-93-7 )
6. Quinuclidin-3-ul (1619-34-7)
“7. N,N-Diigopropylaminoethyl-2-chloride (96-79-7)
"8, N,N-Diisopropylaminoethan-2-o0l (96-80-0)
“9, N,N-Diisopropylaminoethane-2-thiol (5842-07-Q)

“TO BE DISCUSSED FURTHER

"(1) The following compoundsl

Bis(2-hydroxyethyl)sulphide ( thiodiglycol)

3,3-Dimethylbutan-2-0l (pinecolyl alcohol)

"(2) Expanded groups for compounds 5, 6, 7, 6 and 9, as follows:

(No, 5)1 2-phenyl-2-(phenyl, cyclohexyl, cyclopsntyl or
cyclobutyl)-2-hydroxyacetic acids and their methyl, ethyl,

n-propyl and iso-propyl esters

(No. 6)1 3~ or 4-hydroxypiperidine and their [derivatives] and
[ analogs )

(Nos. 7,8,9)t N,N-Disubstituted aminoethyl-2-halides

N,N-Disubstituted aminoethan-2-ols

N,N-Diaubstituted aminoethane-2-thiols
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [3)
“Chemicals which are produced in Jarge commercial quantities and which
could be used for chemical weapons purpoded
“DECLARATIONS

"l., The 1nitial 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 ] 1

"(1) The chemicals name, common or trade name used by the facility,
structural formula and Chemical Abstracts Service Registry Number.

"(14) The total amount produced, consumed, imported and exported in the
previous calendar year. 1/

“"(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 2/ at any time since . . . a
chemical in Schedule [3] for chemical weapons purposes! 3/ 4/

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

"(b) The location of the facility.

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

"2/ A view was expressed that the question of a quantitative threshold
would need to be discussed in this context.

"3/ 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.

"4/ It was proposed that a threshold for the dual purpose agents
(Phosgene, Cyanogen chloride, Hydrogen cyanide, Chloropicrin) could be
established at [50 tonnes/year] [500 tonnes/year] and for precursors at
[6 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
of the Committee, by Dr. Peroni (Brazil), Lt. Col. Bretfeld (German Democratic
Republic) and ur. Ooms (Netherlands).
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"(¢) The capacity (to be defined) 1/ of the facility.

"(4) The approximate amount of production and consumption of the
chemical in tho previous year (ranges to be specified).

"2. A State Party shall notify the Technical Secretariat of the name and
location of any facility which int--ds, in the year following submission of
the Annual Declaration, to produce, process or consume any of the chemicals
listed in Schedule [3) (on an industrial scale - to be defined).

“VERIFICATION

"The verification régime for chemicals listed in Schedule [3] will
comprise both the provision of data by a State Party to the Technical
Secretariat and the monitoring of that data by the Technical Secretariat. 27/

"l/ Some consultations with technical experts have taken place on this
issue. A report on these consultations is enclosed in Appendix Il to
facilitate further work by delegations.

"2/ Some delegationa consider that provision should be made for resort
to an on-site ‘spot-check’ inspection, if 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]

"Phosgene
“Cyanogen chloride
“"Hydrogen cyanide

"Trichloronitromethane
(chloropicrin)

"Phosphorus oryohloride
"Phosphorus trichloride

"Di- and Trimethyl/Ethyl Esters
of Phoephoruo [P I111] Acid,

"Trimethyl phosphi te
"Triethyl phosphi te
"Dimethyl phosphi te
"Diethyl phosphite
“Sulphur monochloride

“Sulphur &4 chloride

"SCHEDULE[ 3)

(75-44-5)
(506-77-4)

(74-90-8)

(76-06-2)
{10025-87-3)

(7719-12-2)

(131-45-9)
(122-53-1)
(868-85-9)
(762-04-5)
(19925-67-Q)
(19545-99-0)
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“ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI [...]1/
"Broduction ot suyer-toxic lethal chemicals not listed in Schedule 1]
"The provisions of this Annex cover:

- chemicals with an LDgg equal to or less than 0.5 mg per kg
bodyweight 27/ or an LCtgg equal to or less than 2,000 mg-min/m3;

- facilities whichi

"(a) produce or process more than (10] (100]) [1,000]) kg 3/ per
annum 4/ of any such chemical; 5/

"{(b, have a production capacity §/ for any such chemical exceeding
1,000 kg 1/ per annum 8/].

"1/ Some delegations consider that the chemicals 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.

"2/ It is understood that further discussion is needed with regard to
chemicals with a somewhat lower toxicity, In this context varirus ideas were
put forward, i.a. a

- that chemicals falling within a deviation-range of 10-20 per cent
could be considered)

- that chemicals with an Lbgg close to 0.5 mg/kg bodyweight could be
included as exceptions:

- that the modalities for revisions of lists could be made use of to
take care of possible concerns in this regard,

"3/ Some delegations felt that the thresholds for production and
production capacity should correspond to militarily significant quantities,

"4/ The question of production or processing not occurring annually
requires further discussion.

"5/ Some delegations expressed the view that additional criteria of
suitability for chemical weapons purposes should be added,

"6/ How to define production capacity remains 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 Il to this document.

"1/ 1t is understood that the quantitative value of the threshold for
production capacity remains to be discussed.

"8/ One delegation expressed the view that the question of production
capacities should be considered in accordance with the relevant provisions in
the Annex to Article VI, Schedules [2) and (3] (cf, CD/CW/WP.167, pp. 62, 68).
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"DECLARATIONS 1/

"The Initial and Annual Declarations to be provided by a State Party
under Article VI shall ineclude:

"1, Aggregate national data on the production or processing Of each chemical
[listed in] (covered byl this Annex, 2/ and on the export and import of the
chemicals in the previous aalendar year with an indication of the aountriee
involved.

"2, The following informa:ion f Or each facility whiah, during the previous
calendar year, produaed or proceaoed more than [10) [100]) (1,000) kg 3/ of any
chemical [listed in]| [covered by] this Annex.

"Chamical(s)

"(1) The chemical name, common or trade name used by the facility,
structural formula, and Chemical Abstrsats Service Reagist-y Number
(i f assigned);

“(ii) The total amount produced, processed, imported and exported in the
previous aalendar year; 4/ 5§/

“(iii) The purpose(e) for which the chemical(s) are produced or processed!
"(a) conversion on-site (specify product type);

“(b) sale or transfer to other domestic industry (specify final
produat type)s

"(e) export of a chemical (specify whiah country).
"Facllity

"(1) The name of the facility and of the owner, company, or enterprise
operating the facility:

"1/ The information to be reported on chemicals will depend largely on
what aims are eventually agreed for verification under paragraph 4 of this
Annex.

"2/ A proposal for a list of chemicala, to be included in the Convention
under this category, is contained in CD/792.

"3/ Some delegations felt that the thresholds for production and
production capacity should correspond to militarily significant quantities’

"4/ Whether the total amount is to be exprensed as an exact figure or
within a range is to be discussed’

"8/ One delegation expressed the view that aggregate national data on
the production of any such chemical should also be provided.
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"(ii) The exact location of the facility (including the address, location
of the complex, location of the facility within the complex
including the specific building and structure number, if any))

“(ii1) Whether the faoility is dedicated to producing or processing the
declared chemical or is multi-purpose,

"(dv) The main orientation (purpose) of the facility)

"{(v) Whether the facility can readily be used to produas a Schedule [1)
chemical. Relevant information should be provided, when
applicable.))

“(Vi) The production caparity for the declared chemical(s)s 1/

“(Vi’) Which of the following activities are performed with regard t o
chemicals

“(a) production,

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

"(d) other - specity;

“(viii) Whether at any time during tho previous calendar year declared
chemicals were stored on-site in quantities greater than [ ]
{tonnes].

"Advance notifications

“3+. “(a) Each State Party shall annually notify the Technical Secretariat of
facilities which anticipate, 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 shall for each facility include the following
informationl

"(1) The information specified under paragraph 2 above, except for
guantitative information relating to the previous calendar year;

"(i1) 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
production, processing planned after the submission of the annual notification
under paragraph 3 (a), not later than one month before the production or
processing is anticipated to begin’ The notification shall for each facility
include the information speclfied under paragraph 3 (a).

"1/ How to define production capacity remains to be agreed upon.
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“VERIFICATION 1/

"Alm 2/

“4, The aim of the measures stipulated in irticle VI, paragraph 6, shall be
to verify thatt

(1) Facilities declared under this Annex are not used to produce any
chemical listed in Schedule f1};

“(ii) The quantities of declared chemicals produced or processed are
consistent with needs for purposes not prohibited by the Chemical
Weapons Conventionr

"(11i) The declared chemicals are not diverted or ueed for purposes
prohibited by the Chemical ' ~apons Convention.

"Qi:.ligation and frequency

‘5. "(1) Each facility notified to the Technical Secretariat shall be liable
to receive an initial visit frci International Inspectors, promptly
after the State become6 a Party to the Convention.

“(i1) The purpose of the initial visit shall be to verify information
provided concerning the facility to be inspected and to obtain any
additional information, [including on the capacity of the facility,
needed for planning] [to determiane whether systematic on-site
verification on a routine basis is necessary, and, if so, to plan]
future verification activities at the facility, including inspection
visits and use Oof on-site instruments.

"(ii1) Bech facility notified to the Technical Secretariat under this Annex
shall be subject to systematic international on-site verification on
a routine basis.

“(iv) The number, intensity, duration, timing and mode of inspections and
monitoring with on-site instrument.6 for a particular facility shall
be based on the risk to the objectives of the Convention posed by
the relevant chemical, the characteristics of the facility including
its capacity and the nature of the activities carried out there. 3/
The guidelines to be used shall include: (to be developed).

"1/ “ome Of the provisions contained in this section have general
application throughout the Convention. It is understood that the retention of
these will be reviewed at a later stage in the negotiations’

"2/ This aim requires further consideration. Some delegations have
raised in thiv context the issue of suitability for chemical weapons purposes.

"3/ One delegation suggested that the number of such inspections miynt
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.

" { State Party

7. The Host State Party shall have the right to designate personnel to
acconpany 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 otherw se inpede the
carrying out of the inspection.

“Agreement ON Inspection Procedures

"8. Each State Party Shall execute an agreement, based on a nodel agreement
with the Organixation within [6] nonth6é after the Convention enter6 into force
for the State, governing the conduct of the inspection6é of [the facilities
declared by the State Party] [those facilities which are determned 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
arrangement 6 which shall govern inspections at each facility.

"9, Such agreenment6 shall be based on a Mdel Agreement and shall specify for
each facility the number, intensity, duration of inspections, detailed

i nspection procedure6 and the installation, operation and maintenance of
on-site instrunent6 by the Technical Secretariat. The Mdel Agreenent shall
include provisions to take into account future technol ogical devel opnents

"States Parties shall ensure that the systematic international on-site
verification can be acconplished by the Technical Secretariat at al
facilities within the agreeed tine frane6 after the Convention enters into
force.

"lo. The areas of a facility to be inspected under subsidiary arrangenents
may, inler alia, include:

"(i) Areab where feed chenmicals (reactants) are delivered and/or stored

"{ii)Areaswhere mani pul ati ve 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
associ ated valves, flow neters;
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"(iv) The external aspect of the reaction vessel and its anoillary
equipment)

"(v) Lines from the reaction vessel |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) s

"(vii) Equipment and areas for waste and effluent handling)
“(viii) Equipment and areas for disposition of off-specification chemicals,

"11, "(a) The Technical Secretariat shall notify the State Party of its
decision to inspect or visit the facility [48] [12) hours prior to the planned
arrival of the inspection team at the facility for systematic inspections or
visits.

"(b) A State Party shall make any neaessary preparations for the arrival
of the Inspectors and shall ensure their expeditious transportatios. from their
point of entry on the territory of the State Party to the facility. The
agreement on subsidiary arrangements will specify administrative arrangements
for Inspectors.

"(c) International Inspectors shall, in accordance with agreements on
subsidiary arrangement8

have unimpeded access to all areas that have been agreed for
inspection. While conducting *heir activity, Inspectors shall comply
with the safety regulations at the facility. The items to be
inspected will be chosen by the Inspectors;

bring with them and use ouch agreed instruments as may be necessary
for the completion of their tasks;

¥

receive samples taken at their request at the facility. Such samples
will be taken by representatives of the State Party in the presence of
the Iuspectors;

perform on-site analysis of samples;

transfer, if necessary, samples for analysis off-site at a laboratory
designated by the Technical Secretariat, in accordance with agreed
procedures!

afford the opportunity to the Host State Party to be present when
samples are analysaed;
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- ensure, in accordance with procedures (to be developed), that samples
transported, stored and processed are not tampered with)

- communicate freely with the Technical Secretariat.

"(d) The State Party receiving the inspection shall, in accordance with
agreed procedures;

- have the right to accompany the International Inspectors at all times
during the inspection end observe all their verification activities at
facility)

have the right to retain duplicates of all samples taken and be
present when samples are analysed)

have the right to inspect any instrument used or installed by the
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-site)

receive copies of the reports on inspections of its facility(ies))

receive copies, at its request, of the information and data gathered
about its facility(ies) by the Technical Secretariat.

"12. The Technical Secr~tariat 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.

"Submission of Inspectors' Report

“13. After each inspection or visit to the facility, 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 confiidential (procedures to be developed).

“l4. 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

"I'

"Praparatory Commission 1/

"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 {30] 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.

*3. The Commission shall be convened at [...]) and romain in existence 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 account differences
between the United Nations membership and the participation of States
signatories in the Commission].

“5.  All decisions of the Commission shall be made by [consensus] [a two-thirds
majority].

“6., The Commission shall

"(a) elect its own officers, adopt its own rules of procedures, meet as
often as necessary and establish such committees as it deems useful;

"(b) appoint an executive secretary and establish a provisional
technical secretariat with units in charge of preparatory work concerning the
main activities to be carried out by the Technical Secretariat created under
the Conventiona declarations and data; inspectorate; evaluation of accounts
and repor te; agreements and negotiations; personnel, qualifications and
trainings; development of procedures and instruments! technical support;
finance and administration;

"(c) make arrangements for the first session of the Consultative
Committee , including the preparation of an agenda and draft rules of procedure;

"1/ 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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"(d) make studies, 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 activities
connected with the implementation of the Convention, establishment of the
Technical Secretariat and of its staff and financial regulations.

"7. The Commission shall report on its activities to the 1st meeting of the
Consultative Committee.
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"Procedures for toxicity determinations 1/

"In March 1982 consultations were held, involving 32 experts from
25 countries, i.a, on toxicity determination,

"As a result of the discussions, the participants in the oonsultations
unanimously agreed to recommend standardised operating procedures for acute
subautaneous toxicity determinations and for aoute inhalation toxicity
determinations. These unanimously agreed recommendations were submitted as
Annexes |1l 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. 1n order to facilitate this work
Annexes |l | and IV to cp/C4/WP, 30 are reproduced below,

“Recommended standardised operating procedures for acute
subautaneous toxiaity determinations

"l. lntroduction
"Three categories of agents were defined on the basis of their toxicity:
"(i) super-toxic lethal chemicals;
"(ii) other lethal chemicals;
"(111) other harmful chemicals.

“Lethality limits in terms of LDgp for subcutaneous administration were
established to separate three toxic categories at 0.5 mg/kg and 10 mg/kg.

"2. Principles of the test maethod

"The test substance is administered to a group of animals in doses
corresponding exactly to the category limits (0.5 or 10 mg/kg respectively).
If in an actual test the death rate was greater than 50 per cent, then the
material would fall into the higher toxicity category) if it was lower than
50 per cent the material would fall into the lower toxicity category.

"1/ It was understood that these recommended standardized operating
procedures for toxicity determinations might be supplemented or modified
and/or, if necessary, reviewed.
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“3. Description of the test procedure
“ 3.1 Experimental animal Healthy young adult male albino rats of

Wistar strain weighing 200 &+ 20 g should be used. The animals should be
acclimatised tn the laboratory conditions for at least five days prior to the
test’” The temperature of the animal room before and during the test ehould be
22 ¢ 3°C 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 gxoupss 20 animals in each

group’

“ 3.2 Test substance FEach test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility,
stability, etc.) and stored under conditions ensuring its stability. 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 Taest method 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’ |If the result is doubtful (e.g. death rate = 10), the
test should be repeated.

“3.4 Evaluation of the results |If the death rate in the first group of
animals (receiving a solution containing 0.5 mgsml) is equal to or higher than
50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the “super-toxic lethal
chemical” category. If the death rate in the second group (receiving a
solution coataining 10 mgsml) is equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the test
substance will fall into the “other lethal chemical” category; if lower than
50 per cent, the test substance will fall into the “other harmful chemical”.

“ 4. Data reporting
“A test report should include the following information:

"(1) test copnditiops: date and hour of the test, air temperature and
humidity;

"(ii) animal data: sStrain, weight and origin of the animals;

-137-



“(ii1) test substance characterimations chemical composition, origin,
batch number and purity (or impurities) of the substance; date of
receipt, quantities received and used in the test; conditions of
storage, solvent used in the test;

“(iv) resultst the number of dead animals in eaah group, evaluation of
results.

“Recommended standardised operating procedures for acute
inhalation toxicity criteria

"1. In the assessment and evaluation of the toxic characteristics of
chemicals in a vapour or aerosol state determination of acute inhalation
toxicity is necessary. In every case, when it is possible, this test should
be preceded by subcutaneous toxicity determination, Data from these studies
constitute the initial 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 toxicityl
"(1) super-toxic lethal chemicals;
“(ii) other lethal chemicals;

“(iii) other harmful chemicals..

“Lethality limits in terms of LCtgq for inhalatory application were
established to separate three toxic categories at 2,000 mg min/m3 and
20,000 mg min/m3,

"2 . Principles of the test method

“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) respectively’ If in an ~ctual 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 fall into the lower toxicity category.

"3. DRescription of the test procedure

“3.1 Experimental animal Healthy young adult male albino rats of
Wistar strain weighing 200 ¢+ 20 g should be used. The animals should be
acclimatised to the laboratory conditions for at least five days prior to the
test. The temperature of the animal room befors and during the test should be
22 4+ 3°C and the relative humidity should be 50-70 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
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should not interfere with proper observation of each animal. Prior to the
test the animals are randomized and divided into two groups) 20 animals in
each group.

“ 3.2 Test substance Each test substance should be appropriately
identified (chemical composition, origin, batch number, purity, solubility,
stability, boiling point, flash point, vapour pressure etc.) and stored under
conditions ensuring its stability. The stability of the substance under the
test conditions should also be known,

“ 3.3 Equipmant A constant vapour concentration may be produced by one
of several methods!

"(1) by means of an automatic syringe which drops the material on to a
suitable heating system (e.g. hot plate):;

"(ii) by sending airsteam through a solution containing the material
(e.g. bubbling chamber);

"(1ii) 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
ensure that conditions throughout the equipment are essentially the same.
Both a whole body individual chamber exposure or head only exposure may be
used,

"3.4 Physical measurements Measurements Or monitoring ehould be

conducted of the following parameters:
"(1) the rate of air flow (preferably continuously);

"(i1i) the actual concentration of the test eubstance during the exposed
period;

"(i1i) temperature and humidity.

"3.5 Test method Twenty animals are exposed for 10 minutes to the
concentration of 200 mg/m3 and then removed from the chamber. 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 animale ohould be
exposed for 10 minutes to the concentration of 2,000 mg/m3., The number of
dead animals should be determiiad within 48 hours and again after 7 days. If
the result is doubtful (e.g. death rate = 10), the test should be repeated.

"3.6 Evaluation 0 f regults If the death rate in the first group of
animals (exposed to the concentration of 200 mg/m3) is equal to or higher
than 50 per cent, the test eubstance will fall into the “super-toxic lethal
chemical” category. |If the death rate in the second group (exposed to the
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concentration of 2,000 mg/m3) s equal to or higher than 50 per cent, the
teet eubetance will fall into the ‘other lethal chemical’ category) if it is
lower than 50 per cent, the teat subatance will fall into the ‘other harmful

chemical ' .

"4, Data reporting

"A teet report should include the following informationl

Il(l)

“ (i)

“(iii)
H( |V)

H(v)

Test conditions: date and hour of the test, description of exposure
chamber (type, dimensions, source of air, system for generating the
test substance, method of conditioning air, treatment of exhaust air
etc.) and equipment for measuring temperature, humidity, air flow
and concentration of the teat substance;

Exposure data: 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 sone ;

Animal data: strain, weight and origin of animals;

Test substance characterisation: chemical composition, origin,
batch number and purity (or impurities) of the substance; boiling
point, £lash point, vapour pressure; date of receipt, quantities
received and used in the test; condition of storage, solvent used
in the test;

Resultst number of dead animals in each group, evaluation of
results.
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“ADDENDUM TO APPENDIX |
“WIDELINES ON THE INTERNATIONAL INSPECTORATE 4/

“This document consists of Sections I-111 which reproduce Attachment (A)
of the Report of the Co-ordinator for Cluster 1V (Ch/CW/WP.178) for the
1987 session and Suction |V which repregents the work in Group C during the
1988 session.

"I. Designation

"1, Verification activities in a State Party to the Convention shall only be
performed by Inspectors designated to this State in advance,

“2. The Technical Secretariat shall communicate, in writing, to the State
concerned the names, nationality and ranks of the Inspectors proposed for
designation. Furthermore, it shall furnish a certificate of their
qgualifications and enter into such consultations as the State concerned may
request . The latter shall inform the Secretariat, within (30) days after
receipt of such a proposal, whether or not it will accept the designation of
each Inspector proposed, The Inspectors accepted by the State Party ohsll be
designated to that stato. The Technical Secretariat shall notify the State
concerned of such a designation,

"3. 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 its objection, |If a State Party raises objections to
an Inspector already designated, this objection shall come into effect 30 days
after recelpt by the Technical SBecretariat. The Technicsl Secretariat shall
immediately inform the State concerned of the withdrawal of the designation of
the inspector. |In cases of objections to designation of Inspectors the
Technical Secretaria, shall propose to the State Party in question one or more
alternative designations, The Technical Secretariat shall refer to the
Executive Council any repeated refusal by a State Party to accept the
designation of Inspectors if the Secretariat is of the opinion that such
refusal impedes inspections to bo conducted in the State concerned.

"II, Privileges. and. immunities_of lnspectors

"1. Tov the extent necessary for the effective exercise of their function@,
Inspectors shall be accorded the following privileges and immunities, which
shall also apply to the time spent. travelling in connection with their
missions t

"(a) immunity from personal arrest or detention and from seigure oOf
their personal baggage;

"(b) immunity from legal process of every kind in regard to what they
do, say or write in the performance of their official functions)

"1/ The texts contained in this document require further consideration
and elaboration.
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“(c) inviolability of all the papers, documents, equipment and samples
they carry with them)

"(d) the right to use codea for their communication with the Secretariat
and to receive papers or correspondence by courier or in sealed bags from the
Secretariat;

"(e) multiple entry/exit and/or transit visae and the same treatmeut in
entry and transit formalities as is given ta members of comparabe rank of
diplomatic missions;

"(£) the same currency and exchange facilities as are accorded to
representatives of foreign Governments on temporary official misslons;

"(g) the save immunities and facilities in respeoct to their personal
baggage as are accorded to members of comparable rank of diplomatic missions.

"2, Privileges and immunities shall be granted to Inspectors for the sake of
the Convention and not for the personal benefit of the individuals
themselves. 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 prejudice to the
Convention.

"3. If any State Party to the Convention considers that there has bean an
abuse of an above-mentioned privilege or immunity, consultations shall be held
bet.reen that State and the Secretariat to determine whether such an abuse has
occurred and, if so, to ensure that it does not repeat itself,

"IlI. Qeneral rules governing inspections and the conduct of Inspectors

"1. Inspectors shall carry out their functions under the Convention on the
busis 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 so arranged as to ensure on the one
hand the affective discharge of the Imspectors' functions and, oa the other,
the least possible inconvenience to the State concerned and disturbance to the
facility or other location inspected. Inspectors shall only request the
information and data which are necessary to fulfil their mandate. States
Parties shall furnish such information. Inspectors shall not communicate to
any State, Organisation or person outside the Technical Secretariat auy
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 secretariat for the protection of confidential information. They
shall remain bound by these relevant regulations after they have left their
functions as Iaternational Inspectors.

"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 twnair functions. |f a State Parly
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designates the Inspectors' point of entry into, and departure from the State
concerned and their routes and nodes of travel within the State, it shall be

guided by the principle of ninimxing the time of travel and any other
i nconveni ence.

"4, In exercising their functions, Inspectors shall avoid unnecessarily
hanpering 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. |f Inspectors consider that, to fulfil
their mandate, particular operations should be carried out in a facility, they

shal | request the designated represeatat®v#of t he nanagenent of the facility
to performthem

"5, After the inspection visit. Inspectors shall subnmit 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
rel evant to conpliance 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 ofthe report. Any witten
comrents, which the State Party may inmmediately make oa 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 renmoved or the facts established are of a
nature to suggest that obligations undertaken under the Convention have not
been net, the Technical Secretariat shall inform the Executive Council without
del ay.

"I'V. General rules i j i under i

"1.  For inspections under article IX the guidelines set out in sections Il

and |1l shall applv, as appropriate, unless otherw se provided for the
fol | ow ng.

"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-CGeneral shall, by selecting Inspectors from among the
full-time Inspectors for routine inspection activities,
establish a list of proposed inspectors. It shall conprise a
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sufficiently large pool of International Inspectors having the
neceasary qualification, experience, skill and training, to
allow for rotation and availability of Inspectors.

“(11) The Director-Qeneral shall communicate to all Staten Parties
the list of proposed Inspectors with their names, nationality
and other relevant detailg. [Any Inspector included in this
list ohsll be presumed accepted by States Parties a8 from
30 days after aaknowledgrment of receipt of the list. A State
Party may indiocate the ineligibility of an Inspeotor proposed
or already designated for inspection of ite facilities only in
cases affecting its national interest.]) 1/ [Any Inspector
included in thfc 11st ehall be regarded as accepted unless a
State Party, within 30 dayr after acknowledgement of receipt of
the list or at a~y time thereafter, declares its non-aoaeptanae.
In the care of non-acceptance, the proposed Inspectar shall not
be eligible for facllitlies of the State Party which hao
declared his non-acceptance,] 1/ The Director-General chall,
as necessary, submit f urt her proposals in additionto the
Original l1ist Of proposed inspectors. 2/

"(111) If, in the opinion of the Director-General [the cases of
ineligibility] [the non-aaaegtanae] of proposed Inspectore
impede the designation of & sufficient number of Inspeators or
otherwise hamper t he effectixx fulfilment of the tark of the
Iatervnational Inspectorate reiating to inspections to be
carried out under article I1X, the Director-Qeneral ehall refer
them to the Executive Council,

"(b) The Director-General shall establish a list of expert: who may be
called upon to aomplemrnt the Inspectors des.gnated under eubgaragragh (a)
above for thuse types Of inspection whiah require highly specialised skills.
Paragraphs | 1, 2 and 3 and subparagraph 2 (a) (ii) and (iii) above shall
apply to this list., 2/ 3/

“Should there be ciroumstances requiring the service of experts not
included in the above 1ist, the Director-General. may dispatch ouch experts to
complement the team of Inspectors only with the aoneent of the rejuested
State. 4/

. "1/ A view was expressed that measures against arbitrary handling of the
ri ght to refuse Inspectors needs to be considered.

v/ 1In order to ensure that the process of deasignation of Inspectors,
experts and eupporting staff as well as of points of entry (and departure)
function emoothly as from the date of entry into force of the Convention, the
idea of the signatorius indicating advance acceptance on the basis ui a
preliminary list drawn up by the Preparatory Comm:...on Xxhould be considered.

"3/ A View was expressed that the list of the experts and c¢-.pporting
staff sbzuld be kept to a winimum,

"4/ Thig provision needs to be discussed further.
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"These experts shall be bound by the same obligationa as provided for in
article VIII.D.6 as well as in these guidelines’

"(e) In order to assist the Inspectors in ecarrying out inspections under
article IX, a list of supporting staff with special skills or training such as
interpreters 1/ 2/ and seourity personnel shall be drawn up by the
Director-Qeneral. 3/ 4/ Paragraphs I 1, 2 and 3 and subparagraph 2 (a) (ii)
and (iii) above shall apply to this list.

"(d) Whenever amendments to the above-mentioned l1lsts Of Inspectors,
experts and supporting staff are necessary, new Inspeators, experts and
supporting staff shall be designated in the same manner as set forth with
respect to the initial list.

"(e) Each State Party shall, within 30 days of the receipt of the 1list
of designated Inspectors, experts and supporting staff, provide for or ensure
the provision of visas and other such documents which each Inspector, expert
or each member of the supporting staff may need to enter and to remain on the
territory of the State Party 5/ for the purpose of aarrying out inspe~tion

activities under article 1X, These doaumsnts shall have a validity o: at
least 24 months.

& < et .

"1/ The Technical Secretariat should make arrangement6 for interpretera
for national languages of States Partice, to the extent possible, to
faclll tate inspections.

"2/ A view was expressed that 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
inspections and submission of reports to the Teahniaal Secretariat.

"3/ In order to ensure that the process of designation of | nepeators,
experts and supporting staff as well as of points of entry (and departure)
function smoothly as from the 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 consideread.

"4/ A view was expressed that the list of the experts and supporting
staff should be kept to a minimum.

"8/ In cases where the gacilities of a State Party subject to inspection
are located in the territory of another State or where the access from the
point of entry to the facilities subject t0o inepsction requires transit
through the territory of another State, consideration will need to be given to
the arrangements to be worked out concerning the rights and obligations under
these guidelines between a State Party and the State in which the State
Party’s facilitias subject to inspection are located or the State through
which the inspection team has to transit.
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"3, Each State Party shall designate the points of entry into (and departure
from) its territory 1/ &nd shall supply the required information to the
Technical Secretariat not later than JO days after the Convention enters into
force, &/ These poi nt e of entry shall be such that the inspection team can
reach any inspection gite from at least one point of entry within the time
frames set forth in ...

“Each State Party may change the points Of entry (and departure) by
giving nrotice of ouch change to the Technical Secretariat, whieh shall become
effective upon receipt of the notice, unlees the Teahniaal Secretariat
considers that the change hampers the timely conduct Of inspection8 and enters
into consultation with the State Party to resolve the problem.

“4, The Director-Qeneral ehall select the members of an inspection team. 3/
Each inspection team shall consist of not less than [3) Inspector8 and ohsll
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 the case 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 t eam shall ensure its immediate entry into the territory and shall
do everything in ite power to ensure the safe conduct of the inspection team
and their equipment and supplies, within the prescribed time frames of ...
(hours), from their points of entry t 0 tha site(s) to Le inspected and t O
their points of departure. 1/ It shall provide or arrange f or the facilities
neceeeary for the inspection team such as aonununication means, interpretation
services t 0 the extent aecessary for the performance of interviewing and other
tasks, transportation, working space, lodging, meals and medical care of the
inspection team. The State Party receiving the inspection shall be reimbursed
for its expenses by the Organisation (Details to be developed).

"X/ In cases where the facilities of a State Party subject to inspection
are loaated in the territory of another State or where the access from the
point of entry to the facilities subject t 0 inspection requires transit
through the territory of another State, consideration will need to be given to
the arrangements to be worked out cuncerning the rights and obligations under
these guidelines between a State Party and the State in which the State
Party’s facilities subject to inspection are located or the State through
which the inspection team has to transit.

"2/ In order to ensure that the process of designation of Inepectore,
experts 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 signatories indicating advance acceptance on the basis of a
preliminary 1ist drawn up by the Preparatory Commission should be considered,

"3/ The detailed procedure for selection need to be addressed later,
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"(b) The representative(o) of the State Party receiving the inspeation
shall assist the inspection team in the exercise of its functions. 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 inspection team is not
thereby delayed or otherwise hindered in the exercise of 4its functions,

"6, "(a) There shall be no restriction by the State Party receiving the
inepection on the inspection team bringing on to the inspeation site such
instruments and devices which the Technical Secretariat has determined to be
necessary to fulfill the inspection requirements,

"This includes, inter alia, equipment for discovering and preserving
evidence related to the compliance with the Convention, equipment for
recording 1/ and documenting the inepection, as well as for communication with
the Technical Secretariat 2/ and for determining that the ineprction team has
been brovght to the site for whiah the inspection has been requested. The
Technical Secretariat shall to the extent possible, prepare and, as
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, 3/ 4/

"(b) The equipment shall be in the property of the Technical Svoretariat
and be designated and approved by it. The Technical Secretariat shall, to the
extent poesible, select that equipment whiah is specifically designed for the
spocific kind of inspection required. Designated and approved eguipment shall
be specifically protected against. unauthorized alteration,

"(e) The State Party receiving the inspection shall have the right,
without prejudice to the time frames se\w forth in Article IX, to inspect the
equipment at the point of entry, i.e. to check the identity of the ¢gquipment.
To facilitate such identification, the Technical Secretariat shall attach
documents and devices to authenticate its designation and approval of the
equipment. The State Party receiving the inepection may exclude equipment

"1/ The possible use of photographic or imaging equipment requires
further consideration,

"2, The issue of communication requires further consideration.

"3/ Further consideration needs to be given to when and how such
equipment will be agreed upon and to what extent they will need to be
specified in the Convention.

"4/ The relationship between equipment for routine inepections and

challenge inepections and provisions for their respective uses will need to be
considered.
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without the above-mentioned authentification documents and devices. Such

equipment shall be kept at the point of entry until the inspection team leaves
the respective country, 1/

"(d) In cases where the inspection team finds it necessary to use
equipment available on site not belonging to the Technical Secretariat and
requests the State Party to enable the team to wde euah equipment, the State

Party receiving the inspection shall comply with the request to the extent it
can. &/

"1/ A viow was expressed that consideration should be given to the
possibility for the State Party receiving the inspection to check, in
exceptional circumstances, any piece of equipment to ascertain that its
characteristics 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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"PRI NCI PLES AND ORDER OF DESTRUCTION OF CHEM CAL WEAPONS 1/

"1, The elaboration of the Oder of Destruction shall build on the
undi mi ni shed security for all States during the entire destruction stage,
confidence-building in the early part of the destruction stage, gradual

acqui sition of experience in the course of destroying chem cal weapons stocks
and applicability irrespective of the actual conposition or size of the
stockpiles and the nethods chosen for the destruction of the chenical weapons.

"2. Each State Party possessing chenical weapons shall begin destruction not
| ater than one year after it becomes a Party to the Convention, and all

st ockpi | es musthave been destroyed by the end of the tenth year after the
entry into force of the Convention. 2/

"3, The entire destruction period is divided into annual periods.

4, For the purpose of destruction, chenical weapons declared by each State
Party are divided into three categories:

Category 1. Chenical weapons on the basis of Schedule [1] chemicals;
Category 2: Chemical weapons on the basis of all other chemcals;

Category 3: Unfilled nunitions and devices, and equi pment specifically
designed for use directly in connection with enploynent of
chem cal weapons.

"5, The Oder 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] [undinminished] security. (The level of such stockpiles
shal | be agreed upon.)

"6. [Each State Party possessing chemcal weapons

- shall start the destruction of Category 1 chem cal weapons not |ater
than one year after it becones a Party to the Convention, and shall

»1/ Somedel egations drew attention to another proposal which suggests a
specific phased approach, including a special phase for advance destruction by
the largest chenical weapons owners until nidway of the destruction period.
This proposal is contained in CD/822 of 29 March 1988.

»27 The view was expressed that possible additional provisions
applicable to States possessing chemcal weapons but which ratify the
Convention at alater stage would need to be discussed. The view was al so
expressed that the Convention should include fromthe beginning all States
possessing chemnical weapons.
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complete it not later than 10 years after the entry into force of the
Convention; the comparison factor for such weapons 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 it not later than five years after the entry into force of
the Convention; the comparison factor for such weapons shall be agent
tons, i.e. the aggregate weight of the chemicals within such 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 it not later than [four] [five] 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 stocks at a faster pace.

“TABLE
"Year Category 1 Categorv 2 Category 3
2
3
4
5
6 (TO BE DEVELOPED)
7
8
9
10

"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.

"These 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 1V.

"9, Each State Party shall report annually to the Organieation on the
implementation of the destruction in each annual period.
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"GUIDELINES FORSCHEDULE {1} 1/

"The following guidelines, singly or in combination, should be taken into
account in considering whether a chemical should be included in Sohedule [1])3

“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.

"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. 2/

"8, Super-toxic lethal chemicals with chemical structure related/similar to
those super-toxic lethal chemicals already listed in Schedule 1. 3/

"6, 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. Any toxic chemical with a chemical structure related/similar to those
chemicals already listed in Schedule 1. 3/

"8, Other chemicals which have been stockpiled as chemical weapons.
“9. 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,

"1/ The basis and modalities for the application and revision of the
guidelines are to be developed,

"2/ A view was expressed that compounds listed in Schedule [1] should
possess the properties of chemical warfare agents.

"3/ The view was expressed that this by itself would nat he suf ficient
to includa a chemical in Schedule (1].

"4/ One delegation believes that this provision is not necessnary nnd
that it is already covered under point 12.
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"12. Key precursors which may possess the following characteristics:

"(1) it may react with other chemicals to give, within a short time, 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 toxiec
product is readily available for military use; and

"(4i1) key precursors which have little or no use except for chemical
WEeapons purposes,

-153-




"POSSI BLE FACTORS | DENTI FIED TO DETERM NE THE NUMBER, | NTENSI TY,
DURATION, TIM NG AND MODE OF | NSPECTIONS OF FACILITIES HANDLI NG
SCHEDULE {2) CHEM CALS 1/
"l Factorsrelatedtothe |listed chemcal
"(a) Toxicity of the end-product.
"2, facili

“(a) Miltipurpose or dedicated facility.

"(b) Capability and convertibility for initiating production of highly
toxi ¢ chenical s.

"(c) Production capacity.

"(a) On-site storage of listed key precursors in quantities exceeding
. tonnes.

"(e) Location of thefacility and infrastructure for transportation.
"3. Eactors related to the activities carried out at the facility

"(a) Production e.g. continuous, batch, types of equipnent.

"(b) Processing with conversion into another chenical.

"{c) Processing w thout chenical conversion.

"{d) Gther types of activities, e.g., consunption, inport, export,
transfer.

"(e) Volume produced, processed, consumed, transferred.

"(f) Relationship between nmaxinum and utilized capacity for a schedul ed
cheni cal .

- nmul tipurpose facility
- dedicated facility

"4, Qher factors

"(a) International nonitoring by on-site instrunents.

"(b) Renote nonitoring.

"1/ The order in which these factors are |listed does not indicate any
priority.
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"REPORT ON HOW TO DEFI NE ' PRODUCTI ON CAPACI TY'

"During the 1987 session, consultations were held with Lt. Col. Bretfeld
(German Denocratic Republic), Dr. Cooper (United Kingdonmj, Prof. Kuzmin
(USSR), Dr. Mkulak (United States), Dr. CQons (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 al so concluded that this mght not be possible.

"A definition could consist of a verbal part and a mathematical formula
to be used for the calculation of the nunerical value of the production
capacity. Such a single definition, as exenplified below, could be utilised
in the Annex to Article V, paragraphs |.A5 (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] chem cals', contained in cDs782,
Appendix I, p. 12

"On the basis of cbscw/WP.171 and proposal s presented during the
consultations, the follow ng 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
technol ogi cal process used at a facility where the substance in
question is actually produced.

"Alt. 2 The production capacity is the annual quantitative potenti al
for manufacturing a specific substance on the basis of the
technol ogi cal process actually used or planned to be used at a
facility.

"Mat henatical forml ae:

"Production capacity per year =

= quantity produced X constant x no. of units
hours of production

or in the case of dedicated units not yet in operation

= nameplate Of design capacity x constant x no. of units
hours of planned operation
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“The constant is the number of hours of availability per year. In both
formulae, the constant will have different values for continuous and batch
operations. Furthermore, different values may have tO be assigned for
'dedivated batch processes' and 'multipurpose batch processes'. The values of
the constant remains to be determined,

"It was noted that the formulae relate to the production etep in which
ths product is actually formed. They might not necessarily be applicable e.g.
to subsequent purification steps in the process.

"It was also noted that in the case of multipurpose facilities producing
more than one declared chemical, the production capacity of the facility 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
[imited =~ oduction, the abovo mathematical formulae might possibly give rise
to an overestimate of the actual production capacity. |t was suggested that
the formulae could be used if the annual production was more than five teonnes.

"In the case of ths Anmex to Article VI [1} it wae felt that the above
type of definition would be un uitable and that other ways of delimiting the
“production capacity* of the single small-scale production facility should be
explored,

“Further refinement of the definition of production capacity is
required. Also, methods for verification of the declared production capacity
wil) hava to b e discussed. In this context opinions were expressed on the use
of production log books and to which extent inspectors would need access to
technical informatiun on the production process.

"As a continuation of the consultations reported in ¢b/s795, Further
consvitations wera held with Dr. Boter (Netherlands), Lt. Col, Bretfeld
/3ecman Democratic! Republic), br. Cooper (United Kingdom) Prof. Kuemin (Union
of Boviet Sociaisst Republics), Prof. Yfirochke (Federal Republic of Germany)
and Dr. Schroder (Federal Republic of Germany). This report summarizes the
results of the continued consultations, as seen by the rapporteur,

Dr. Santesson (Sweden).

“In the iew of the technical experts, ‘production capacity’ could be
defined thus @

“The production capacity is the annual quantitat Cve potantial fo:
manufacturing a speci f ic substance vs the basis of the “echnological
process actually used or, in case of processes NOt. yet. operational,
planned to be used at the facility, as specified in the subsi diary
agreements.
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"For the purpose of the decleration, an approximate production capacity
shall bo calculated using the formula!

“Production capacity (tons/year) m

= deg§, cap. ... X op. factor x ro. of units
pl. ap. hours

where |

des. cap. = hameplate or design capacity of one unit (tons/year)

pl. op. hours = hours of planned operation to achieve the design capacity
op. factor = operational factor (hours)

"The operational factor should take into account. the various facility..specific
and process-specific factore which would affect the actual practical
production capacity, and could e.g. be determined during the initial visit. A
need might exist for a provisional value of the operational factor to be
applied before the initial visit has taken place.
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“REPORT ONINSTRUMENTAL MONITORING OF NON-PRODUCTION INFACILITIES
DECLARED UNDER THE ANNEX TO ARTICLE VI {2]

"During the 1988 session, consultationa were held on instrumental
monitoring of non-production in facilities declared under the Annex to
Article VI {2). This report summarizes the results of the consultations, as
seen 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
provisions for a particular facility will be included in the facility
attachment tailored for each facility according to the guidelines presented in
the Model Agreement,

“It was alro suggested that depending on a number of factors leid out in
CD/S31 and possibly the preference of the facility, the facility may bei

"(i) monitored with on-site instruments and visits by inspectoras; or

"(14) monitored only by visits of inspectors, but at a higher frequency
than if there were also monitoring by on-site inetrumente.

“Inspectors and inatrumental monitoring ehould be considered
complementary. Instruments cannot replace inepectore but they could reduce
the need for inspection. 1ln cases where instrumental monitoring is not
feasible or desirable, the number of inspections might need to be higher than
if inetrumente were used. Inetrumental monitoring would be needed iu cases
where continuous monitoring is required.

"Spacific verification objectives

"(4) Facilities declared under Annex to Article VI [2] are not used to
produce any chemical listed in Schedule {1].

"(i11) The quantities of chemicals 1isted in Schedule [2) produced,
processed or consumed are consistent with needs for purposes not
prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

*(114) The chemicals listed in Schedule (2] are not diverted or ueed for
purposes prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention.

"(1) Yonltoring the non-presence of chemicals in Schedule [l]

“The objective would necessitata either continuouely-operating chemical
sengors Or sampling and subsequent analysie of the samples, preferably
on-site, Off-line analysis of the samples during an on-site inspection could
be adequate. |If all production at facilities producing chemicals in
Schedule [2 } were declared, then detection of any undaclnrecl chemical would
indicate an anomaly.
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"Infra-red spectronmeters are already available for in-line process
nmonitoring. Their potential and reliability for verification purposes wll
have to be tested carefully. \Wether it is possible to establish sets of
conmon spectronetric properties for various groups of chenmicals in
Schedul e [1] remains to be determined, for exanple.

"For the tinme being, on-line instruments such as process chromatographs
and massspectrometersrequiring sanple transfer lines fromthe process stream
to the instrunent are too prone to malfunctions wthout frequent servicing.

"A prototype of a sanpling device has been denmpnstrated for sanpling at
programmed intervals of nicrogram quantities that can be analysed later by a
mobi |l e mass spectrometer during on-site inspections. Further devel opnent of
the sanpling device is necessary.

"Monitoring of a particular facility for the non-presence of chemicals
listed in Schedule [1] could be restricted to those corresponding to chenicals
listed in Schedule [2] being produced by the facility.

"(ii) Monitoring production guantities

"The least intrusive way of verifying the quantities of declared
chenmicals that are produced would be to neasure production volumes and to make
a qualitative test of the chenical produced. Indirect methods for production
control by recording tenmperature/pressure and tine/tenmperature profiles were
consi dered nore intrusive

"Sonetimes it maybe sufficient to nonitor 'sinple' physical paraneters
not directly related to the chemcal structure of the compounds (e.g. energy
consunption). Instruments required for measuring physical paraneters are
available. The nost advantageous way of neasuring the volunme of production
shoul d be considered individually for each facility.

"(iii) Monitoring non-diversion

"Diversion of chemicals in Schedule (2] by further processing on-site to
chem cals in Schedul e {1] coul d be detected with conposition-indicating
instruments by nonitoring what goes in and out of product storage tanks

“Confidentiality Droblens connected with instrunental nonitoring

"It was pointed out that successful, non-intrusive instrumental
monitoring mght in somecases necessitate nodifications of the facility. On
the other band, it was noted that 'sensitive' paraneters such as tenperature
and pressure might not need to be monitored. On-site analyses in the presence
of facility personnel of the sanples collected by the automatic sanpling
devices and destruction of the analytical sanples after the analysis would
facilitate keeping the confidential information within the facility. The
sanples could be analysed either for the non-presence of chenicals in
Schedul e [1) or for the presence of declared chemicals while not going into
the details of the production preccess.
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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 transmtted to the Technical
Secratariat. \What would need to be transmitted, however, is information
(yes/no answer) that the sensors are working properly. This could be done via
tel ephone lines, which would keep the cost |ow

"Storage of data on-site would allow easy access for the inspectors to
the data and the operators would have higher |evel of confidence in the
protection of data than if the data were transmitted off-site. New techniques
such as wite-only lasers are under way for reliable data storage

"There should be fewer confidentiality problems in instrumental
monitoring of dedicated facilities producing chemcals 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 [2] exist.

"Most of the confidentiality problens are connected with the nultipurpose
facilities. The production of a variety of chemcals would increase the
amount of data needed for verification. Inter alia, these facilities would
have to prove the absence of chenmicals listed in Schedule {2] when these are
not being produced.

"Ownership of the instrunentation used for verification

"It was suggested that use of instruments already existing at the
facility for orocess control should be maximsed, but in a non-intrusive 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 instrunents installed. Therefore their use would have to be decided
i ndividually for each plant.

“If facility-owned instrunents 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 instrunents, owned by the International
Organi zation, (e.g. flow or |oadmeters) for redundancy.

"Establishnent of a arouw of international technical exwerts

"It was suggested that it would be advantageous to establish an inform
international group of technical experts inthe 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 devel opnent of
verification techniques, procedures, and devices. The technical experts group
m ght 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 ror AN AQREEMENT RELATING TO FACILITIES PRODUCINQ,
PROCESSING OR CONSUMINQ CHEMICALS LISTED IN SCHEDULE (2] 1/

"1. Identification o f the fegllity
"fa) Facllity identification code
“(b) Name of the facility
“(c) Owner(s) of the facility
"(d) Name of the company or santerprise operating the facility
"(e) Exact location of the facility
Location of the complex

. Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specific building end structure number, if any

Location of relevant support facilities within the complex:
e.g., ressarch and techn..al services, laboratories, medical
centres, waste treatment plants

"(£) Determination of the area(s) and place(s)/site(s) to which
inspectors shall have accesu.

“2. Jlaformation on the faciiity

"Thls agreement i¢ based on the design information obtained during the
initial visit on [date of visit], Design information should include 1

“(a) Data on the production process (type of process: e.g., continuous
or batch* type of equipment; the technology employed: process engineering
particulars)

"(b) Data on processing with conversion into another chemical
(description of the conversion process, procese engineering particulars and

end-product)

"(e¢) Data on processing without chem’)cal conversion (procese engineering
particulars, descriptlon of the procese and the and-procluct, concentration in
the en& product)

"1/ This paper relates to agreements Which have commonly heen namna
‘facility attachments’ . Furthe: work is needead on th t s | arue.
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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 facility
"(£) Data on clean-up procedures and general overhauls

"(g) Data on feedetocks used in the production or processing of declared
chemicals (type and capacity of storage)

"(h) Maps and plans of the facility, including data on infrastructure for
transportation (site maps showing, for example, all buildings and functions,
pipework, roads, fences, mains electricity, water and gas points, and diagrams
indicating the relevant material. flow at the designated facility).

"2.1. Storage of information

"pDesignation of information, provided about the facility under
paragraph 2, which shall be kept by the Technical Secretariat under lock and
key at the facility. (In the event of unresolved ambiguities, the
Organization 1/ ehall have the right to etudy such information.)

"3. Number_and modalities of inspections

"After the initial visit, the number and modalities of inspections ehall
be decided by the Technical secretariat on the basis of guidelines (compare
CD/CW/WP.167, page 63, subparagraph 5.ii. and CD/CW/WP.167, Appendix IlI,

page 3).

"4, Veriflcation measures and jdentification of the speciiic area(s) and
place(s) of a facility to be inspacted

“(a) ldentiflcution of the relationship between feedstocks and the
quantity of end-products

"(b) Identification of key points for measurement (KMP) and
sample-taking (8TP)

"(c) Identification of methods for vcontinuous monitoring and
surveillance, e.q.

key points for the application of monitoring and surveillance
measures

"1/ The question of which nvgan(s) c¢f the Organization should be
entrusted with this task should be considared further.
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. installed instruments and devices, seals and markers, methods to
check the proper functioning of those instruments, serviecing of
ingtalled instruments

activities to be undertaken by the State Party coicerned with a
view to providing the condition8 necessary for the installation
and proper functioning of the devices

"(a) Certification of relevant losses witkin the production process and
their implications for key measurement points (KMP)

"5. Inspeqtion agtivities

“5.1. Mede of groutine inspection

"To be developed on the basis of the initial visit.

"Access t0 the area to be inspected, including all key points,
Activities may compriset

"(a) Examination of relevant records

"(b) lIdentification of relevant plant equipment

"(c) Identification and validation of measuring equipment (examination
and calibration of measuring equipment; verification of measuring systems
using, as appropriate, independent standards)

"(d) Taking of analytical samples

"(e) Verification of chemical inventory records

verification of the operator’s inventory-taking for completeness
and accuracy

verification of the quantities of feedstocke

"(£) Observutlion of operations relating to movement of chemical
substances in the plant

"(g) installation, servicing and review of surveillance and monitoring
instruments

H(h)
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"5.3. Specific arranaenents for the use of special eaui nnent

»as the need arises, specific arrangenents for the use of special
equi pment, as requested by inspectors.

"6. Provisions governing sample-taking, ONn-sSite analyses of sampies and
on-site amalysis eaui nnent

"(a) Sample-taking (e.g., szandardized procedures)

“(b) On-site analyses (e.g., provisions concerning on-site/in-house
anal yses, analytical nethods, equipnment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

"(c) Duplicates and additional sanples
"7. Records

"7.1. Type of records

"The records to be exam ned shall be determned after the initial visit
and shall include the follow ng:

"(a) Accounting records (for exanple, discards, retained wastes
shipnents of end-products, receipts/shipments)

“(b) Qperating records

"Qperating records used to establish the quantity, quality and
conposition of the end-product. These may include:

Information on any accident that resulted in a |oss/gain of
mat eri al

Information on dissolution, evaporation, etc.
"(c) Calibration records
"Information on the functioning of analytical/nonitoring equipnent.
"7.2. Location and language of records
"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 determ ned on the basis of the initial visit.
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"8. Services to be provided by the facility
"pPoint of contact for each type of service, e.g.
operator assistance
medical and health services.

"9, Specific facility health and safety rules and regulations to be

ohserved by lnspectors
"10. Changes. revision and updating of advance information to be provided
on_the facility

“(To be announced in reference to the paragraph on the design information
obtained during the initial visit)

"11. Interpretation services
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"B. MODEL FORANAQREEMENT RELATINGTOSINGLE
SMALL-SCALE PRODUCTION FACILITIES &7

"Proposal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster IV for the 1987 session
"1. Iaformation on the single small-scale productlon facility
"(a) ldentification
"(1) Facility identification code
"(i1) Name of the facility
"(ii1) Exact location of the facility
"If the facility is located within a complex, then also
» Location of the complex

Location of the facility within the complex, including the
specific building and structure number, if any

Location of relevant support facilities within the complex,
e.g. research and technical services, laboratories, medical
centres, waste treatment plsnts

. Determination of the area(s) and place(s)/site(s) to which
inspectors shall have access

"(b) Detailed technical information

"(1) Maps and plans of the facility, including site mape ehowing, with
functions indicated, for example, all buildings, pipework, roads,
fances, mains electricity, water and gas points, diagrams indicating
the relevant material flow at the designated faecility and data on
infrastructure for trangsportation

“(ii) Data om each production process (type of process, type of equipment,
technology employed, production capacity, process engineering
particulars)

"( iii) Data on the feedstocko .ugaﬁype of 1sedstock, storage capacity)

"1/ Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld, German Democratic Republic:;
Dr. Cooper, United Kingdom; Dr. Lau, Sweden; and Dr. Santesson, Sweden.
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"(iv) Data 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)

"(c) Specific facility health and safety procedures to be observed by
inspectors

"(d) Dates

"(i) Date when the initial visit took place

“(ii) Date(s) when additional information was provided
"(e) Storage of information

“ldentification of which information, provided about the facility under
paragraph 1, shall be kept by the Technical Secretariat under lock and key at

the facility,
"2. Numbex_ and mndalities of inspectlons

"The number and modalities of inspections shall be decided by the
Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines.

“3. Inspections

“On-site inspection activities may include, but shall not necessarily be
restricted to, the following:

"(i1) Observation «f£ any and all activities at the facility
"(ii) Examination of any and all equipment at the facility
"(1i4) Identification of technological changes in the production process

“(iv) Comparison of process parameters with those ascertained during the
initial visit

"(v) Verification of chemical inventory records

"(vi) Verification of equipment inventory records
"( vii) Review, servicing and maintenance of monitoring equipment
"(viii) Identification and validation of measuring equipment (examination

and calibration of measuring equipment, verification of measuring
systems using, a6 appropriate, independent standards)
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“(ix) Application, examination, removal and renewal of seals
"(x) Investigation of indicated irregularities
"4, Monitoring system
“(a) Description of items and their location
“(1) Sensors and other instruments
“(ii) Data transmission systeua
“(iti) Ancillary equipment
“(IV) vea
"(b) Installation of the system
"( 1) Time schedule
“(ii) Advance preparations
"(iii) Assistance to be provided by the State Party during ins.allation
"(c) Activation, initial testing and certification
"(4) Operation
“(1) Regular operation
“(ii) Routine tests
“(iii) Service and maintenance
“(iv) Measurus in case of malfunctions
"(v) Responsibilities of the State Party
"(e) Replacement, modernisation
"5"' Temporaxy closum
“(a) Notification procedure
‘(b) Description of the types of seals to be used
“(¢) Description of how and where seals shall be fixed

‘(d) Provision? for surveillance and monitoring
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"6, Instruments and other equipment to he uged during inspections
"(a) Instruments and other equipment installed or brought in by inspectors
"(1) Description
"(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by the State Party
**(iii) Use
*(b) Instruments and other equipment to be provided by the State Party
"(1) Description
*(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by inspectors
"(iii) Use and maintenance
“7! Semple-taking. on-site analyses 0 f  samples aud on-site analysis a -
**(a) Sample-taking from production
*(b) Ssmple-taking from stocks
"(c) Other sample--taking
*(d) Duplicates and additional samples

"(e) On-site analyses (e.g., provisions concerning on-site/in-house analyses,
analytical methods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

"8, Records The records to be examined shall be determined after the
initial visit and shall include the following;

“(a) Accounting records

"(b) Operating records

"(c) Calibration records

**The following shall be determined on the basis of the initial visit:
“(a) Location and language of records

"(b) Access to records

"(c) Retention period of records
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“0. Administrative arran~ements

“(a) Preparations for the arrival and departure of inspectors
"(b) Transport of inspectors

"(c) Accommodation for inspectors

"(4)

"10. Serviqes to be provided 1/

*‘Such services may include, but shall uwot necessarily be reetrioted to,
the following!

**(a) Medical and health services

"(b) OFfice space for inspectors

"(c) Laboratory space for inspectors

"(d) Technical assistance

"(e) Telephone and telex

"(£) Power and cooling water supplies for instruments
"(g) Interpretation services

"For each type of service, the following information shall be included8
"(a) The extent to which that service shall be provided
*(b) Points of contact at the facility for the service
“11, Qther matters

"12, Revisions 0 f the agreement

17 The question of charges for the services needs to be discussed.
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"¢. MODEL FOR AN AGREEMENT RELATING TO CHEMICAL
WEAPONS STORAGE FACILITIES v

**Proposal by the Co-ordinator of Cluster v for the 1987 session
"1. Information O N the gtorage facility
**(a) ldentificationi
"(i) Storage facility identification code;
"(ii) Name of the storage facility;
**(jii) Exact location of the storage facility.
"(b) Dates:
"(1) prate of the initial verification of the Declaration of the facility]
“(ii) Date(s) additional information provided
"(c) Layout:
"(i) Maps and plans of the facility, including

- boundary map to show entrances, exits, nature of boundary
(e.g. fence) :

- site maps to include locations of all 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 verification measures:

(i) e e e
v(d) Detailed inventory of the contents of each bunker/storage area;

"(e) Specific facility health and safety procedures to be observed by
inspectors.

“1/ Prepared by Lt. Col. Bretfeld, German Democratic Republic;
Dr. Cooper, United Kingdom; Dr. LRuU, Sweden; and Dr. Santesson, Sweden.
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"2. informationrelatina to the transport of chenical weapons from the
facility

"(a) Detailed description of |oading area(s);
"(b) Detailed description of |oading procedures:

“{c) Type of transport to be used, including construction details relevant to
verification activities, e.g. where to place seals:

w(ay. . .

"3.

"The number and nodalities of systematic inspections will be decided by
the Technical Secretariat on the basis of guidelines.

"4. | nspections
"(a) Systematic on-site inspections

"Systematic on-site inspection activities may include, but are not
necessarily restricted to, the follow ng:

“(i) Application, examnation, rermoval and renewal of seals:
"(ii) Review, servicing and naintenance of nonitoring eq. snt;

"(iii) Verification of the inventory of randomy selected seal ed
bunkers/storage areas.

- Percentage of bunkers/storage areas to be verified during each
systenmatic on-site inspec*ion.

“(b) .n-site inspections of trensports fromthe facility

"On-site inspections of transports of chemcal weapons from the storage
facility may include, but are not necessarily restricted to, the followng:

»(i) Application, exam nation, renoval and renewal of any seals relevant
to the transportation of chemcal weapons:

“(ii) Verification of the inventory of bunkers/storage areas from which
chemical weapons are to be transported:

“(iii) Ooservation of the loading procedure and verification of itens
| oaded;

"(iv) Adjustnment/realignment of the coverage of the nonitoring system
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S,

“(c) Inspections to resolve indicated irregularities (ad hog inspections)

»Ad hoc iNspection activities mayinclude, but are not necessarily restricted
to. the follow ng:

(i) Investigation of indicated irregularities
"(ii) Exasination, removal and renewal of seals
"(iii) Verification as required of the inventory of bankers/storage areas.
»(a) Continuous presence of inspectors

"The activities of continuously present inspectors mayinclude, but are not
necessarily restricted to, the follow ng:

"(i) Application, exam nation, removaand renewal of seals:

"(ii) Verification of the inventory of any selected sealed bunkers/storage
areas:

"(iii) Cbservation of any and all activities at the storage facility,
including any handling of stored chemnical -weapons for the purpose of
transport fromthe storage facility.

5. Seals and markers

"(a) Description of types of seals and markers
"(b) How and where seals ax2 to be fixed
"6, Monitoring svstem
"(a) Description of itemsand their |ocations:

"(i) Sensors and other instrunents

"(ii) patatransmni ssion system;

"(iii) Ancillary equipnment;

"liv) .o
“(b)l nstall ation:

(i) Time schedul e;

"(ii) Advance preparations at the storage facility:

"(iii) Assistance to be provided by the State Party during installatjon.
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"(c) Activation, initial testing and certification
"(d) Operationt
"(1) Regular operation!
"{ ii) Routine tests;
“"(iii) Service and maintenance;
"(iv) Measures in case of malfunctions;
"(v) Responsibilities of the State Party.
"(e) Replacements, nodernizations

"(€) Dismantling and removal

"7. Provisions governing instruments and other equipment to be used during
inspections

“(a) Instrumente and other equipmewn*t brought in by inspectors!
"(1) Descriptionr
“(ii) Teeting, calibration and examination by the State Party;
"(1i1) Routine ase.
"{b) Inetruments and other equipment to be provided by the State Party;
"(i) Descriptionr
"(ii) Testing, calibration and examination by inspectors)

"(i1i1i) Routine use and maintenance,

“8. Provisions governing sample-taking, on-eite analyses of samples and
on-site analydi S equipment

“(a) Sample-taking from munitions, notably the standardisation of wethode for
each divterent type of munition present at the facility

"(b) Sample-taking from bulk stocks

"(c) Other sample-taking
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*(d) Duplicates and additional samples

»(e) On-site anal yses (e.g., provisions concerning on-site/in-house analyses

anal ytical nethods, equipment, precision and accuracy of analyses)

*9, mnistrative arrangemests

"(a) Preparations for arrival ofinspectors
"(b) Transport for inspectors

*(c) Accommodation for inspectors

"(d). ..

"10. Services to be provided 1/

"Such services should include, but are not necessarily restricted to
fol | ow ng:

nmedi cal and health services;

of fice space for inspectors:

| aboratory space for inspectors;

techni cal assistance

t el ephone and tel ex:
- power and cooling water supplies for instrunents:
- interpretation services.
"For each type of service, the following information should be included:
- the extent towhich that service is to be provided:
- point of contact at the facility for the service.
"11. Anmendnments and revisions of the agreement

(e.g. changes in loading procedures, types of transport, analytical
et hods)

"12. Qher mtters

*1s The question of charges for the services needs to be discussed.
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“ON-SITE INSPECTION ON CHALLENGE

"Thie paper represents the state of affairs of work done on the issue of
On-Site Inspection on Challenge, as seen by the Chairman of the Ad Hog
Committee for the 1987 session and by the Chairman of Group C for the
1988 session. Nothing contained therein constitutes any agreement and
therefore does not bind any delegation, The paper is presented with the aim
of facilitating for delegations to analyse the situation and to arrive at
common positions in the future work of the Committee.

"Under Part |, (paragraphs 1-13) material is found on the initial process
for an on-site inspection on challenge, up until the submission of the report
by the inspectors, as put together by the Chairman of the Ad Hog Committee for
the 1987 session. Under Part Il (paragraphs 14-18), material is found on the
process after the submission of the report, as put together by the Chairman of
Group C for the 1988 session.

“PART |

"1. Each State Party has the right at any time to request an on-site
inspection of any site under the jurisdiction or control 1/ 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.

"2. Throughout the inspection the requested State has the right and is under
the obligation to demonstrate its compliance with the Convention.

"3. The on-site inspection on challenge shall be carried out in accordance
with the request.

"(The initiation of a challenge inspectiopn)

"4. The request shall be submitted to the Head of the Technical

Secretariat. 2/ It shall as precisely as possible specify the site to be
inspected and the matters on which reassurance is required, including the
circumstances and nature of the suspected non-compliance, as well as Indicate
the relevant provision(s) of the Convention, about which doubts of compliance
have arisen.

"5, The Head of the Technical Secretariat shall immediately notify the State
Party to be inspected, and inform the members of the Executive Council about
the request .

"1/ The question of ‘jurisdiction or control’ spans over many parts of
the Convention. It is under continuous discussion and the exact formulations
remain to be agreed upon.

"2/ 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 be inspected not later than . . . hours 1/ after the request,

"7. The requested State is obliged to admit the team of inspectors and
representative(s) of the requesting State into the country and assist them so
that they can arrive at the site on time. 2/

"8, The inspectarm shall at the arrival be permitted to secure the site in a
way they deem neceasary to ensure that no material of relevance for the
inspection is remeved from the site.

"9, Access to the site for the inspection team shall be provided not later
than . . . hours af tor *he request.

("The conduct of challenge ipspection)

"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 limits of the request. They shall
conduct the inspection in the least intrusive manner possible to accomplish
their task. The requested State shall facilitate 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 chemical
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, alternative to a full and comprehensive access, it
shall make every 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 rea.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 be carried out in accordance with points 10 and 11 above.] {the
inspection teem shall report on the matter to the Executive Council which,
within . . . hours, shall . ..].

"1/ A time span of 24-48 hours from the request to the arrival has been
discussed.

»2/ Situations could be envisaged, i.e. when the site to be inspected is

not on the territory of the requested State Party. Such cases could howeve:
be considered in the context of quest ions related to jurisdicLiou.
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"(The_report)

"13. The team of inspectors shall submit a report to the Head of the Technical
Secretariat 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 State, the requested State and to the Executive Council.

“PART |1
“(The process after the submission of the report)

"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 result of the inspection [and, to the extent it deems
appropriate, of the course of action it intends to take under the Convention].

*18, The Director-Qeneral of the Technical Secretariat shall provide to States
Parties the inspection report, 1/ 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 Executive 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 States
Parties. 2r

"17, 37 The Executive Council shall, as it deems necessary, consider [and
recommend] [and decide on] [whether there has been a violation of the
Convention and] appropriate further actions to clarify or remedy the
situation. [Such further actions may, inter alia, 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 requesting State].

"1/ The question of the stages of the inspection report and the decision
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 provisions in article VIIl and possibly in Article 1X.

"3/ The question of the procedure and decision-making of the Executive
Council in connectlon with this paragraph needs to be considered.
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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] [General Conference], whiah should decide on
sanctions including the withdrawal of rights and privileges]. 1/ &/ [The
[Executive Council or the] [Consultative Committee] [General Conference]
shall, where appropriate, bring the matter to the attention of the Security
Council of the united Nations].

"1/ The question of possible sanctions including the withdrawal of
rights and privileges needs further careful examination in the context not
only of challenge inspections but. also of routine inspections and other
elements of the Convention.

"2/ A view was expressed that the possibility of the withdrawal of

rights and privileges of the requesting State Party which has abused o
misused the request needs also to be considered.
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"1, Each State Party has the right to request assistance [for protection
agai nst cheni cal weapons] through the Executive Council:

"(a) in case it considers that chenical weapons have been used against it;

"(b) in case it has serious reasons to believe that there is a threat of
use of chemi cal 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 devel opnent, production, acquisition, stockpiling
possession of chemcal weapons by a State not Party to the Convention or of
the transfer of chenmical weapons to any such State.]

"2, Such a request shall be substantiated by relevant information supporting
its validity.

"3, The Technical Secretariat shall pronptly informall States Parties about
the request.

*q4. The Executive Council shall: 17

"(a) neet [imediately] to evaluate the request in the light of the
information provided, 2/

*(b) if so deemed necessary, instruct the Technical Secretariat, wthin

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,: [inappropriate 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. 3r

"(c) on the basis of the results of the investigation carried out by the
Technical Secretariat, decide onwhether to request the provision of
assi stance; the decision to request assistance shall require a two-thirds
majority;

“(d) informall States Parties of its decision.

*1/ A view was expressed that assistance should be provided
automatically in case of actual use of chemcal weapons. Another view was
expressed that assistance should be provided on a voluntary basis.

"2/ Some reservations have been expressed about the ability of the
Executive Council to assess 'threat of use'

37 A view was expressed that all aspects related to investigations and
fact-finding procedures should be dealt with inthe context of Article XX
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"5, Each State Party to the Convention undertakes:

"(a) to co-operate and facilitate, as appropriate, the investigation
including on-site inspection initiated by the Executive Council under
paragraph 4 (b):

"[(b) that, whenever so requested by tha Executive Council, it shall, to
the extent possible, provide as..3tance 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/ 2/

"(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 shell be based on a Model
Agreement and shall specify the equipment, training facilities and other
technical advice or services to be provided by the State Party to the States
concerned.]

"(8. The organiaation 3/ shall prepare, and be responsible for the
implementation of, programmes for the promotion of international cc-operation
for the development and strengthening of a protective capacity against
chemical weapons by interested States, includfng programmes for the
dissemination of scientific and technological information on protective
measures against chemical weapons and for training in such measures.]

“9. Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as affecting the right of
all the Parties to the Convention to conduct research with, develop, produce,
acquire and use means of protection against chemical weapons, for purposes not
prohibited by the Convent ion.

"(10. 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 technolougical information for protection against chemical
weapons.] 4/

"3/ A view was expressed that States Parties should conclude subsidiary
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.

"¢/ The question of how to meet the costs needs to be discussel.

"3/ 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-ope. ation in this field could be
conducted through voluntary bilateral and mul tilateral agr ecinents.
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"Article XI: Economic and technological development 1/

"1, The provisions of this Convention shall be implemented in a manner
desiyned, in so far as possible, to avoid hampering the economic! or
technological development of Parties to tho Convention and international
co-operation in the field of peaceful chemical activities including the
international exchange of scientitic and technical information and chemicals
and equipment for the production, processing or uae of chemicals for peaceful
purposes in accordance with the provisions of the Convention,

"2. The States parties to this Convention, subject to its provisions, shalli

"(a) have the right, individually or collectively, to conduct research
with, to develop, produce, acquire, retain, transfer and use chemicalar

"“(b) undertake to facilitate, 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 this Convention)

"(c) not impose any restrictions [on a discriminatory basis) which would
impede development and promotion of secientific and technological knowledge in
the field of chemistry.

"This provision shall be without prejudice to the generally recognised
principles and applicable rules of international law concerning gpeaceful
chemical activities [including those concerning any proprietary rights and
environmental or health protection].

"1/ Some delegations expressed 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 obligations
to be undertaken by States Parties.
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" the Preliminary Structure

a on

“During the 1988 session, the Chairman of the Ad Hog Committee initiated
and carried out open-ended consultations, as well as private consultations
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 is
presented with the aim of facilitating further consideration. Nothing
contained therein constitutes any agreement and therefore does not in any way

bind any delegation.

"Tog~ther with existing as well as future proposals and documents on
these Articles, the discussion paper will be used for further work on these

Articles.
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"Article XII: Relation to other jnternational agreemepnts
"Commentary

"(a) views were exprossed that article XIl is not needed. In this case
the relationship between the CW Convention and other international agreement@
would be regulated by general rules of international law, as well as by the
rules of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties.

"(b) Some delegationa are in favour of a reference to specific
international agreements, i.e. the Geneva Protocol of 1925 and BW Convention.

"(e) It has been suggested that a general reference to other
international agreements be included.

"(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.

"Possible wording for article XII
“l. None.

“2. Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted ae in any way limiting or
detracting from the (obligations] [rights and obligations] assumed by my
State under the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Uee in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of
Warfare, signed at Geneva 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, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925,
affirms that the obligation set forth in paragraph 3 of article | supplements
its obligation6 under the Protocol,

or/and

*3. This Convention shall not affect the rights and obligations of States
Parties which ariee from other agreements compatible with this Convention.

- or alternatively -
“None of the provisions of this Convention shall suspend or modify the

commitments undertaken by States Parties pursuant to other international
instruments related to this Convention.
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"commantary

"(a) There is a common understanding by the delegations that any State
Party may, in accordance with the agreed procedure, propose amendment8 to this
Convention.

"(b) Views were expressed that certain basic provisions should not be
subject to amendments. Article |, article IV, paragraph 5 (a) and article Vv,
paragraph 8 (a) were mentioned in this respect,

“tn) According to the majority of the views expressed, a differentiated
amendment mechanism is required to meet the special needs of various
provisions of the Convention. It is understood t hat this article might be
limited to general amendment procedures which would be applied unless
otherwise provided in relevant parts of the Convention. It is to be further
discussed which provisions should be subject to striet amendment procedure and
«hich might be amended in a simplified way.

"(d) Views were expressed that, regardless of the type of procedure to be
followed for the adoption of amendments, they shall enter into force for 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.

"Bogsible wording for article XIIl

"1, Any State Party may, in accordance with the agreed procedure, propose
amendments to this Convention.

“2. *“(a) Amendments may be made to any provision of this Convention.
- or alternatively -

"2. "(a) No amendments may be made to the following provisions of thie
Conventionr article I, article IV, paragraph 5 (a), Article V,
paragraph 8 (a) . . .

"(b) The provisions contained in (.. ,] 1/ may be amendment by unanimous
agreement of States Parties.

"(c¢) Provisions not mentioned in paragraph 2 (b) may be amended by
majority of [...].

"(d) Provision8 not mentioned in paragraphs 2 (b) and 2 (c) may be
amended by simple majority.

"1/ It is understood that such provisions should be enwne:ated.
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"3. *"(a) The text of any proposed anmendnent shall be communicated to the
[Depositary] [Director-General of the Technical Secretariat] not |ess than
... [days, months] prior to a regular session of the [General Conference]

(Consul tative Conmittee] and shall be promptly comunicated by himto all

States Parties.

"(b) Proposed anendnents shall be dicussed at the nearest regular session
of the [General Conference] [Consultative Conmmittee] and nay be adopted at its
next regular session. This does not preclude the [General Conference]
[Consultative Committee] fromtaking a decision, by a two-thirds nmajority of
the States Parties present and voting, to convene a special session to discuss
and adopt the proposed anendnents. 1/

"4, Adopted anendnents 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 anendnents to the provisions listed in
paragraph 2 (b) above,

"(b) a [qualified] majority of States Parties as regards amendments to
provisions not nentioned in paragraph 2 (b) above.

"(c) a sinple majority of States Parties, as regards other provisions,
“(da) original States Parties
- or as an alternative to paragraphs 3 (b) and 4 above -
"Anmendnents shall enter into force for Parties ratifying or acceding to
themon the thirtieth day following the deposit of instruments of ratification
of accession by a mpjority 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.

"is |t is to be discussed whether sessions of the General Conference or
Review Conferences are appropriate forums in which to consider anendnents to
the Convention.
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" tic e XIV: Durati'on. Withdrawal

"_ommentaryv

"There seens to be a common understanding that this Convention should be
of unlinited duration.

“A W de range of opinions was expressed in regard to possible wthdrawal
of States Parties from the Convention and the procedures thereof.

v(a) Views were expressed that the right of w thdrawal should not be
provi ded.

"(b) Some delegations supported the idea that the right of withdrawal
shoul d not be exercised within a fixed, conparatively long period of tine.

"(c) Several delegations held the view that the withdrawal shoul d depend
on certain extraordinary circumstances. In the opinion of some del egations
such circumstances night be differentiated according to their urgency and
consequently different periods for withdrawal be granted. 1/ In this context
a view was expressed that the Organixation should be notified of the intention
to withdraw and take appropriate steps within its conpetence to remedy the
situation and prevent such a withdrawal.

*(d) The opposite view was based on the prenmise that the right of
wit hdrawal shoul d be granted and be exercised in a very short period of tine
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.

*(£) 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.

*' Possibl e wording for Article XIV

i, This Convention should be of unlimted duration.

"2, "(a) States Parties shall not withdraw from this Convention;
-~ or alternatively -

"(b) States Parties shall not withdraw from this Convention within the

period of destruction of chemcal weapons and chenical weapons production
facilities:

- or alternatively -

"1/ No specific suggestions in regard of the said periods have been made.
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“(c) States Parties shall not withdraw fromthis Convention within ...
(other agreed period of tinge);

- or alternatively -

"(d) 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 circunstances 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 tine;
-~ or alternatively -

"(£) None.

"3, "(a) In exercising their right of withdrawal subject to paragraph 2 (b),
(c¢), (d), (e), (£) above, States Parties shall give notice to the Depositary,
the Security Council of the United Nations and the Executive Council ¢ the
Organization.  Such notice shall include a statenent of the reasons for the
decision to wthdraw

"(b) The Executive Council of the Organization shall pronptly investigate
and assess the reasons for the decision to withdraw and take appropriate
measures within its conpetence to remedy the situation, including, inter alia,
convening of a special session of the [General Conference] [Consultative
Committee]. 1/

"4.  The withdrawal shall'take effect . . . [agreed period(s) of time] after the
deposit of the notification by the State Party concerned. 2/

- 0r, as an alternative to paragraphs 3 and 4 above -

"I'n 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 nonths in
advance. Such notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it
regards as having jeopardized its suprene interests.

“1/ It is to be discussed whether special provisions regarding the
conpetence of the Executive Council and General Conference in cases of
purported withdrawal are needed a: a 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 circunmstances relating to withdrawal, instead of a single period,
requires further consideration.
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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 fulfilling
the obligations assumed under any relevant rule of international law,
particularly the Geneva Protocol of 17 June 1925, 1/

"(b) A State Party shall not, by reason of its withdrawal from this
Convention, be discharged from its financial [and] [or such] other obligations
(not being incompatible with the supreme interests which induced it to
withdraw) which accrued while it was a Party to the Convention.

- or, as an alternative to paragraphs 2-5 ebove -

“Every Party to this Convention shall, in exercising its national
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 its country. It shall 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.
notice shall include a statement of the extraordinary events it regards as
having jeopardizad its supreme interests.

- or alternatively -

"Article XIV: Duration

“This Convention shall be of a permanent, nature and shall remain in force
indefinitely, but obligations deriving from the provisions of this Convention
will cease, if after 90 dmrys of the end of the period of destruction as
stipulated .in Article [. . .], the [General Conference] is not in a position to
declare that all chemical weapons have been destroyed and are subsequently
banned from all States Parties.

“l/ Vliews were expressed that this provision would not bhe necossary,
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"Article XV: Signature. ratification, accession, entry into force
"Commentary
“There seems to be an understanding thats

“l. "(a) The Convention shall be open for signature to all States and ehall
be ratified by signatories;

"(b) Non-signatory States shall be entitled to accede to the Convention!

"(c) Provisions on the entry into force ehall ensure the widest possible
adherence of states to the Convention.

"2 The preference wae expressed for the number of 60 ratifications for the
Convention to enter into force.

"Nota:

"In the course of aonsultatione on this article the status of Annexes to
the Convention, as well as of the provisions on reservations have been raised.

“1. It is to be further discuueed whether a separate article on the status of
Annexes is needed.

"Possible wording for the provigion on the status of Annexes
“‘Annexes Nos. . . . form an integral part of this Convention’,

“2, Several delegations held the view that neither reeervatione nor
exceptions to the Convention should be provided, while some expressed views
that such right might be included with respect to some provision8 which were
not clearly indicated.

“The view was expreeeed that in regard to reservations, due attention
should be paid to interpretative statements.,

"It is to be discussed whether to place the provision on reservations
within the framework of Article XV or to elaborate a separate article for this

purpose.

"pogsible wording for the provisions ou reservations

"1, No reservations or exceptiona, however phrased or named, [including
interpretative statements or declarations], may be made to this Convention
{unless expressly permitted by other provisions of the Convention].

"2. The provision in paragraph 1 abova does not preclude a Stato when

signing, ratifying or acceding to this Convention, from making atatementa or
declarations, however phraaed or named, provided that such statement.s oy
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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.

- 0r alternatively -
“This Convention shall not be subject to reservations.
"Pogsible wording for Article XV:
1. Signature.

“This Convention shall be open for signature to all States until [its
entry into force] [date] [indefinitely] at (venue).

"2, Ratification.

“This Convention [and its Annexes, which form an integral part
thereof] 1/ shall be subject to ratification by signatories according to their
constitutional processes.

"3, Accession.

“Any State which does not sign the Convention [before its entry into
force] [date] may accede to it at any time, 2/

“4, 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].

"5, Entry into force.

"(a) This Convention shall enter into force [... days after the date of]
[upon] the deposit of the [60th] [40th] instrument of ratification [or
accession J

“(b) For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are
deposited subsequent to t 1 entry into force of this Convention, it shall
enter into force on the [. ..th day followinn the] date of the deposit of their
instruments of ratification or accession. 3/

"1/ 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 those
States whose ratification would he required for the Convention tn enter into
force.

-191-



! ' : ' i registration
"Commentary

"(a) There is a general agreenent 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 shoul d
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 mght
be needed.

»(d) Provisions for |anguages, authentic texts and registration as given
bel ow, were not objected.

"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 Governnents of all
signatory and acceding States.

"2. The Depositary shall pronptly informall signatory and acceding States of
the date of each signature, the date of deposit of each instrunment of
ratification or accession and the date of entry into force of the Convention
and of anendnents thereto [any notice of withdrawal and of the date when the
latter takes effect], [and of the notification specified in Article XV,
para.3]. 1/

"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 1/

"(a) The Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations is hereby designated as
t he 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) "(i; any amendment to this Convention proposed by any
State Party to the Conventionr

"(ii) any amendment adopted;
"(iii1) the date of entry into force of any amendment;

"(2) transmit duly certified copies of this Convention to the Governments
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.

"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-General of the United Nations.

"IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, being duly authorized thereto by
their respective Governments, have signed this Convention,

“Done at . . .

“The questions of the settlement of disputes not related to compliance
issues, 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 Il

“Security during the destruction period:
material relevant to the issue.
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Material from the 1988 session
- CD/CW/WP.199

- CDhrB22

- CD/CW/WP.182

- CD/CW/WP.211
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"CD/CW/WP.199

"Ad Hoc Conmittee on Chenical Wapons

" FRANCE
"Working paper
" i ks: proposed n n

"The following proposals, to be inserted in the "rolling text" of the
draft convention (cps795), follow the existing pattern of this text. The
general prohibition of chemcal weapons remains the rule, security stocks
constituting one elenent in the transitional |o-year regime corresponding to
the first phase of inplenentation of the Convention. They represent an option
which each State party to the future agreenment will be free to endorse.

*
"ARTICLE |. GENERAL PROVI SIONS ON SCOPE

"Add a paraaranh 7:

"' These provisions shall not affect the specific, transitional rules
relating to the security stock.

*

"ANNEX TO ARTICLE |. PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE SECURITY STOCK

"1. (bjectives

"The States Parties recognize the need for each of themto ensure its
security during the transitional phase of destruction of stocks of chenical
weapons.

"To this end,

"(1) Each country, if it so desires. may, during the first eight years
after the entry into force of the Convention, hold under international control

a limted stock of chenical weapons known in the text of the present Convention
as a 'security stock'.
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"(2) Thie eeourity etock shall be destroyed under internatioxnal ooatrol
not later than during the ninth or tenth year after the entry into force of
the Convention, the commitment to euah destruction being made by each
State Party at the time of signature. Any production facility assigned to the
security stock under the terms of article 2, paragraph 3, and article 4 of the
present annex shall be deatraved not later than in the ninth year following
the Convention’6 entry into fbrce.

“"(3) The verification régime applicable to this stock shall be identical
with that for other stoaks remaining after the Convention's entry into force.
This stock sha) . be subject, in the same conditions, to the
inepeation-on-challenge procedure if one of the parties considers it har
grounds for believing that a State has violated the provisious of the
Conveution relating to security stncks.

"2. Cennxal rules relating to the gsecurity atogk

"(1) Toxic chemicals of unitary munition6 forming part of the eeourity
gtock and, if necessary, one of the two constituent componeants of binery
variarts ehall be entered in Sahedule [1]) of the annex to article VI of the
Convention.

“The security stock ehall be composed exclusively of munitions. It may
not exceed a vwlume of 2,000 metric tonnes of toxic chemicals. In the case of
binaryinunitions, this volume shall relate to the toxic chemical geaerated by
the munitions and not to their constituent reagents.

"(2) The number of storage places shall be limited to a maximum
of |.. sites.

"(3) The establigshment and maintenauce Of this etock may be ensured only
by a single production facility comprising, as needed, the means of:

“Manufacturing the chemical and toxic agent.8 listed in Schedule [1]} of
the annex to article VI of the Convention; and

“Loading and maintaining the munitions .

"(4) This single facility sh. 11 be declared in accordance with the
provisions of section I.A of tke annex to article V and placed under
international control, in accordance with the procedures .efined in art icle 4
of the present annex.

‘“(5) The establishment, where necessary, of the production facility once

the Conveation has entered into force shall be effected under international
contr...
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"(6) This facility may be different fromthe small-scale production
facility authorixed under article VI of the Convention for research, medical
or protective purposes.

“ 3 . Declaration of stocks

"The declaration of the security stock shall be separate from that of
ot her stocksas provided for in the annex to article Ill and in section | 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 follow ng the Convention's entry into
force.

"It shall conprise the total volume of the stock and the detailed
conposition thereof, on the sanme terns as declarations of stocks under the
general riginme, and the choice of the acceding country as between the
following three options:

"Opti No. 1 - One or nore declared pnlaces of storage:

"The declaration of the security stock shall in this case include this
pl ace 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 single undeclared place of :

"A seal ed envel ope specifying the location of the security stock shall
i mredi ately be deposited with the Technical Secretariat.

"In the event of formal notice being given, the followi ng procedure nay
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

i nspection-on-chal | enge conditions:

"Or the requested State acknow edges that the location giving rise to
suspicion of violation is the place where its stock issituated, inm 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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"Qption No, 3 - Two Or mokxe undeclared places of gtoragea (up to a maximum

limit of «.. locations)i

"In this case, the 8tate party shall deposit with the Technical
Secretariat a sealed envelope for each place of storage specifying the
characteristics (composition, volume) of the stock situated in that place.

“In the event of formal notice being given, the following procedure may
be put into ef fect:

"Either the suspicion of violation of the provisions of tho Convention
relates to a location where the requested State denies that a part of its
stock is situated, in which case the envelope shall not be opened but the
requesting Btate shall be free to request an on-site inspeation in the
inspection-on-challenge conditions)

"or the requested Btate acknowledges that the loaation giving rise to
suspiolon of violation is the place where a part of its stock is
situated, ia which case, if the requestiug Btate declares itself
dissatisfied with this initial respoase, the aorrrsponding envelope shall
be opened as vf right. |f the requesting Btate still considers itself
dissatisfied, it may request an on-site inspeation in the
inspection-on-challenge conditions.

"After the opening of the envelope (option No. 2) or of ona of the
envelopes (option No. 3), every Btate shall have the possibility of
transferring the corresponding stock to another undeclared place. A further
sealed envelope shall in that case be previouely forwarded to the
Technical secretariat.

"The single production facility assigned to the security stock, as
defined in article 2, paragraph 3, of the present annex, shall be placed under
international control on the same basis as other facilities declared under the
Convention, apart from placing under seal.

“All manufacturing operations involving products in Schedule [1} of the
annex to article VI of the Convention undertaken in the single production
facility shall be raserved for the establishment Or maintenance of the
security stock and shall be ef fected under internmcional control.
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"5, Restruction 0 f gecurity stocks

“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 SIt€ or sites and by
forwarding an estimated destruction schedule to the Technical Secretariat.
The general régime for the destruction of the security stoak and the related
single production facility shall in that case apply.

“In the case of States which have chosen option No. 2 or option No. 3 as
described in paragraph 2 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 and 3), the storage facilities shall 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 régime in
article 1V of the Convention,

"The security stock shall be tranaported to the destruction site 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 State to the Techniaal
Secretariat.

"6. Deatruction of the production facility assignable to the security stock

"any country which wishes to destroy the single production facility
before the ninth year following the Convention’s entry into force may do es
after having forwarded to the Techniaal Secretariat the estimated schedule for
such destruction.

"In any event, the destruction of this Eacilfty shall be effected not
later than the end of the ninth year following the Convention’s entry into
force.

"7. Updating or repnewal of the security stock

"(1) The States Parties to the Convention undertake to destroy munitions
from the security stock, and to manufacture new munitions intended for that
stock, under international control, in the following conditions:

“They undertake to prepare a detailed declaration of the elements in the
security stock which are considered obsolete, to effect  under national
rosponsibility - the transfer of those elements to o destruction
facility, to forward a destruction schedule to the Technical Secretariat,
and to carry out such destruction under international control;
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"The production of new munitions, which may be different from the
munitions destroyed, shall be effected under international contrel in the
single production facility reserved for this purpose, within the limit of
the authorised tonnage for toxic chemicals.

"(2) In the event of the updating of the security stock, the declaration
(option No. 1) or the contents of the envelopes (options Nos. 2 and 3) shall
be updated witain three months following commencement of thia operation.

“ARTICLE | I . DECLARATIONS8
"Amend paragraph 1 (o) (Qther declarations) to read:

“'The precise location . . . of any facility, with the excaption of the
production facility assigned to the security stogok, se defined in the annex to
article I, .| .'.

“ARTICLE IV. CHEMICAL WEAPONS
"Amend paragraph 1 to read:
"'The provisions of this article and its annex shall apply, without

exception other than the rules relating to the segurity stogk as defined in
the agnex to article I, to any and all chemical weapons ...'.

L]

“ARTICLE V. CHEMICAL WEAPON8 PRODUCTION FACILITIES
"Amend paragraph 1 to reads
“*The proviaione of this article shall apply to any and all chemical

weapons production facilities, except. the production facility asgigned to the
security stock in mccordance with the terms of the annex _to article I, under
the jurisdiction or control . . .',

“Delete paragraph 3.

L]

“ARTICLE IX. CONSULTATIONS, ¢O-0OPERATIGN AND FACT-FINDING
"Aadd the following sentence to paragraph 1:

"'The specific procedures of the inspection-on-challenge régime
applicable to security stocks shall be those of paragraph 3 of the annex to
article 1.
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" CDI 822

"FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERVANY AND | TALY
"Working Paper
»The order of destruction of chemical weapons

"1.  Over the past few years the issue of order of destruction of chenical
weapons has been paid a lot of attention in the negotiations on a global ban
on chenical weapons. A nunber of working papers weredevoted to this

subject. 17/ The issue has al so been subject to intensive consultations by the
Chairman of the Ad hoc Committee on Chemical Wapons, the result of which is
reflected in the Chairman's paper included in Appendix Il, pages 92 and 93 of
CDY 795 of 2 February 1988

"2, As is already stated in the Annex to Article IV, Section |V, paragraph 1
of the rolling text (CD/795, page 41) the el aboration of the order of
destruction shall be built on the followi ng considerations

|

undi mi ni shed security for all States during the' entire destruction
st age;

confidence-building in the early part of the destruction'stage:

gradual acquisition of experience in the course of destroying chenica
"weapons st ocks:

applicability, irrespective of the actual composition of the
stockpiles and the nmethod chosen for the destruction of the chenical
weapons.

"Anong these points, the principle of maintaining undinnished security
for all States during the entire destruction stage is of paranount
inportance. It is the basic yardstick for assessing proposed solutions to the
question of the order of destruction of chemcal weapons.

"Recently, attention has even morefocused on the maintenance of
undi mi ni shed security during the envisaged |o-year destruction phase due to
the different sizes of the chemcal weapon stocks existing at the start of the
| o-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 chenical weapon arsenals, the follow ng approach is suggested:

"I . In accordance with Article |, paragraph 1, and Article V, paragraphs 2
and 3 the production of chenical weapons shall cease inmediately 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 chenical
weapons storage sites as well as all chenical weapons production facilities
shall be subjected to systematic international on-site verification.

"I, For the purpose of destruction, the categorisation developed in the
Chai rman' s paper in Appendix Il of CD/795 shall apply. Wthin 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 |argest stocks of
chem cal weapons shall proceed with the destruction of their CW stocks until
an agreed level is reached.

"For the practical inplenmentation of this basic undertaking the follow ng
provisions shall apply:

for the purpose of the Convention States Parties with |arge stocks
shall be considered to be those States Parties which possess nore than
[. ..] tons of chenmical weapons agents regardl ess of whether these
agents are in bulk or filled in nunitions or other devices:

the initial reduction period devoted to the reduction of the chemcal
weapon stocks of the States Parties with large stocks shall conprise
[five] years fromthe 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 chenmical 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 amunts shall be cal cul ated according to the
follow ng fornul a:

X:AI - A2 2/
5
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- States Parties with large stocks shall submit during this first phase
annual reports on the reduction of their respective stockpiles to the
Technical Secretariat,

"y, 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 its 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 chis meeting with
the help of the Technical Secretariat.

"vI. After the levelling-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 size of the respective chamical weapons stocks, are required to destroy
their chemical weapons. The 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 readuction 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, Il1l. In this
way all existing stockpiles shall be eliminated at the end of the tenth year
of the destruction process.

"Notes

"1/ CD/697 of 20 May 1986;
CD/CW/WP.162 of 7 April 1987;
cD/cw/wp, 169 of 15 June 1987,
Ch/CwW/wWP,182 of 15 January 1988.

"2/ x = annual reduction amount:
Al = declared total stock of chemical weapons (Article. IV, para.2);
A2 = . .. tons, (residual stock after- initial Live years reduction
period for large stocks);
5 = five years in which residual equal levels of stocks are tu be
reached.
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“Ad hoc Conmittee on Chemical Wapons

“ MONGOLI A
"Working Paper

"The order of destruction of chemical weaoons stocks

"The destruction of chemcal weapons is one of the main objectives of the
mul tilateral Convention on the conplete and effective prohibition of the
devel opment, production and stockpiling of chenmi cal weapons and on their
destruction.

"Accordingly, this issue is being given priority attention in the
negotiations.

“I'n its working paper cbscW/wp,162 of 6 April 1987, the del egation of
Mongolia submitted proposals aimed at finding a nmutually acceptable solution
Taking into account the progress achieved in this regard in the negotiations
it nowsubnmts for discussion a further el aboration of its proposals.

"In the efforts to reach the goal of the final elimination of chenical
weapons -provision must be nade for the conplete destruction of stocks and the
prohibition of the devel opnent, production and stockpiling of such weapons.

At the sane tine, a principle as inportant as that of undimnished security
for all States nust be strictly observed during the entire period of
destruction.

"For that reason it is very inportant to devise principles and an order
for the destruction of chem cal weapons that will sinultaneously neet all
these requirenents.

"Many inmportant issues related to the destruction of the stockpiles of
these weapons have already been agreed upon in the negotiations. The Ad hoc
Conmittee on Chenical Wapons is to complete in the near future the work on
the order of destruction of CWstocks. Certain prerequisites have already
been created for that. It should be especially emphasized that there is
general agreenent, which is reflected in the draft Convention, regarding the
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destruction of all CWstocks by the end of the tenth year after the Convention
enters into force and, as regards the fulfilnent of that objective, it has
been considered appropriate to divide all CW stocks into categories and to
conpare chemicals wthin categories by weight.

"Taking into account the discussions at the negotiations, it seens
possible to concretize the proposal by establishing the follow ng categories
of CW st ocks:

Category | - chemcal weapons based on Schedule [I] chemicals;
Category |1 - chemcal weapons based on any other chemcals;
Category Il - unfilled nunitions and devices and equi pment, specifically

designed for enployment in connection with the use of
chem cal weapons.

"Such a grouping and the possibility of comparing chemicals by weight
woul d give States parties to the Convention which possess chenical weapons a
certain freedomwith 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 conpliance with the
basic obligations under the Convention, the declaration by States parties
possessing chenical weapons not later than 30 days after the Convention enters
into force for them of the size and |ocation of all CWstocks, the
verification of the credibility of such declarations, and the placing of the
stocks under systematic international control precluding any covert activity
intheir regard. That would create conplete transparency regarding the stocks
and confidence concerning the prevention of any action detrinmental to the
security of any of the States parties to the Convention.

"Moreover, such conpleteness 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 chemcal weapons that tookinto
account the principle of levelling-out, whereby, without prejudice to the
principle of undimnished security for all States at all stages of
destruction, States possessing chenical weapons would be left after the
Convention had been in force for an agreed length of tine with approximately
equal quantities of such weapons, to be destroyed by the tenth year of
operation of the Convention. These timeframes and the anounts 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
probl em of the order of destruction of CW stocks.
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"Ad hoc Conmittee on Chenical Weapons

" USSR
"Working paper

"Assessnent of the proposal bv France concernind securitv_gtocks'

"1.  The USSR proceeds fromthe prenise that the order of destruction mustbe
based on the principle of undimnished security of States during the entire
destruction process, as has al ready been agreed inthe "rolling text'.
However, the French proposal concerning 'security stocks’, while proclainng
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 chenical
weapons, and al so acquire such weapons, for at |east eight years and possibly
|l onger after the convention enters into force. Mreover, this right would be
granted not only to States possessing chem cal weapons, but also to those
without them As a result, States possessing chem cal weapons coul d renew
their stocks (within the limts of the 'security stock'), while those without
coula establish such 'security stocks'. This constitutes in essence a call
for the legalixed build-up and proliferation of chenical weapons. This
approach leads not to equal security but to increasing equal insecurity.

"The security of the parties to the convention can be ensured imediately
after its entry into force through the inplenentation of a nunber of measures
which woul d safely freeze stocks at current levels until they are destroyed,
and would rule out preparations for their use as well as actual use. This
woul d involve, first and forenost, the declaration of all existing stocks,
their placing under systematicinternational control with the help of on-site
i nspections and continuous nmonitoring with instruments, and the adoption* of
measures to ensurethat the chenical weapons are not removed fromthe 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 renoval
of chem cal weapons from a store to a destruction facility nust be conducted
under international control. This provision, contained in the annex to
article IV, section Il, paragraph 6(b), has been agreed upon by all
participants in the negotiations.
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"The inplementation of these measures, Wwhich in essence would amount to
the placing of chemcal weapon stocks under 'international arrest', would
place all participants on an equal footing in texmsof their security.

»3.  The authors of the proposal under consideration consider that the
security of all States parties maybe called into question either gradually
(e.g. as a result of delays in the tinetable 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 elimnation 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 conpliance with the schedul e 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
probl em shoul d be solved by creating an effective mechani sm which would ensure
conpliance with the convention.

"4, The French proposal does not solve the problem of preventing an
exceptional situation connected with the possible withdrawal of a

cheni cal -weapon State party from the convention and the unfreezing of its
stocks. The paradox ofthe 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 nunber of countries possessing chemical weapons wil |
grow after the convention enters into force. It is one thing when all

cheni cal 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 linmts 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
bui I d-up, renewal and upgrading.

"5.  The convention should elimnate the real difference between

cheni cal -weapon and non-cheni cal -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 chenical
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 legitimsing of chenical weapons industries -
and the nost dangerous aspects of them - is placed in opposition to the
concept of consistent elimnation of chenical weapons and the facilities for
their production. The French proposal would also seriously conplicate
monitoring of chemcal weapon stocks. As a result, not only will there not be
an increase in confidence anbng the parties to the convention, but new sources
of concern will appear which maydivide the States that have signed the
convention. This cannot either ensure security for the parties to the
convention, or encourage themto accede to it on a large scale.
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E. Prevention of an arms race in outer space

78. The item on the agenda entitled "Prevention of an arms race in outer
space"” was consldered by the Conference, in accordance with its 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 submitted
by the Ad.hgoe Committee referred to in the following paragraph.

80. At its 483rd plenary meeting, on 20 September 1980, the Conference
adopted the report of the Ad_hee Committee re~-established by the Conferenae
under the agenda item at its 446th plenary meeting (see pare. 9 above). That
report (CDs87C) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:

"I, INTRODUCTION

"1. At its 446th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament adopted the following decision:

‘In the exercise of its reponsibilities as the multilateral
disarmament negotiating forum in accordance with paragraph 120 of the
Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament, the Conference on Disarmament decides to
re-establish an Ad Hog¢ Committee under Item 5 of its agenda entitled
'Pr. .untion of an arms race in outer space.'

‘The Conference requests the Ad._Hog Committeo, in discharging that
responsibility, to continue to examine, and to identify, through
subetantive and general consideration, issues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space.

'The Ad Ho¢ Committee in carrying out tnis work, will take into
nccount all existing agreements, existing propoeale and future
initiatives as wel as developments which have taken place since the
establishment of the Ad Hae Committee, in 1985.

‘The pd_Hog Committee will report to the Conference on the progrees
of its work before the conclusion of the first part of its 1988 session,
in view of the forthcoming third special session of the Genaral Assembly
devoted to disarmament. It will also report to the Conference before the
conclusion of the eecond part of its 1988 session'.

In that: connectlon, the President of the Conference and various delegations
made sta.uinents regarding the scope of the mandate. All those statements made
posaible the adoption of the manda:e.

"2. Pursuant to its mandate, the Ad_Ho¢ Committee submitted to the Conference
on Disarmameunt. @ Special report covering the consideration of agenda item Y



during 1905, 1986, 1987 and the tirst part of the 1988 session. At its

462nd plenary meeting, on 29 April 1988, the Conference adopted the report of
thr Committee which is an integral part. of the special report submitted by the
Conference to the General Aeesmbly at its third special session devoted to
Disarmament (CD/334).

"II., ORQANIZATION OF WORR AND DOCUMENTS

"3, At itse 446th plenary meeting, on 8 March 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Adolfo Taylhardat (Venezuela) as Chairman of
the Ad Hog Committee. Miss Aida Luisa Levin, Senior Political Affairs
Officer, United Nations Department Of Disarmament Affairs, continued {0 serve
as the Committee’s Secretary.

"4, The Ad Hog Committee held .7 meetings between 8 March
and 7 September 1988.

"§, At their request, the Conference on Disarmament deoidod to invite the
representatives of the following S8tates not members of tho Conference to
participate in the meetings of the Ad Hog Committee: Austria, Denmark,
Finland, Greece, Ireland, Nbw Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal, Spain,
Switmwerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

"6, In addition to the documents of the previous sessions and those submitted
during the first part of ths 1988 session, 1/ the Ad _Haga Committee had before
it the following new documental

CD/851 Propoeed amendment to the Treaty on Principles Governing the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer
Spaoe, including the Moon and Othrr Celestial Bodies,
submitted by Venesuela (also issued as CD/OB/WP.24).

The Committee alro had before it the following new working paperss

CD/08/WP.23 Letter dated 23 May 1988 addressed t0 the Becretary-General
of the Conference on Disarmament from the Permanent
Representative of Canada, transmitting dooumento relating to
the prevention of an arms race in outer space;

CD/08/WP.24 Propoeed amendment to the Treaty on Principles Qoverning the
Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer
Space, including the Moon and Other Celeastial Bodies,
submitted by Veneruela (also issued as CD/851);

"1/ The list of documents may be found in the 1985, 1986 und 1987
reports of the Ad Hog Committee and in the special report submitted to the
General Assembly at its third special session devotod to disarmament ((Dh/642,
CDb/732, CD/787 and CD/834, respectively).
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Cb/08/WP.25 Working paper entitled "8trungthening of State practice
under the Convention on Registration of Objects Launahed
into Outer Spaae, to provide more timely and specific
information concerning the function of satellites, inoluding
whether the satellite is fulfilling a eivilian or military
mission” , submitted by Australia and Canada!

CD/08/WP.26 Working paper entitled "Arms control and oiter gpace. A
retrospective review: 1982-1987", submitted by Canadar

CD/08/WP.27 Working paper on the use of certain terms relating to arme
control and outer space, submitted by Canada.

“I11 « SUBSTANTIVE WORK DURING THE 1985 SESSION

"7. Following an initial exchange of views and consultations held by the
Chairman with Members of different groups, the Ad_Hgg Committee, at its
3rd meeting on 22 March 1988, adopted the following programme of work for
the 1988 session:

'1, Examination and identification of ilssues relevant to the prevention
of an arms race in outer space;

2. Exi: ting agreements relevant to the prevention of an arms race in
outer space;

3. Existing propoeals and future initistives on the preveation of an
arms race in outer space.

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

With regard to the organisation of work, the Committee agreed that it would
give equal treatment to the subjects covered by its mandate and specified in
its programme of work, Accordingly, the Committee agreed to allooate the asame
number of meetings to each of those subjects, namely, issues relevant to the
prevention of an arms race in outer space, existing agreements and existing
proposals and future initisatives. It was uoted that in accordance with

rule 30 of the Rules of Proaedure any member wishing to do so may discuss any
subject rolevsnt to the work of the Committee.

"8. The work of the Ad Hog¢ Committee was governed by the mandate only.
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"9. The A@ Hoc Conmittee continued the consideration of the subjects covered
byits mandate in the light ofthe positions and views previously set forth by
del egations. 1/

"10. In the course of the work, delegations discussed or referred to a nunber
of issues relevant to the prevention of an arms race in outer space, such as
the determnation of the scope and objectives of nultilateral work under the
agenda item the status of outer space as the common heritage of mankind which
shoul d 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 limtation and di sarmament
measures in other areas, the relationship between bilateral and nultilatera
efforts to prevent an arns race in outer space, questions relating to
verification and conpliance and the need for information on how outer space is
being used and on national space programmes of military significance. A
wor ki ng paper was subnmitted presenting a retrospective review of the evolution
of someof the prinmary issues relevant to outer space during the

period 1982- 1987 (CD/OS/WP.26).

"11. A group of Socialist States held also the view that in the period of
growing sensitivity about the Earth's atnosphere, depletion of ozone |ayer
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 stil
poorly understood atnospheric chenistry. These delegations believed that
these questions required reflection in the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee

*12. There was general recognition of the inportance of the bilateral
negotiations between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the

United States of Anerica and it was stressed that bilateral and multilateral
efforts were conplenentary. Mny del egations enphasised that those
negotiations did not dimnish the urgency of nultilateral negotiations and
reaffirmed that, as provided for in General Assembly resolution 42733, the
Conference on Disarmament, as the single nmultilateral disarmament negotiating
forum had the primary role in the negotiation of a nultilateral agreement or
agreements, as appropriate, on the prevention of an arms race in outer space
inall 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

bil ateral negotiations. Some other delegations, while recognising the need for
the Conference to play a role with respect to problens 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 nultilateral disarmanent measures in this area
could not be considered independently of devel opnents at the bilateral |evel

"1/ Those positions and views are reflected in the annual reports of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee and in the special report submitted to the third special
session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmament.
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*13., One del egation stated that outer space, as the conmon heritage of

manki nd, 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 itemin the field of disarmanent. It believed that the
devel opment of space weaponry has caused a qualitative escalation in the arns
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 arns race in outer space. It reiterated that the two majorspace
powers, which possess the greatest space capacity and are engaged in

devel opi ng space weapons, should commit thenselves not to test, develop
produce and depl oy space weapons and to destroy all their existing space
weapons and on such a basis, an international agreement on the conplete
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 del egations 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
proposal s for measuresto prevent an arns race in outer space. They believed
that the various ideas and suggestions that had been advanced provided
sufficient points of convergence to moveforward in that area. Accordingly,
many del egations held that the Ad Hoc Committee shoul d' proceed with a more
structured and goal -oriented exanination of the subject. In this context,
they wel coned the informal paper of the Chairman, dated 23 August 1988,
containing a list of existing proposals reievant to the prevention of an arns
race in outer space, as a useful basis for such a work. Someother del egations
considered that, while the work of the Conmittee since its establishment had
contributed to a better understanding of questions relating to the prevention
of an arns race in outer space, there were fundanmental divergences with
respect to all the subjects covered by the mandate. In their view therefore
it was necessary to continue the exam nation and identification of issues
relevant to the prevention of an arns race in outer space with a view to
reaching a comon understanding and definition of the scope and objectives of
the work of the Committee. Somedel egations also noted that there was no
record of an informal paper of the Chairman, dated 23 August 1988. These

del egations insisted that such a paper did not exist. Many del egations
recalled that there were precedents in the Conference of informal documents
submtted 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 somedel egations refused to acknow edge the existence
of one such document does not dininish its usefulness for the work of the
Committee

"15. A nunber of delegations considered that the participation of experts
would contribute to the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee and nentioned a number of
areas where it would be -desirable to have technical expertise and guidance,
among them problens of definition, questions relating to ASATs and the
protection of space objects, verification and data exchanges. Some

del egations favoured the establishnent of a group of governmental experts and
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various possible mandatee tor auch a group were suggested. 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
incluslon in delegations. In their opinion, however, the work of the
Committee had not yet reached the stage where the establishment of a group of
experts would be useful.

"16. One delegation made a detailed presentation at the expert level of the
basic principles of operation of observation satellites and the fundamental
techniques of interpretation of satellites data. This presentation wae highly
appreciated.

"17. One delegation belonging to the group of Socialist States had prepared
with the help of experts and submitted for consideration by the Ad Hoc
Committee a systematic analysis of major propoeale, submitted by delegations
of various countries in the Ad Hog Committee on Prevention of an Arms Raae in
Outer Space. This set of exposés referred to the problems of ensuring
immunity of satelliteeg; prohibition of ASAT weapons; verification and
monitoring issues; as well as “partial measures". That delegation pointed
out that it sought to give an overall picture of submitted proposals and to
identify their common points so as to ensure the bent preparation possible for
the future multilateral negotiations within the framework of the Conference on
Diearmament on the subject of the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
It held that comparative analysis of euah major propoeale, views and
approaches Of delegations made it possible to identify general approaches to
solving the problems facing the Conference. This delegation stated 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 groups of aountriea had presented such proposals
and ideas. Thanks to the discuusions it was pnssible to raveal the positive
potential of every introduced proposal. In ite view, should the propoeale,
that had already been introduced, be put into effect, taken as a whole they
were capable of accomplishing such a complex task as the prevention of 4n arms
t ace in outer apace. 1t was convinced that the in-dept* examination of
problem issues, coliective experience and exchange of views would help to find
common solutlons leading to the elaboration of multilateral agreements. The
delegations of other Boclalist Stateu expressed the view that these
presentations created s good basis for practical and concrete work of the
Committee.

"18. One other delegation noted, however, that hasic mieunderetandings about
the subjects in items 1 and 2 of the Ad _Hog Committee’s work programme
continue to exlst. This delegation noted with concern thet queationable
definition@ presented in the past duringe the work of the Committee have been
inaccurate and non-representative, This delegation stated, furthermore, that
much of tho discussion on item 3 of the 'Committee's work programme seemed
poorly prepared and reflected ouly rudimentary efforts to press into that area
without having accumulated euf f icient backyround and understanding.
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"19, Some delegations noted the 1987 UNIDIR etudy entitled ‘Disarmament:
Problems Related To Outer Space’ , which had been prepared with the assistance
of a group of qualified experts, representing various schools of thought, and
submitted to the General Assembly, which notsd that etudy in resolution 42/33.
These delegation8 favoured extensive use of the findings of that study in the
deliberations of :he Ad Hoc Committee.

"20. Many delegations recognised that the outer space legal régime played and
continues to play a significant role for the prevention of an arms race in
outer space. It is for this reason that many delegation6 stressed the need to
consolidate and reinforce that régime and enhance its effectiveness and the
importance of striect compliance with existing agreements, both bilateral and
multilateral.

"21. Many delegations 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, as signed

in 1972, while conducting their research, development and testing as required,
which are permitted by the ABM Treaty, and not to withdraw from the ABM Treaty
for a specifiad period of time'. Delegations of Socialist States also noted
that this statement was reaffirnmed in the June 1988 summit,

*22. One delegation pointed out that for several years one major apace power
has had serious concerns about non-complianae of one of the parties to the

ABM Treaty. It noted that in particular, the conatruction ~f a large
phased-array radar (LPAR) near Krasnoyarek, because of its looation and
orientation, constitutes A significant violation of a central element of the
ABM Treaty. It continued that although the latter party to the ABM Treaty hae
rought to convey tihne impression that it is addressing these concerns, it has
aot taken the necessary actions t 0 resolve them. This delegation further
stated that the existence of the Kraonoyarsk radar calls into question the
continued viability of the ABM Treaty. It noted that unless this violation is
resolved, one major space power will be forced to consider the exercise Of its
rights under international law to take appropriate and proportionate
responses, It also noted that the radars at Thule and Fylingdales Moor are
not violatione of the ABM Treaty. It further stated that these two radar
installations already existed when the ABM Treaty was signed in 1972 and that
modernization of these installations is allowed by the Treaty,

"23. Commenting on the issue, another delegation stressed that this matter
ohould be dealt with on a bilateral basis and that the ABM Treaty provided for
a mechaniem Of the Standing Consultative Commission (8CC) to consider the
concerns ralsed by the aides. As regard6 the radar under construction near
Krasnoyarsk, it reiterated that the radar was designed for tracking space
objects and was not subject to the limitations of the ABM Treaty. As a good
will gesture this major space power expressed its willingness to diemantle the
equipment of the radar, provided agreement was reached on compliance with the
ABM Treaty, as signed in 1972. Thie major space power in its turn expressed
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concern regarding conpliance of the other side with the provisions of the
ABMTreaty, resulting fromthe depl oynent of the |arge phased-array radar in
Thule and the construction of a sinilar radar in Fylingdal es Mor.

"24. Various delegations, while recognizing that the |egal reginme placed some
limtations on certain weapons and nilitary activities in outer space,

enphasi zed that existing legal instruments |eft open the possibility of the
introduction of weapons in space, other than nuclear weapons or other weapons
of massdestruction, and, consequently, were not sufficient to prevent au arns
race in that environment, particularly in view of the rapid pace of progress
in space science and technology as well as ongoing nilitary 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 ofan armsrace in outer space

"25. Someot her del egations stressed that there was already a body of
international |aw governing activities in outer space which provided a

consi derabl e neasure of prohibition and protection. They believed it was
inportant to have a full understanding of the scope of the existing |egal
regime, of the inter-relationship of its provisions and of aspects related to
adherence, conpliance and enforcement. They also believed that the

exam nation of that regime in the ad Hoc Cormittee confirmed that there
continued to be a need to arrive at a common understanding of what were
permtted and prohibited uses of outer space. In this regard, an analysis of
somet erm nol ogi cal problens that had to be dealt with was presented to the
Commi tt ee (CD/0OS/WP.27).

"26. In addition to sharing the views reflected in the above paracraph, one
del egation reiterated that the existing legal régime for arnms control in outer
space was equitable, balanced and extensive and had been far more successfu

in preventing anarns race than any conparable regime on Earth. Inits
opinion, any problems associated with the existing |egal regime would be
inherent in any |legal régime, no matter how devel oped, since a |legal regine by
itself is not sufficient to prevent an arms race in outer space but also
requires conpliance, enforcenent and participation. Beyond that, this

del egation believed that many of the proposals that were being discussed were
based on an inadequate appreciation or flawed understanding of the existing

| egal régime. |t considered, for instance, that proposals for banning the use
of force in outer space, inmmunizing satellites from attack, imrmnixing
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. somedel egations stated that further specific neasures aimed at
preventing an arnms race in outer space will not detract fromthe inportance of
the existing legal regime just as certain arns control measures currently in
force did not do so in the terrestrial environnent. 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 réqgime.
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»28., Sonme del egations, stressing the urgency of forestalling the introduction
of weapons in space, discussed conprehensive proposals for the prevention of
an armsrace 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
amendments t0 the 1967 CQuter Space Treaty. In this context, someof these
del egations considered that the various definitions of space weapons that had
been put forward provided a good basis for working towards a conprehensive
prohibition of weapons that were not yet outlawed under the existing |egal
régime. They also suggested that with the assistance of experts it should be
possible to formulate A definition thatwoul d not only describe space weapons
but also list their conponents. A proposal was subnitted (cD/851) to amend
Article XV of the Quter Space Treaty so as to make its prohibition applicable
to any kind of space weapon and to include a prohibition on the devel opment,
production, storage and use of space weapons. That proposal also provided for
a definition of space weapons. It was envisaged that those anendments to the
Treaty would be conplenented by a protocol establishing appropriate
verification machinery to ensure conpliance with the conplete prohibition of
space weapons. Another suggestion called for an anendnment to the Quter Space
Treaty to broaden its scope to cover any type of weapon, conbined with the
multilateralization of the aBMTreaty and a ban on anti-satellite systems
other than space-based systens.

v29. SomeOt her del egations 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
mlitary and strategic situation relevant to outer space. These del egations
al so held that proposals should be examined bearing in mnd questions relating
to conpliance, verifiability, practicability and utility.

"30. Somedel egations, noting that existing legal restraints did not preclude
the energence of non-nucl ear ASAT weapons, stressed the inmportance »£ a ban or
limtations on anti-satellite weapons. A nunber of issues that would have to
be addressed in the consideration of such a ban or limtations were

identified - for exanple, scope of the ban, definition of ASAT weapons, the
probl em of dual - purpose spacecraft, nmeans of verification. In that
connection, somedel egations considered that the participation of experts
woul d 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 systemscapable of attacking satellites in high
orbit: prohibition of dedicated anti-satellite systems; atreatv that would
ban the use of force against any space object, prohibit the de}ibe!EEe
destruction, damage or interference with the nornal functioning of space
objects, proscribe the devel opment, production or deploynent of ASAT weapons
and provide for the destruction under international control of any existing
ASAT weapons and to prevent the utilization and nodification 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 conprehensive
ban on the devel opnent, testing, deploynent and use of such weapons, on Earth,
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in the atmosphere or in outer space, the destruction of all existing ASAT
weapons and the prohibition of the development, testing and deployment of
space-based ballistic missile defence systems. Some delegations, supporting a
ban on ASBAT 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 endange:~d the peaceful activities
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 fulfilled that uriterion.
Some ot her 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 characteristics of the potential threats to
space objects, the existence of weapon systems that had an ASAT capability,
the limitations 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 ASATs and matters under consideration in the
bilateral negotiations. Beyond that, one delegation also elaborated on the
various legal restraints that the existing legal réegime alrsady imposed on the
nature, deployment and use of ABATs.

“32. Other delegations gave examples of dedicated ASAT systems that have been
tested despite the oxisting legal régime 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
protection régime based on a categorisation of satellites would give rise 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 orbit,
In this connection, some delegations held that a protection régime 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
satel® ites that perform military missions. One delegation sugge:ted a
step-by-step approach to the protection of satellices, including establishing
within the context of existing international law and established international
practice, which satellites pertorm 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 satell ites should he
protected followed by identification of an appropriate protection ragime for
such satellites. In this regard this delegation recal ledits proposal
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concerning measures to protect from attack all satellites - and their
associated ground stations - that contribute to strategic stability and to
veritication of arms control arrangements.

"34. Various other possible meesures relating to the security of catellites
were mentioned, such as multilaterslizing the immunity provided for in certain
bilateral agreements to satallites that serve as national technical means of
verification, a ‘rules-of-the-road’ agreement, the reaffirmation and
development of the principle of non-interference with peaceful space
activities 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. This delegation stated that these
instruments prohibit the use of force and the threat of the use of force
against satellites 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 themselves in
the event of the threat or use of force,

"36. Many delegations noted that general provisions on the prohibition of the
use or threat of use of force have unfortunately not proved to be adequately
binding in the past. This has necessitated the growing need for negotiation
of specific disarmament agreements, for example, those relatiny to chemical
and biological weapons, inhumane weapons, etc.

"37. One delegation recalled its proposal for the conclusion of a multilateral
agreement to supplement the 1972 ABM Treaty (CD/708).

"38. Some delegations highlighted the contribution that confidence-building
measures could make to the o%jective 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 activities. A proposal was submitted (Cb/08/wP,25),
suggesting that an understanding be reached among States parties to the
Convention that in discharging their reporting responsibilities they would
provide timely, accurate information on the functions of a satellite,
including whether it fulfilled a civilian or military mission or both. This
same proposal included the suggestion that States which have 1aunched space
objects, but are not party to the Convention should join the Canvention or
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agree to subnit the same information under the termsof General Assenbly
resolution 1721 (XVl). Anunber of del egations also noted that the proposed
course ofaction submtted in cpsos/wp.25 woul d enhance confidence through the
provision of more specific information regarding objects |aunched 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
negoti ated asan agreementin the field of armslimitation and di sarmanent, it
offered possibilities that could be uses 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

| aunching sites. Somedel egations considered that questions concerning the
Regi stration Convention fell within the conpetence of the Conmittee on the
Peaceful Uses of Quter Space, In addition, one delegation noted that the
Regi stration Convention had been negotiated to establish an international

regi ster of space objects to give practical effect to the Convention on
International Liability for Damage caused by Space bjects and held that the
introduction of changes in the former entailed a high probability of
introducing confusion into the latter. Somedel egations pointed outthat the
Regi stration Convention, as nentioned in its preanble, has to be seen in the
context of developing international |aw governing the exploration and use of
outer space and therefore has direct relevance to the work of the Ad Hoc
Commttee. Some del egations suggested that besides data on objects |aunched
in" »outer space, information should also be provided, in the interest of
greater transparency, on ballistic missile defence research currently being
carried out by somecountries.

"39. Referring to its proposal concerning declarations that weapons have not
been deployed in outer space on a pernmanent basis, one del egation explained
that the initiative aimed at generating a climte of confidence in the field
of the prevention of an arnms race in outer space. Sone del egations supported
the proposal and recalled that the usefulness of unilateral declarations as
confidence-buil ding measures had been acknow edged in various fields of arms
limtation and disarmanent. Supporting this proposal, one del egation
belonging to the group of Socialist States recalled that it had stated that it
woul d not be the first to place weapons in outer space.

"40. Another delegation, comenting on the problems that ia its view this
proposal raised, noted that there were manykinds of weapon systemsthat could
be used against space objects and that not all of them need necessarily be
placed in space. It pointed outthat those were the kinds of issues that were
under discussion in the bilateral negotiations

"41. Delegations generally recognised the inmportance of verification in the
context of measures to prevent an armsrace in outer space. Somedel egations
considered that it should be possible to assure verification of conpliance
with agreements relating to the prevention of an arms race in outer space
through a conbination of national technical meansand internationa

procedures. It was also noted that the Quter Space Treaty contained some
verification provisions. A nunber of delegations were of the view that
verification functions should be entrusted to an international body to provide
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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 verification of multilateral arms limitation
and disarmament agreements and covering both space-to-space and
space-to-ground remote-sensing.

*42, Sharing these views, delegations of a group of Socialist Sta.es
underlined that the non-deployment of weapons in space should be effectively
verified. They supported the creation of a world space organisation which
would, inter alia, perform verification functions. They were also convinced
of the necessity to establish, under the auspices of the United Nations, a
mechanism for wide-ranging verification of various disarmament agreements,
such as an international verification 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
military conflicts. These delegations were convinced that as applied to
space, verification was called upon to ensure a resoluta.> n 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 Hog Committee had the
proposal entitled “Establishment of an international system of verification of
the non-deployment of weapons of any kind in outer space” (CD/817). The main
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 confsr the
right of access, for inspection purposes, to any objects intended to be
launched into and stationed in outer space. In order to ensure & complete ban
on space weapons, measures of verification with the aid of the international
space inspectorate should include, intex alia, advance submission by the
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 presen.e Of
inspection teams at all sites for launching space objects in order to check
all such objects irrespective of the vector: and the verification of
undeclared launches from undeclared launching pads by means of extraordinary
on-site inspections without right of refusal. They were convinced that on-site
inspection carried out immediately prior to launchings was the mos t simple and
effective way to be sure that objects placed into space did not carry weapons
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of any kind. Despite tho rery complex nature of space technology the
verification of the prese:.-e or absence of means of warfare on a space object
seemed to be relatively simple. 8o far, launching sites in the world were not
so 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
reliability of verification. 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 ar international space
monitoring agency (IS8MA), which might in future becom¢ a component of an
international verification agency, could provide international community with
authentic and diverse information on compliance with multilateral treaties and
agreemencs in the area of disarmament and reducing international tensions as
well as monitoring military situation in regions of conflict. Seeking to
provide this idea with a practical basis delegations of Socialist 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 fer 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 moxe difficult it would be to verify
compliance with it. They believed that verification and compliance insues
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
substantial legal, technical, political and organizational difficulties
asgociated with an international verification 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, definitional,
organisational and political obstacles bar the way to a successful
ir~ernational verification inspectorate.

“44. One delegation stated that any type of international verification
inspectorate is impractical because treaties already in place adequately
regulate military activities in space, while also permitting the conduct of
important national security and self-defence activities such as early warning
of attack. It noted that the ABM Treaty, the Outer Space Treat y, and | he
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Registration Convention constituted significant elements of this Treaty
régime. 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 possibility that greater reliance on
effective defences against ballistic missiles could, in the future, provide a
safer, more stable basis for deterrence of war than the sole reliance on the
threat of nuclear retaliation. This delegation stated that to provide a fully
effective layered defence, some elements of a ballistic missile defence system
may need to be based in space. 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 alia, space-based or include space-based
elements. The same delegation emphasised tbat its State had been observing
fully and precisely the ABM Treaty.

"46. Some delegations noted with satisfaction that at the 1988 session the

Ad Hoc Committee gave detailed consideration to concrete proposals for
measurvs aimed at the prevention of an arms race in outer space, In their
opinion, the e amination of spucific proposals had served to identify areas of
possible convergence of views and thus provided a good basis for practical
work on measu.cs tO prevent an arms race in outer space. Recogn iz ingtlLe
complexity of the subjects under consideration and the need for further
analysis, they held that relevant issues, including those concerning the legal
régime applicable to outer space, could be addressed in the context of the
consideration of specific 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
sufficiently 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
insues, 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 proposals 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 establish a common body of knowledge and understanding, and common
definitions of the scope and specific objectives of multilateral efforts for
the prevention of an arms race in outer space.
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"47. Many del egations, while recognising the inportance of substantive

consi deration of relevant issues, enphasized that such consideration should be
an integral part of the nultilateral process of elaborating concrete measures
aimed at the prevention of an arns 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 outin
the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assenbly
devoted to disarmanent. They also recalled the relevant resolutions adopted
by the General Assenbly. In this context, these delegations stressed the

i ndi spensable role of the Conference on Disarmament as the single nultilateral
negotiating body on disarmanment and the inscription of item5 on its ag#ada.
Del egations of Socialist States shared the views expressed in this paragraph.

"I'V. CONCLUSI ONS

"48. There was general recognition in the Ad Hoc Committee of the inportance
and urgency of preventing an arns race in outer space and readiness to
contribute to that common objective. The work carried out by the Cormittee
since its establishment contributed to the acconplishment of ics task. The
Conmi ttee advanced and devel oped further the exam nation and identification of
various issues relevant to the prevention of an arns race in outer space. The
di scussions held contributed to a better understanding of a number of problens
and to a clearer perception of the various positions. |t was recognized that
the legal regime applicable to outer space by itself does not guarantee the
prevention of an arnms race in outer space. There was recognition of the
significant role that the | egal régime applicable to outcr space plays in the
prevention of an armsrace in that environment and of tbe need to consolidate
and reinforce that régime and enhance its effectiveness and of the inportance
of strict conpliance with existing agreenents, both bilateral and

multilateral. In the course of the deliberations, the common interest of
manki nd in the expleration and use of outer space ter peaceful purposes was
acknow edged. In this context, there was also recognition of the inportance

of paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special session devoted to
di sarmament, which states that 'in order to prevent an armsrace in outer
space, further measures shculd be taken and appropriate international
negotiations held in accordance with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles
CGoverning the acti—ities of States in the Exploration and Use of Quter Space,
including the Mon and other Celestial Bodies'. A prelimnary consideration
was given to a nunber of proposals and initiatives ained at preventing an armns
race in outer space andensuring that its exploration and use will be carried
out exclusively for peaceful purposes in the commoninterest 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 itemwll continue at the next stssion 0of the Conference.
It was recommrended that :he Conference on Disarnanent re-establish the

Ad Hoc Committee on the Prevention of an Arns Race in Quter Space with an
adequate mandate at the beginning of the 1989 session, taking into account all
rel evant factors, including thework of the Conmittee since 1985."
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F. Effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-wespon
States against the usg or threat of use Of nucl ear weapons

81. The itemon the agenda entitled "Effective international arrangenents to
assure non-nuclear-meapon states against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons” was considered by the Conference, in accordance «ith its programre of
work, dvring the periods 28 March-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 itemis contained in the report subnitted
by the Ad hoc Committee referred to in the follow ng paragraph

83. At its 482nd plenary neeting, on 15 Septenber 1988, the Conference
adopted the report of the Ad hoc Conmittee re-established by the Conference
under the agenda itemat its 436th plenary neeting (see para. 9 above). That
report (Ccb/868) is an integral part of the report and reads as foll ows:

"I. Introduction

"1. Atits 436th plenary nmeeting on 2 February 1988 the Conference on

Di sarmanment decided to re-establish for the duration of its 1938 session, an
ad hoc committee to continue to negotiate with a view to reaching agreenent on
effective international arrangements toassurenon-nuclear-weapon States

agai nst 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
forthcomng third special session of the General Assenbly 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 Conference on the state of
negotiations on the question, taking into account negotiatiomsconducted since
August 1982 (CD/825).

"3, In addition, the Ad Hoc Committee is subnitting the present report om its
work during the 1988 session. This report focuses on the negotiations and

di scussions held during the second part of the session and does not duplicate
the section of the Special Report dealing with the present state of
negoti ati ons.

"I'l. Qganization of work and documents

"4, At its 439th plenary neeting on 11 February 1988, the Conference on

Di sar manent appoi nted Anbassador Dimtar XKostov (Bulgaria) as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee. During the first part of the session, Ambassador Konstantin
Tellalov (Bulgaria) served as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee in the absence
of Anbassador Kostov. M. M Cassandra, United Nations Department for

Di sarmanment Affairs, served as Secretary of the Ag¢ Hoc Committee.

-229-



“5. The Ad_Ho¢ Committee held 16 meetings bstween 1 March
end 2 September 1908.

"6. Al. their request, the Conference on Disarmament decided to invite the
representatives of the following States not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings of the Ad _Ho¢ Committee during the 1988 session:
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 duriny the 1988 session:

Document cD/SA/WP.12 dated 25 August 1988 and Rev.1l dated

2 September 1988, submitted by the Chairman, eniitled ‘Chairman’s
Discussion Paper: Elements of a “Common Formula” of Negative Security
Assurances (NbA)'.

In rddition, 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.1/Rev.5 of 2 September 19e<

“I'll. Sabstantive Work

'8,  As mentioned above, the state of ncaotiations at the end of the first
part of the 1988 session is reflected in the Ad Ho¢ Committee’s Special Report
to the Conference in vie~ >f the third special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament (CD/825, paras. 12-20). A summary of the general
exchange of views during the first part of the session is given below, in
paragraphs 9 to 13.

“9, 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 remaiued convinced that the
existing unilateral declarations fell far short of the credible assurances
sought by non-nuclear-weapon States. They continued to assert their belief
that, in order to be effective, those assurances must be unconditional,
without qualification, not subject to divergent interpretation and unlimited
in scope, application and duration. Those delegations 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
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. They
once again expressed the apprehension that a s i tuation whereby some
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nuclear-weapon States claimed the right to use nuclear weapons against
non-nuclear-weapon States would weaken the non-proliferation régime. They
also continued to maintain that assurances sought by non-nuclear-weapon States
could best be provided by an im*=: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 effectively negotiated taking into full consideration the realities 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 use 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, including 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 sonsl 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-weagr... 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
reaffiimed 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 it had providud relevant guarantees to the States Parties to the
Tlatslolco Treaty and haa ratified Protocols 2 and 3 to the Treaty of
Rarotonga without any reservations. It also stated that, in the event of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone 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 military doctrines of military alliances, particularly of
the nuclear-weapon States parties to those alliances, had a most Jdirect
bearing on the security assurances t-0 non-nuclear -weapon St ates. ‘These

-231-



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 §.ates, 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 realism. 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 integrity or political independence of any State.
They also stressed again that Article 51 of the United Nations Charter states
that nothing shall impair the inherent right of individual or collective
self-defence if an armed attack occurred against a member. These delegations
stressed that it was justified 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
rassoclation 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 alliance or of their non-aligned 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 Assembiy 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 reascerted 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 use nuclear weapons unde: any circumstances and undertake
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unconditionally not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapon8 against
non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free zones. This was their
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
purticipetion of all nuclear-weapon States, The same State reiterated its
unilateral declaration made in 1964 when it had its first nuclear explosion
that at no time and under no circumstances would it be the first to use
nuclear weapons and its unconditional guarantee not to use or threaten to use
nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free
gones. It stated that it was based on this position that it signed the
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 Hog 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 States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

"14. At the beginning of the second part of the session the Chair-man suggested
that the Ad_Hog 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 session:

‘l. Examination of and negotiation on existing proposals and future
initiativesoOna

(a) ‘common formula’ of security assurances to be included in an
international legally-binding instrument

single ‘common formula’ approach

categorisationsl approach (one ‘common formula for each
category of non-nuclear-weapon States)

possible alternative options
(b) interim arrangements.
2. Conclusions.’

In order to facilitate discussion on these issues, the Chairman presented a
discussion paper (CD/SA/WP.12 and Rev.ll entitled, ‘Elements of a “Common
Formula" of Negative Security Assurances'. The paper compiles, in a
structured 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 on the
guestion. He also noted that the paper should not be viewed as prejudicial to
the position of any country nor as endorsing any particular approach. 1t 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 Ad Hogc Committee
continued examination of and negotiation on the concept of a ‘common formula’
of security assurances. In this connection, all delegations reasserted their
readiness to seek agreement on a 'common formula’ acceptable to all to be
included in an international instrument of legally-binding character. As in
the past, the Ad_Ho¢ 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 Ad Hog 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 weapons. 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 qualifications contained in the existing 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/28&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
effectively negotiated taking into consideration realities of the security
situation of the present day. Other delegations stated that under a possible
single ‘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-binding negative security
assurances and which would not contain elements susceptible to subjective
interpretations. Still other delegations, 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 its readiness to seek
a ‘common formula’ to assure all nun-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons, asserted its willingness to aygree 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

Ad Hog 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 (Cb/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 ratifying such a convention, Several comments were made on
the concept of an international instrument of this type. Some delegations
expressed the view that it was an interesting 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 Group 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 Ad Hog 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 situations. Thus, one specific
‘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

Ad Hoc Committee and try to reach a stable consensus on more realistic and
practical ways of arriving at a solution acceptable to all. Referring to the
merits of that approach, these delegations pointed out that it could allow for
the ‘common formulas’ of the respective categories of non-nuclear-weapon
States to be unconditional. They also believed that all non-nuclear-weapon
States could be assured in this manner in accordance with the principle of
reciprocity of status of obligations of non-nuclear and nuclear-weapon

States. These delegations further suggested that this approach could he
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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 mlitary alliance of
collective defence with a nuclear-weapon State. Subsequently the remaining
categories of States could be simiarly guaranteed in a |egally-binding 'form
These del egati ons pointed outthat the single 'commn fornula' approach and

t he categorizational approach do not necessarily exclude each other when
viewed in a nore general perspective. On the contrary, they believed that
these two approaches might be conplementary if seen in the context of a
gradual process of devel oping a global negative security assurance system
acceptable to all non-nucl ear-weapon States. Some other del egations

mai ntai ned that the categorisational approach would conplicate the search for
a 'common formula' which could be included in an international instrument of a
| egal | y-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 del egations said, should not be undermined. They also questioned the
categori sational approach on the ground that it inplied that non-nuclear-
weapon States should fulfil certain conditions before they becane 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 woul d have the
reffect of |imting the scope of the existing unilateral security assurances
decl arations made by the nuclear-weapon States.

"19. The Ad Hoc Conmittee held a structured and goal -oriented debate in which
somenew | deas were explored and a clearer understanding of the many issues
invol ved 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
del egations suggested that an interesting perspective might be enmerging, in
light of the proposals and ideas put forward this year, which opened the
possibility of fornulating a new strategy, realistically taking into account
the interests of all non-nuclear-weapon States in an overall step-by-step
devel opment of the existing negative security assurancegl obal system.In
this context, they pointed to the need for a fresh |ook at the issue,
especially in view of the qualitatively inproved political environment. They
also held that the proposals and ideas put forward provide a useful basis for
further constructive work. Someother delegations welconed the presentation
of certain new proposals which they regarded as interesting options in the
search for a 'common fornula'. They also welconed the in-depth exchange on
those proposals that took place this year. However, they underlinerl that the
di scussions 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
consi deration of the question. In the view of many del egations the
discussions held in the Comittee once again underlined that the inpasse on
the question could be broken only if the nuclear-weapon States, which had a
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special responsibility in this regard, demonstrated a genuine will to reach a
satisfactory solution which took into account the security concerns of States
which had voluntarily renounced nuclear weapons. These delegation8 urged the
concerned nuclear-weapon States to have a frresh look at the issue with a view
to removing the limitations, conditions and exceptions contained in their
unilateral declarations.

“IV. Conclu...ns and recommeadations

"20. The Ad_Hog Committee reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively assured by the nuclear-weapon Statee against tha use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons pending effective measures of nuclear disarmament.
There was continuing recognition of the need for concluding ouch effective
international arrangemente, Consaiderable efforts were made to arrive at a
common approach on the subject. Work on the substance of the arrangements,
however, revealed that specific difficulties relating to differing perceptions
of security interests of nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States
persisted 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 assure non-nuclear-weapon Statee
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. At the same time, the
discussion underlined that all delegations supported and expressed their
readiness t0o continue the search for a common approach on the substaice of
negative security assurances and, in particular, on such a ‘common formula’.

"21. Against the aforementioned background the Ad_Hogc Committee recemmends 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
negotiations 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 Ad Hog Committee
should be re-established at the beginning of the 1989 session."

G. New tvpes of weapons Of mass destruction and new
gystems of such weapons: racdiological weapons

84, The item on the agenda entitled “New types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons; radiological weapons" was cousidered 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 item is contained in the regort submitted
by the Ad hog Committee.

86. At its 480th plenary meeting, on 6 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/864) is an integral part of this report ard reads as follows:
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"I. INTRODUCTION

"1, In accordance with the decisiou taken by the Conference on Disarmtsnent at
its 438th plenary meeting held on 2 February 1988, as contained in documeat
CD/804, the Ad Hoa Committee on Radiological Weapons was ro-established, for
tho duration of the 1988 session, 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 A4 Hog
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of the first part of the 1988 session, in view of the third special session of
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. and that it would
also report to the Conference before the conclusion of the second part of its
1988 session.

2. Pursuant to that decision, the Ad Hog Committee presented its special
report to the Conference on Disarmament (Cb/820) 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 I1{S 1988 session. At its 460th plenary
meeting on 26 April 1988, the Conference adopted the special report of the

Ad _Hog Committee, which is an integral part of the Special Repart of the
Conference on Disarmement to the thlid special session of the United Nations
General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834).

"II,ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTAT{ON

"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 Ad_Hog Committee, Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the

Ad Hoc Committee .

“4., The o.ganization of work of the Ad Hog Committee, as well as the
documentation presented to it, are described in its 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 Ad Hog Commictee held
two meetings on 15 July and on 26 August 1988, and the Chairman hel4 a nwnber
of consultations with delegation3.

"5. At their request, the reprosentatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of t'e Ad Hoc
Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerlund, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

"6. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Arsembly on the
subject at its previous sessions, the Ad Hoe Committee had before it
resolutions 42738 B and F adopted by the General Assembly at its forty-second
session entrusting specific responsibilities 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 Ad Hogc Committee had before it the
following new documents for consideration:

- CD/RW/WP.80, dated 15 July 1988, entitled ‘Timetable of meetings
during the second part of the 1988 session’

- CD/RW/WP.81, dated 22 August 1988, entitled ‘Report of Contact Qroup A’

- CD/RW/WP.82, dated 15 August 1988, entitled ‘Report nf Contact
Qroup B' .

"III. WORK DURINQ THE 1988 SESSION

"8. As mentioned above, the work carried out by the A4 Hag Committee during
the first part of the 1988 session is described in its special report to the
Conference on Disarmamlent (CD/820),

"9, At its fifth meeting on 15 July 1988, the Ad_Hog Committee decided to
maintain tha same method of work as was agreed at the beginning of the

1988 session, i.e., that contact group A would continue to coasider issues
relevant to the prohibition of radiological weapons in the “traditional” sense
and contact group B would continue to consider issues relevant to the
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities. Mr. Hadi Wayarabi of
Indonesia and Mr. Csaba Gyorffy of Hungary continued to assist the Chair by
serving as co-ordinators of the contact groups A and B, respectively.

"10. At the same meeting, the Ad 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 installations, and agreed to keep the matter under
review for its future work, At its sixth meeting on 26 August 1988, the

Ad Hou 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 Ad Hogc Cosxnittee, at its
sixth meeting on 26 August 1988, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.81 and 82)
which are reproduced in Annexes | and Il to this report, reflecting the
current state of the consideration of the issues before the Ad Hoc 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 Hec Committee during its 1988 session was
useful in contributing further to the clarification 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 Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at t.he beginning of
its 1989 session and that the Ad Ho¢ Committee should draw upon the Annexes Lo
this report as a basis for its future work.
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“ANNEX |
"Report of Contact Group A

"1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hog@ Committee on
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meeting, on 15 July 1988, Contact Qroup A
continued its consideration of the 1esuss relevant to the prohibition of
radiological weapons.

"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 A4 Hoa Committee,

Contaat Qroup A reviewed the Co-ordinator's record as contained in the
Attaahment to Annex | to the Speaial Report of the Ad Hog Committee to the
Conference on Disarmament (CD/820)., Some new proposals were made in
connection with the Attaahment, which oontributed to further clarification and
elaboration of the positions held by various delegations on the issue.

"¢, The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report, refloating
the current stage of the Contaat Group'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 Ad Hoe Committee’s report to the Conference on
Disarmament, as a basis for future work.
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"Attachment

“POSSIBLE ELEMENTS FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOLOQICAL WEAPONS %/

“SCOPE
"Firat alterpative

"1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use
radiological weapons’

"2, Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
ciraumstanaes to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, 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
of such material.

"3, 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.

“4, Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with it8
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or control:

“(a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which for a
State Party would constitute a violation of the obligation8 undertaken by the
State Parties under this Treaty;

"(b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to radiological weapons, or to
the employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radioactive
materials that might be used for such weapous or employment;

"(a) to prevent loss of radioactive materials that might be used for
such weapons or employment.

"#/ Three elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positions
of delegations regarding the question of “linkage”,
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"5.%/ Nothing in paragraph 4 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
other States for the use 1/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development, 2/ 3/

"Sacond alternat've

“l. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive material to
cause degtruction, damage or injury by means of the radiation produced by the
decay of such material.

"2. Each State Party also undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage, or

induce anyone to engage in the employment of radioactive material prohibited
by paragraph 1.

"3. Each State Party also undertakes t. take any measures which it considers
necegearyt

"(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 radioactive materials that might be used for such employment!

"(c) to prevent loss of radioactive materials that might be ueed for
such employment.

"/ Some delegation8 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'.

"1/ Some delegations suggested that the word ‘peaceful’ be inserted
before the word 'use’,

"2/ One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘“in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs. '

"3/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide for the
fulfilment ox :uclear safety conditions.
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"4,#/ Nothing in paragraph 3 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmer of

other States for the use 1/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development. 2/ 3/

"Third alterpative

"l. Each State party to this Treaty undertakes never under any aircumstanoes

to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use
radiological weapons.

"2. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
circumstances to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in ... of this Treaty to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material,

"%/ 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'.

"1/ Some delegations suggested that the word ‘peaceful’ be inserted
before the word ‘use'.

"2/ One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘Iin conmiormity with their priorities, interests and needs.’

"3/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide for the
fulfilment of nuclear scfety conditions.
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3. Each State Party to this Treaty also urdsrtakes never under any
circumstances to dump radioactive wastes in the territory of another State for
hostile purposes or in armed conflict. A/

“4. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to asesst,
encourage, oOr 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.

"§, Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers neaessary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or controls

"(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;

"(b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to radiol>gical weapons, or to
the employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radlorctive
materials that might be used for such weapons or employments

"(e¢) to prevent loss of radioactive materials that might be used for
such weapons or employment.

"6.%/ Nothing in paragraph 5 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
other States for the use 2/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development. 3/ 4/

"#/ 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 '.

"1/ 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.

"2/ Some delegations suggested that ths word ‘peaceful’ be inserted
before the word ‘use ' .

"3/ One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the paragraph of
‘in conformity with their priorities, intorests and needs.’

"4/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide for the
fulfilment of nuclear safety conditions.
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“DEFINITIONS %/
"For the purposes of this Treatys

"The term ‘radiological weapon’ mean8 %%/, wtn/, dhhh/, hihdk/y

"First alternative

"(1) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically designed
to employ radioactive material by disseminating it to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by
the decay of such material]

"(i1) Any radioactive material specifically configured 1/ for employment,
by its dissemination, to cause destruction, damage, or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

"Second alternative

"Any device, including any weapon or equipment, specifically designed to
employ radioactive material to cause destruction, damage, or injury by
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

"a/ A view was expressed that the second alternative of 'Scope' did not
require any ‘definitions’.

"ad/ A view was expressed that, for the purposes of this Treaty, it might
be necessary to clarify what is meant by ‘radioactive materials’.

"wan/ A view was expressed that the term ‘radiological weapons might
include the so-called particle beam weapons which give ionising radiation in
other ways than through radioactive decay.

"auuk/ Some delegations expressed the view that ‘particle beam 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, wheress directed energy devices produce particle beams
without nuclear involvement, that known concepts of directed energy devices do
not employ the radiation spectrum 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, and that
therefore, the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or possession,
transfer or use of directed energy devices is compatible with this Treaty.

"ahuan/ Some delegations expressed the view that nothing in this Treaty shall
be interpreted as in any way legitimising the development, production, stock-
piling, acquisition or possession, transfer or use of directed energy weapons.

"1/ Some delegations preferred ‘prepared’ or ‘designed* to ‘configured’.
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“PEACEFUL USES
"1. Firat alterpative

“Nothing 1a this Treaty should be interpreted 1/ as affeating in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful 2/ uses of nuclear energy for
economic and eocial development in aonformity with their priorities, intezests
and needs, 3/

“Second alternative

“Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 1/ as affecting in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all 8tates Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful 2/ uses of nuclear energy for eaonomio
and eocial development in aonformity with their priorities, interests and neeAds,
and in accordance with mutually aaaeptable non-proliferation conditions.

"Ihird alternative

“Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted as affecting the inalienable
rights of the States Parties to this Treaty to develop and apply their
programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for eaonomio and social
development, consistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons, 4/ in aonformity with their priorities, interests and needs.

“2. First alternative

“Each State Party undertakes to contribute &/ to the strengthening of
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy in aonformity
with &/ the needs of developing countries. 3/

"Sacond alternative

"Each State Party undertakes to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy in conformity with &/ the needs of developing countries.

"1/ A suggestion was made to insert “or implemented’ after *interpreted’.
"2/ Some delegations suggested the deletion of ‘peaceful’.

"3/ A view was expressed that, in order to strike an inner balance
conducive to consensus, there should be an addition reflecting the laet
sentence of paragraph 68 of the Final Document of 880D I.

"4/ Some delegation6 suggested ‘under international agreements instead of
', consistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons'.

"5/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of ‘to the fullest possible
extent’ after ‘contribute’.

"6/ A preference ras expressed for ‘taking into account’ instead of ‘in
conformity with’.
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"3, Each State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest possible
extent A/ to the development of adequate measures of protection for all States
against the harmful effects of radiation.

"CESSATION OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

"i. The State Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently
negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the aonalusion of
effective measures to prevent the use or threat of use of nualear weapons, and
the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 2/

"2. The implementation of these obligations should be periodically reviewed
as provided for in Article . . . . 3/ 4/

"OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

"1. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radioactive material produced by them. 5/

“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. &/

"3 . Fixst alterpative

“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 other international agreement,

"Second alternative

“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 ot“er international agreement, consistent with the
need to prevent the proliferation &/ of nuclear weapons and the need to
achieve urgent measures of nuclear disarmamen .

"1/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of ‘and in accordance with
international undertakings’ after ‘contribute to the fullest possible extent’.

"2/ Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was outside
the purview of this Treaty.

"3/ Questions were raised concerning the need for this paragraph.

"4/ One delegation reserved its right to submit a proposal related to
review conferences.

"8/ Objections were raised concerning this paragraph.

"6/ Some delegations preferred ‘vertical, horisontal and geographic
proliferation” to ‘proliferation*.
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“VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE %/
"First alternative
"Ficat Element

"1, The Staten Parties to this Treaty undertake to aonsult one another and to
ao-operate in solving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions of, the Treaty.

"2, Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this article may also be
undertaken through appropriate international proaedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
proaedures may inalude the services of appropriate international
organisations, as well as of a nonsultative committee and a fact-finding panel
es provided for in article ... of this Treaty.

*3. The States Parties to this Treaty shall exchange to the fullest possible
extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, information deemed necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Treaty.

"Second Element

"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 1 and |l, respectively, which constitute integral parts
of the Treaty,

"2. Any State Party to this Treaty which has reasons to believe that any
other State Party may not be in compliance with the provisions of the Treaty,
or which has concerns about a releted 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
initiate an inquiry to ascertain the facts. Such a request should include all
relevant information, as well as all possible evidence supporting its validity.

"3. For the purposes 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-finding panel
established pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article.

"#/ 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 Parties] [any State Party] may request the Depositary to convene a
meeting of the consultative committee of States Partiee to consider the matter.

"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 assistance, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any
State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or is likely to be harmed as a
result of violation of the Treaty.]

"[7. The provisions of this article shall not be interpreted as affecting the
rights and duties of States Parties under the Charter of the United Nations,
including bringing to the attention of the Security Council concerns about
compliance with this Treaty. ]

“ANNEX | to Second Element
"(Consultative Committee)

“l. The consultative committee of States Parties [, in addition to
establishing the fact-finding 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 receive any
information which a State Party is in a position to communicate.

"2. The work of the consultative committee 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 questions relative to the
organisation of its work] [take decisions]), where possible by consensus, 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
advisers.

"4, The Depositary or his representative shall serve as chairman of the
committee.

“5. The consultative committee shall be convened by its chairman(:

"(a) within 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty for the purpose
of establishing the standing fact-finding panel;

"(b)]) as soon as possible and in any case within 30 days after a request
for a meeting pursuant to paragraph 4 of the second element.
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“6. Each State Party rhall have the right, through the ahairman, to request
from 8tates and from international organisations such information and
assistance as thv State Party considers desirable for the accomplishment of
the committee’s work,

"7. A summary 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 | X to Second Element
"(Eact-Finding Panel)

"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 carry out
on-site investigations when necessary.]

"[2. The faat-finding panel shall be composed of not more than 15 members
representing States Parties:

“(a) Ten members 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;

"(b) In addition, those permanent members of the Urited Nations Security
Council who are parties to the Treaty shall also be represented on the
tact-finding panel.]

"{2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than (blank) members
representing States Parties. Members of the initial panel shall be appointed
by the [chairman, after consultation with States Parties,] [consultative
committee) 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 :=he chairman [of the consultative committee,
following principles decided by the committee during its first meeting and]
after consultation with States Parties, In selecting the members, due regard
shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.]

"3. Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

“4, The Depositary or his representative shall serve as zhairman of the
panel[, unless the panel decides otherwise under the procedures established in
paragraph 5 of this annex].

"§, The work of the fact-finding panel shall be organized 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
recommendations, based on consultations with States Parties and signatories,
as to the organisation of the work of the panel, including any necessary
resources.]) |[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 decisions, 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 organigations 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 findings of fact and
incorporating all views and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings(.) [, together with such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate. If the panel is unable to secure sufficient data for factual
findings, it shall state the reasons for that inability.] [The Depositary
shall distribute the report to all States Parties.]

“"Second alterpative #*/

"l. 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
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions 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
procedures 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

"4/ A view was expressed that the second alternative of Verification and
Compliance should be read in conjunction with the second alternative of Scope
based on the criterion of prohibition of use of methods of radiological
warfare.
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expert to this Committee, whoee functions and rules of procedure are set out
in the Annex, which constitutes an integral part of the Treaty. The Committee
shall transmit to the Depositary a summary of its findings of fact,
incorporating all views and information presented to the Committee during its
proceedings. The Depositary shall distribute the summary to all States
Parties,

"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 all possible evidence supporting its
validity.

"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 results of the
investigation.

"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 result of violation of the Treaty.

“ANNEX

"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.

"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 consensus, but otherwise by a
majority of those present and voting. There ehall be no voting on matters of
substance .

"3. The Depositary or his representative shall serva as the Chairman of the
Committee .

"4, Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.
"5, Each expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from
States, and from international organisations, such information and assistance

as the expert considers dseirable for the accomplishment of the Committee’ 6
work.
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“ANNEX 11

"Report of Contact Qroup B

"1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hog Committee on
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meeting, on 15 July 1988, Contaat Group B
continued its consideracion of the issues relevant to the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities,

"2, Contact Group B held three meetings from 18 July to 15 August 1988. In
addition, the Co-orclinator held a number of infosmal consultations with
delegations,

“3. As was agreed at the fifth meeting of the ad Hog Committee,

Contact Qroup B reviewed the Co-ordinator's record as contained in the
Attachment to Annex Il to the Special Report of the Ad Hog Committee to the
Conference on Disarmsment (CD/820). Some new proposals were made in
connection with the Attaahment, which contributed to further clarification and
elaboration of the positions held by various delegations on the issue.

"4, The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report, reflecting
the current stage of the Contact Group's consideration.

"§, The Co-ordinator’s record is not binding upon any delegation and its main
purpose is to facilitate future consideration, It is recommended that it be
appended to the Ad_Hoc 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 AGAINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES w/ #w/

“SCOPE(Purposa)
"Paragraph L L LY L LLY
"First altcrnative

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear facilities covered by the provisions of this Treaty.

"Second alternative

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack any
nuclear facility,

“9 This record doss not prejudice the eventual positions of delegations
relating to the question of ‘linkage’, or the positions of delegations on the
question of the need of having additional legal protection for nuclear
facilities, As to the latter, a view was expressed that additional discussion
on existing international agreements pertaining to the question is needed.

"##/ 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
Committea,

"#uw/ Some delegations suggested that the Scope should also cover ea
undertaking not to threaten to attack nuclear facilities.

"wawn/  One delegation suggested that any of the alternatives of paragraph 1

of Scope shuuld be read in conjunction with the second alternative of
paragraph 2 of Definitions and the second alternative of Criteria.
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"Third alternative %/ ¥&/s

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circunstances to release and
di ssem nate radioactive substances by attacking nuclear facilities covered by
the provisions of this Treaty,

' :

"Each State Party undertakes never under any circunstances to attack
nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of this Treaty.

"Paragraph 2

"First alternative

"Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
i nduce 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.

"Each Stat@ Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
i nduce anyone to attack nuclear facilities.

"%/ Some del egations 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 Mrking) constitute one
conpl ete and consistent set of elements to be included in a draft Treaty.

%%/ (ther 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
besi des other flaws, it would amount to legitinising attacks on nuclear
facilities which aid not fulfil the arbitrarily defined specifications
proposed by the authors of this criterion for such facilities to qualify for
protection. A Treaty based on elenents nentioned in the previous footnote
woul d, therefore, be discrimnatory 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 |aw which was not
conditional upon their meeting any quantitative specifications. Consequently,
such a Treaty woul d defeat the main purpose of concluding a new international
agreenent on this subject, which is to strengthen the present |egal régime in
this regard and to renove existing |oopholes.
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“DEFINITIONS

"Paragraph 1 */ tw/

“For the purposes of this Treaty, the term ‘attack’ means any act which
causes, directly Or indirectly:!

"(1) any damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facility; or

"(ii) any interference, interruption, impediment, stoppage or breakdown in
the operation of a nuclear facility) or

“(iii) any injury to, or the death of, any of the personnel of a nuclaar
facility,

"Raragraph <
"Ficrst alternative
“"kor the purpose of this Treaty, the term ‘nuclear facilities’ means:
"(1) Nuclear reactors;

“(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages;

“(1ii1) Reprocessing planter
“(iv) Waste depositst Wwk/ wiik/

which are included in a Register maintained by the Depositary, Mwwi#/

"%/ Some delegations did not see the neod for any definition of the word
‘attack’. In their view, the definition is clearly linked to the unlimited
scope of paragraph 1 of Scope.

"wu/ Other delegations were of the view that it would be nevessary to
define the word ‘attack’ whichever alternative on Scope was eventually adopted.

"wwk/ Some delegations were of the view that this cover8 only intermediate
waste deposits above ground,

"Wt ' Some delegationa suggested that since waste deposits generally mean

those buried deep underground, only interim waste deposits above ground should
bo included.

"wwhhk;,  Some delegations opposed the idea of 1limiting the scope of v .z
Treaty to nuclear facilities included in a Regist.r.
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"Segond altarnative
"For the purpose of this Treety, the term 'nuclear faciilities' meaus:
"(1) Nuclear reactors »
“( ii) Enrichment planter
“(iii) Reprocessingpl anter
“(iv) Other nuclear fuel cycle facilities;
"(v) Radioaative waste management facilities; and
"(vl) Facilities for the storage of nuolear fuels or radioactive wastes.
"Third alternative
"For the purpose of this Treaty, the term 'nuclear facilities' means:
"(4) Nuclear reaatore J
"(11) Intermediate SPent fuel storages;
"(i1ii) Reprocessing plants;
"(iv) Waste deposits:
"(v) Temporary waete storages; and
"{vi) Installations for production of intensive sources of radiation.
"Fouxth alternative

“A nuclear facility means a uuclear reactor or any other faelllity for the
production, handling, treatment, proceesing or storage of auslear fuel or
other nualear material,
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“CRITERIA 2/ 2%/

"Eirst alternative

“The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitlions shall
meet the following specificationst

"(1) Thry chall be stationary on land) as&/ anaey

"(11) Nuolear reaotore ehall be designed for a thermal power which could
exceed 1 [10) Megawatt, echall have reached their firrt criticality
and chall mot have been decommissioned; Nataa/

*"(1i1) Intermediate spent fuel storages shall b ¢ designed f 0 r storing
radioactive material exceeding 1017 [1018) Bq;

"(iv) Reprocessing plants chall be dosigned for containing radioactive
material exceeding 1017 (10181 Bq;

"(v) Waste de gsits shall contain radioactive material exceeding
1017 [1018) Bq.

“Segcond alternative

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the following specifications:

"(1) They shell be otationary on land;

"(i1) They ehall be uned for peaceful purposes and subject to |AEA
safeguards;

"4/ A view was expressed that rhould the secomd alternative of
paragraph 1 of the Scope be agreed upom, the consideration of ‘criteria’ was
needed only to specify exceptions.

"a%/ Reservations were expressed as to the applicability of epecifying
powver threshold for nuclear reactors and level of gquality and quantity of
radioactive muterials for other facilities as mentioned in
subparagraphs (iii), (iv), (v) aud (vi) of first and seocnd alternatives.

"awt/ Regarding (1) in firet and secoxd alternatives, a view was expressed
that nuclear facilities other than those stationary on |and should also be
covered.

"annn/ A view was expressed that such nuclear facilities should not belong
to weapon6 systems.

"anwdn/ A view was expressed that the mspect of decommissioning has to be
studied further.
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“(iii) Nuclear reactors shall be designed for a thermal power which could
exceed 1 (10) Megawatt, ehall have reached their first criticality
and shall not have been decommissioned;

"(iv) Intermediate spent fuel storages shall be designed for storing
radioactive material exceeding 1037 [1018) Bq;

"(v) Reprocessing plants ehall be designed for containing radioactive
material exceeding 1017 (1018) Bq)

"(vl) Waste degoeite shall contain radioactive material exceeding
1017 [1018) Bq.
"Third alternative

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definition8 ehall
meet the following specifications:

"(1) Nuclear reactors designed for a thermal effect which could
exceed 10 MW,

"(i1) Intermediate spent fuel storagge designed for storiag radioactive
material exceeding 1017 [1018) Bq;

"(1i1) Installations for reprocessing of nuclear speat fuel;

“(iv) Installations for production oOr use Of substantial sources of gamma
radiation designed to contaim radioactive material whose
gamma-radiation-disasipated power is equal to or greater than
6 x 1017 [1018] Bq.Mev;

"(v) Nuclear fuel oycle waste desposits which contain radioactive material
exceeding 1017 [1018) Bg.

"Eourth alternative
"The provisions Of paragraph 1 of Scope shall not apply to:

(1) Nuclear reactors other than those which are statioasry on land)

“(i1) Military nuclear facilities of nuclear weapon States.
"Additionel apecification suggested to the nbove specifications &/

"The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of DPefimitions which are
under the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the provisions of this Treaty.

"u/ This refers either to ths first, second or third alternative of
Criteria. A view was expressed that the £irst, second or third alternative
ehould become paragraph 1 of Criteria and this additional specification should
become paragraph 2.
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"DEPOSITARY

“The Depositary shell be the Secretary-General of the United Nations.
“REGISTER %/ A/
"Raragraph.l

"Eirst alterpative

“The Depositary shall maintain a Register of nuolear facilities covered
by the provisions of this Treaty and shall transmit certified coples thereof
to each State Party to the Treaty.
"Segond altarnative

“The Depositary ehall maintain a Register of nuclear facilities subject

to the specifications of this Treaty and shall transmit certified copies
thereof to each State Party to the Treaty.

"Paragraph 2
"Elrst alternative
"State Parties requesting that nuclear facllities under their
jurisdiction be included in the Register shall for each such facility
communicate to the Depositary the following written information8

*(a) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear facility)

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e.if it is a
reactor, intermediate epsnt fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste deposit;

"(c) Detailed specifications as applicable in accordance with
Paragraph . . . (Definition) and Paragraph ... (Criteria) of this Treaty.

"Saecond alternative
"State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their

jurisdiction be included in the Register ehall for each euah facility
communicate to the Depositary the following written information:

B )

"w#/ Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the scope of the
Treaty to nuclear facilities included in a Register.

“#%/ QOther delegations : aintained that nuclear facilities covered by the
provisions of this Treaty ehould be included in a Register.
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“(a) Details on the erect geographical location of the nuclear facility)

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear faoility, i.e. if it 18 a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste deposit.

"Ihird alternative

"State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their
jurisdiction be included in the Register shall for each such facility
communicate to the Depositary the following written informatlou:

“(a) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear fa.ility;

"(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it is a
nuclear reactor, enrichment plan?, reprocessing plant, other nuclear fuel
cycle facility, radioactive waste management facility or facility for the
storage of nuclear fuels or radioactive wastes.

"Paragraph 3
"Eirat alternative
"Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the

Depositary shall without delay initiate procedures to confirm that the
information contained in the request is corrects

“(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation f£rom the IAEA3 and/or

"(b) Through other means, including mission to the facility, when
necessary.

"For the purpose of carrying out the procedure in paragraph 3 (a) above
the Depositary may, a6 it deems necessary, enter into agreement with the 1AEA.

"For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) above
the Depzsitary shall, with the co-operation of State Parties {O the Treaty,

compile and maintain a 1ist of qualified experts, whose services could be made
available to undertake suah missions.

"Se-ond alterpative

“Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depositary shall communicate it to all State Parties.
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"Baxagraph 4

"The Depositary shall include the facility in the Register as well as
relevant detalls about the facility concerned, as soon as the information
given in the request har boon swbatantiated, and shall immediately notify
State Parties t0o the Treaty of avy new Zlmclusioan in the Register.

"Raragraph §

"State Parties having nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction
included in the Register shall immediately inform the Depositary of any change
that may occur coaceraming the information given in the request.

"Raragraph 6

The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting Stat*.

"SPECIAL MARKING %/ %4/

“Bacragraph 1
“Nuclear facilities which are included in the Register shall bear Special
Marking.
“Paragraph 2
"Elxat alterpative

“A State Party may request the Depositary to mark its nuclear facilities
referred to in paragraph 1 with the Special Marking.

"Second alternative

"A State Party may mark is nuclear facilities referred to in paragraph 1
with the Special Marking.

"4/ Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the eaope of tho
Treaty to muclear facilities having Special Marking,

“an/ Other delegations maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the

provisions of this Treaty should be included in a Register and might bear
Specisl Marking.
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"WERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MAI N ELEMENTS
"paragraph 1
"Firgt alternative

"A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depooitary #/ in case it
believes that say other State Party acted in breach of obligations deriving
from the provisioms Of the Treaty. %%/ Suah complaint shall include all
relevant information and all possible evidence supporting the validity of the
complaint.

"Second alternative

“A State Party may lodge a comglaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that any of its nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of
this Treaty weas attaaked by another State Party.

"Thixd alternative
»

“A State Party may lodge a aomplaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that an attack hao been carried out on any nuclear facility on its
territory by any other State Party i n breach Of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Treaty. Suoh a complaint shall be accompanied by all

possible evidence and ot her relevant information supporting the validity of
the comglaint.

"Pacagraph 2
"Firat alternative

“Within . , . days of the receipt of a comglaint from any State Party the
Depositary may initiate an investigation of the alleged attack including
arrangements for a faat-finding mission on or at the site, if possible, to
ascertain the faoto #%%/ relevant to the complaint. The fact-finding sanel
shall transmit to the Depositary the summary of its f£indings of fact. nuas/

"4/ A view was expressed that procedure8 other than the one through the
Depooitary should also be considered.

“ath/ |t was suggested to add after 'Treaty*' the words ‘related to its
eaope " .

"wd%/ A view was expressed that the task of the fact-finding mission would
rather be to evaluate the damage caused to the facility.

"anan/ A view was expressed that a fact-finding mission will have to be

carried out not on a routine basis but only if requested by the State Party
concerned.
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"Second alternative

“Immediately upon recedpt of the oomplaint, the Depositary shall initiate
an investigation to ascertain faats relevant to the complaint. Suah an
investigation shall include a fact-finding mission to or at the site 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
earliest possible date,

"Baragraph 3
“for purposes of carrydmg out a fact-finding mission the Depositary shall
maintain a list of qualified experts, selected on as wide a political and

geographical basis as possible, whowe servicas may be available to undertake
such missions.

(1]
Paragraph 4
"States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the investigation
whiah the Depositary may initiate on a aomplaint received from any State
Party. The Depoeitary shall inform the State Parties of the results of the
investigation.

"Paragraph 5
"First alterpative

"The Depositary shall convene the Conference of States Partles to
consider the report of the results of the investigation, %/

"Second alterpnative

"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
consider the report and adopt suah measures as may be appropriate.

"Raragraph 6
"Firgt alternative

"The continuing application of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility will
form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facility is a
pearaful nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. S8/ atny

"%/ A view was expressed that the Conference of States Parties should
consider taking concrete measures on the basis of the report.

"aw/ |t was stated that the application of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
to the objectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

“aw#%/ 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 remwoined in peaceful use.

~264~



“Sogond alternative

“The application of IAEA safeguards t 0 a nucl ear facility shall be of no
relevance t 0 the verification of compliance with obligations assumed by States
Parties under this Treaty.

"Third altorsative

"The determination that a faollity is and remains a peaceful nualoar
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be made by tho application of
IAEA safeguards. %/ #ww/

"Baxagraph 7

"States Parties undertake to provide or support assistance to any S8tate
Party harmed as a result of tho violation of the Treaty. %a%/

"Baragraph 8
“provisions of this Treaty are without prejudice to the obligations of

States Parties undertaken in other international instrumeats relevant to the
oubjact of this Treaty.

"a/ |t was stated that the appliaation of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
to the objectives Of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

"a®/ The view was expressed that the application of |IAEA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear faedlity was a peaceful ons but rathor that nuoloar
material romainod in peaceful use.

natn/ A view was expressed that tho obligation of Statos Parties to
provide assistance was limited t0 the radiological damage aausod by an attack."

87. An account of the Conferance's consideration of the question of new types
of weapons of mass destruction and now eystems of such weapons ulnae the
beginning of the second part of the 1982 session, including the first 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

General Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834).

88. During the second part of the 1988 sesaion, there were no now
developments in commection with this question.

H. Comprehensive programme of disarmamont

89, The item on the agenda entitled “Comprehensive programme of disarmamont"
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 Ad_ho¢ Committeo re-established by the Conference
under the agenda item at its 466th plenary mooting (soe pare. 9 above). That
report (CbD/867) is an integral part of this report and roads as follows:
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“l, INTROD'JCTION

"1. At itsd66Ln plenary meeting, on 19 July 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament decided to re-establish the Ad. Heg Conmittee on the Comprehensive
Programs of Disarmament t0 continue negotiationg on the Comprehensive
Programme of Disarmament with the firm intention of completing the elaboration
of the Programme for its submission to the General Assembly at its

forty-third session or, at the latest, at ’ts forty-fourth sessiomn if the
achievement of that objective was not possible during 1988, The Conference
requested the Ad_Hog Committee to report on the progress of its work before
the sad of the 1988 sossioa.

“I'l.  ORGANIZATIONOF WORK ANDDOCUMENTS

"2. At its 466th glsnary meeting, on 19 July 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointad Ambassador Alfonso Garcia Robles (Mexico) as Chairman of
the Ad_Hog Committee. Miss Alda Luiea Levin, Senior Political Affairs
Officer, United Nations Department of Diearmament Affairs, served ae Searetary
of the Committee.

"3, The A4 Hog Committee held six meetings between 28 July
and 1 September 1988.

") At their request, the Conferonae on Disarmament decided to invite the
ropresentatives of the following Statee not members of the Conference to
participate in the meetings of the AQ Hog Committee: Austria, Bangladesh,
Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Senegal, Spain, Turrey and Zimbabwe.

"8, In addition to the d@oouments previously submitted under the agenda
item, 1/ tho Ad_.hog Committee ha? before it a proposal submitted by Peru
relating to the esvablishment of a zone of peace and ce-operatlon in the
South Pacific (CD/CPD/WP. 91).

“I11.  SUSSTANTIVE WORR DURINQ THE SECOND PART OF THE 1988 SESSION

"6, The A4 Hoe Committee continued negotiations on the Comprehensive
Programme Of Disarmament on the basis of the text unnexed tc the special
report submitted to the General Assembly at its third special session devoted
t 0 disarmament (CD/834).

"1/ ~ne list of documents may be found in the reports of the previous
Ad Hoc Workiny Group and in the reports of the Ad_Hog Committee which at. an
integral part of the report: of the Committee on Disarmament and of the
Conference on Disarmament (Cb/139, CD/292, CD/335, CD/42J, CD/540, CD/642,
CD!732 and Add.1 and CD/834).
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'l The ad Hoc Conmittee concentrated its work on various outstanding

issues. Contact groups were established and consul tations held among
interested deletations with a view to resolving differences concerning certain
texts. someprogress was nade towards harmoni xi ng positions and narrow ng
areas of disagreement. However, in the short time available, it was not
possible to reconcile differences on a nunber ofissues and, thus, conplete
the el aboration ofthe Programme in 1988. The results of the workare
contained in the annex to this report. It was understood that delegations
coul d nottakefinal positions thereon until agreenent was reached on
outstanding points of difficulty and until the document was conplete.

“1V. CONCLUSIONS
"8. Bearing in mnd the terms of its mandate, the Ad Hoe Committee agreed
that it should resune workat the outset of the 1989 session with the firm

intention of conpleting the elaboration of the Programme for its submssion to
the General Assenbly, at the latest, at its forty-fourth session.
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“Annex
"(Dzaft Compreshenaive Programme of Disarmament]
"(Zsxta for the Comprehensive Programme of Pisarmament)
"I. latroduction

"1, The Hstates Members of the United Natlions reaffirm that the ultimate goal
of A comprehensive programme Oof disarmament is general and complete
Aigsarmament under effective international oontrol. Progress towarde this goal
requires thr implementation of measures to halt and reverse the arms race and
clear the path towardo lasting peace. Negotiatlons on the antire range of
those issues ohould be bared on the strict observance of the purposes and
principles enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations, with full
recognition of the role of the United Nations in the field of disarmament ind
reflecting the vital interest of all peoples of the world in this sphere.

“2. In paragraph 109 of the Final Document of the £irst epecial session of
the general Assembly devoted to disarmament, the Committee on Disarmament -
now the Conference on Digarmament - was requested tO (") undertake the
elaboration of a somprehensive programme of disarmameant encompassing all
measures thought to e adviaablr in order to ensure that the goal of general
and aomplete disarmement under ® ffeative international oontrol becomes a
reality in a world in whioh international peace and security prevail [and

in whioh the new international economic order is strengthened and

aonsol idated"). In the same paragraph of the Final Dooument it was also
stated that: 'The comprehensive programme chould contain appropriate
procedures for easuring that the Gemeral Assembly is kept fully informed of
the progress of the negotiations including an csppraisal of the situation when
appropriate and, in particular, a continuing review of the implementation of
the programme ' .

"3. Thy Conference on Disarmament has elaborated and adopted by consensus
this d.aft comprehensive programme of disarmament for its presentation to
the ., . session of the United Nations General Assembly. In addition to the
present introduction, the programme comprises five ahagtere, the titles of
whioh are the following: 'Objectives’', 'Principles’', 'Priorities', 'Msacures
and stages of implementation'  and 'Machinery and procedures'. %/

"4, The Programme is adopted by consemsus by the United Nations

General Assembly. Through the adoption of the Programme all Member States of
the United Nations express their willingnese to make every effort possible
toward the realisation as soon as possible of general and convlete Gdisarmament
under efrective international oontrol.

"#/ The final text of this paragraph will be determined when the
Conference on Disarmament adopts the Programme.
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"II. Qbjagtives

"1. The immediate objective8 of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
should be to eliminate the danger of war, [ in particular awclear war, the
prevention of which remains the most acute and urgent task of ths preseat
day, ) (inter alim, nualear war,] to implement measures to halt and reverse the
arm8 xace, [in particular the nuclear arms race,] and to aelear the path
towards lasting peace. To this end the programme will also aimi

To maintain and further the momentum generated by the first special
session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament8

To initiate or engage in further negotiatiens, to expedite the halting
of the arm8 race in all its aspects, [in particular the nuclear arms
race]

- To consolidate and develop the results reflected in ugreements and
treaties schieved so far, relevant to the problems of digarmamont;

To open and accelerate the process of genuine disarmament on an
internationally agreed basis.

"2, The ul“-‘mate objactive of the Comprehensive Programme is to ensure that
general and complete disarmament under effective interaationmal aontrol becomes
a reality in a world in which internstional peace and security prevail [and in
which the New International Becomomic Order is fully achieved].

“3.  Tkroughout the implementation of the Programme towarde the progressive
reduction and final elimination of armements and armed forces, the following
objectives should be pursued:

To strengthen international peace and security, as well as tie
gecurity of individual States, in accordance with the Charter of the
UnitedNationsJ

To aontribute to the safeguarding of the sovereigaty and independence
of all States)

To make, through the implementation of tho programme, an effective
contribution to the establishment of conditioms favourable to the
economic and social development of States, in partiaular developing
Sta a8y

- To increase international confidence and relazation of international
tension;

To establish international relations based on peaceful c.existence and
trust between all 8tates, and to develop broad international
ao-operation and understanding with a view to promoting conditions
favourable to the implementetion of the Programmer




- To promote further public understanding and support for the efforts to
halt the arms race and achieve disarmament, Lhrough accurate,
balanced, faatual and objective information and ® duoetion in all
regions of the world.

"III. Principles

“[1, [The United liations Charter together with the Pinal Document of the
First 8pacial Session of the General Assembly On Disarmament ® mbodier the
baaia philoroghy for achieving general and complete disarmament.)

“d. [The objective of security., which is un inseparuble element Of peace, has
alwaye been ome of the most prefound aspirvatioans of humanity. Yet today the
accumulation of weapons, particularly nuclear weapoms which alone are
sufficlent to destroy all life on earth, constitutes much more a throat than a
proteation for the future of nankind and, far from helping tO streagthen
international eeaurity, on the contrary weakens it. Therefore, it is
esgential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in all its aspeats in
order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapons.)

l3, All 8states Membere Of the United Nations reaffirm their full commitment

t 0 the purposes Of t he Charter of the United Natione and their obligation
strictly to observe its principles as well as other relevant amd generally
accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international peace and escurity. [They ® treee the special importance of
refraining from the threat or use of force against the sovereignty,

territorial integrity or politioal independence of any State, or against
peoples under colonial or foreign domination reeking to ezercise their ri ght
to self-determination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such aoquirition
or annoration, non-interveation and non-interference in the iaternal affairs
of other states; the inviolability of international frontierss and the
peaceful settiement of disputes, having regard to the inhereat right of States
to individual and collective self-defence in sccordance with the Charter,]

“4. In order to create favourable conditions for success in the disarmament
process, all States should strictly abide by the provisions of the Charter of
the United Nations, refrain from aatione which might adversely affect efforts
in the field of disarmament, and Aisplay a constructive approach to
negotiation6 and the political will to reach agreements.

*§. [Enduring international peace and eeaurity cannot be built on the
accumulation of weaponry by military alliances or be sustained by a precarious
balance Of deterrence or doctrines Of strategic superiority. Genuine and
lastlng peace can only be created through the effective implementation of the
security system provided for in the Charter of the United Nations and the
speedy and eubotantial reduation of arms and armed forces, by international
agreement and mutual ezample, leading ultimately to general and complete
disarmament under effective international control. At the same time, thr
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causes of the arms race and threate to peaoe must be re*uced and to this end
effective aation should be taken to eliminate tensions and settle dlsputes by
pvaceful means. )

"6. [The arms race, particularly in its nuclear aspect, rune counter to
efforts to achieve further relaxation of internationai tension, to eetablieh
international relationu baaed on peaceful coexistence and trust between all
States, and to develop broad international co-operation and understanding.
The arms raae impedes the realiuation of the prposes, and is incompatible
with the principles, of the Charter of the United Natione, especially respect
for sovereignty, refraining from the threat or use of forae against the
territorial integrity or politiaal independence 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 déteante and
progress on disarmament mutually ceiaplement and strengthen eaah other.1l

"7, Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respect f or the right
to self-determination and national independence, the peaaeful settlement of
disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and the
strengthening of international peace and recurity are directly related to eaah
other. Progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effect on all of
them; in turn, failure in one sphere has negative effeate on others.

“8. Progresu in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
inetitutione for maintaining peaoe and the settloment of international
disputes by peaceful means.

"9. [The Members of the United Nations are fully awara of the conviction of
thel. peoples that the question of general and cumplete disarmament is of
utmost importance and that peace, security and economic and social development
are indivisible, and they have therefore recognimed that the corresponding
obligations and responsibilities are universal.])

"10, All the peoples of the world have a vital interest in the success Of
digarmament negotiations. Consequently. all States have the duty to
contribute to efforts in the field of diearmament, All States have the right
to participate 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.

"11. [In a world of f inite resourcons, there is a close relationship between
expenditure on armament6 and ecomomie and social development. The
continuation of the arms race is detrimental to and incompatible with the
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
realization of the latter and resources released as a result 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 amd developing countries.]
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“12. |Disaymament and arme limitation, particularly in the nuclear field, are
essential for the prevention of the damger of nuclear war and the
etrsngthening of international peace and security and for the economic and
social advancement of all peoples, thus facilitating the achievement of the
new international economic order.]

"13. [Nuolear weapone pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival
of civilisation, )

"14. [Mindful of the danger posed to all mankind by aa arms race in outer
space that could undermine international peace an& eecurity and retard the
pursuit of general and aomplete disarmament, all 8tates should refrain in
their activities relating to outer space from actions contrary to the
observance of the relevant existing treaties or to the objective of preventing
an arms race in outer space, thus securing that it shall not become a new
arena for on earms race.]

"15, The adoption of disurmament measures should take place in suah an
equitable and balanced manner as to ensure the c<ight of eaoh 8State to security
and to ensure that no individual State or group of &tates may obtain advantages
over others at any stage, At each stage the objective should be undiminished
eecurity at the lowest possible level of armaments and military forces.

"16. [In accordance with the Charter,] the United Natione hae a centsal role
and [a] primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament. In order
effectively to discharge thie rolo and facilitate and encourage all measuros
in this field, the United Nations should be kept appropriately informed of all
steps in this field, whether unilateral, bilateral, regional or wultilateral,
without prejudice to the progress of negotiation.

17, While disarmament ls the responsibility of all Statee, all the
nuclear-weapon 8tates have the primary responsibility for nuclear diearmament
and, together with other militerily significant States, Co. halting and
reversing the arms race,

*18. In the taek of achieving the goals of nualear disarmament, all the
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsonale, bear a speuial responsibility.

“19. An acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nuclear and non-nuclear-woagon Statae should be strictly observed.

"20., Nogotiationc on partial measures of disarmament should be conducted
concurrently with negotiations on rore coaprehensive measures and ehould be
followed by negotiations leading to a treaty on general and complete
disarmament under effective internationel control.
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"21. [Qualitative and quantitative disarmament measures are both impor ant for
halting the arms race. Efforts to that end must include negotiations on the
[imitation and cessation of the qualitative improvement of armaments,
especially weapons of mass dastruation and the development of new means of

warfare so that ultimately scientific and technological achievements may be
used solely for peaceful purposes.]

‘22, Disarmament and arms limitation agreements should provide for adequate
measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ensure that they are being observed by all
parties. The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and nature of the agreement. [Every effort should be made to develop
appropriate methods and 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 confidence among
States, When multilateral agreements in the field of disarmament are
negotiated, every effort should be made to ensure that they are universally
acceptable. The full compliance of all parties with the provisions contained
in such agrooments would contribute to the attainment of that goal.

"24. All States, in particular nuclear-+eapon 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 declaretions
made by nuclear-weapon States, affective arrangements, as appropriate, to
aggure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or the threat of use of
nuclear weapons could strenytlen the security of those States and

international peace end gecurity.

"25., [Tho establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of agreements
or arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the sone concerned and
the full compliance with those agreements or arrangements, thus ensuring that
the wones are genuinely free from nuclear weapons, and respect for such sones
by nuclear-waapon States constitute an important disarmament measure.]

"26. Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons (, horisontal, vertical and
spatial,] is a matter of universal concern., Measures of disarmament must be
consistent with the inalienable right of all States, without discrimination,
to develop, acquire and use nuclear technology, equipment and materials for
tho peaceful use of nuclear energy and to determine their peaceful nuclear
programmae in accordance with thsir nationnl priovities, needs and interosts,
bearing in mind the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapous.
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International co-operation in the peaseful uses of nuclear energy should be
coaduated under agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied on a
non-dieatiminatory basis. %/

"27. S8igniflicant progress in nuclear disarmament would be facilitated both by
parallel political or international legal measures to strengthen the security
of 8tates and by progress in the limitation and reduction of armed forces and
conventional armaments of the nuclear-weapon States and other States in the
reglons concerned.

"28, Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, negotiation6
ehould be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the prinuiple of undiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
levol, taking into account the need of all States to protect their security.
These negotiations should be aonduated with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of nuclear-weapon States and other militaxvily
significant countries.

*29. Collateral measures in both the nuclear and conventional fields, together
with other measures specifically designed to build confidence, should be
undertaken in order to contribute to the creation of favourable conditions for
the adoption of additional disarmament measures and to further the relaxation
of international tension,

"30. As security and stability should be assured in all regions taking into
account the specific needs and requirements of their respective situations,
bilateral and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an important
role and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the field
of disarmament.

“31. Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilaleral,
regional and multlilateral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
security at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventional weapons, taking into account the need of State6 to
procect their security, bearing in mird 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 accordarce with
the Caartsr, and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
security of all Btates.

"32. Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and conferences should
be heid where appropriate conditions axin- with the participation of all the
countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects of conventional
disar mament.

"#/ One delegation resarves its position on the inclusion of the text
following the first 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 reiew by the
Assembly.

"34. [Each fully implemented arms limitation or disarmament measure helpe to
build [the] confidence [needed] [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
freedoms [, especially the right to live in a nuclear-weapon-free,

demilita ized and non-violent world,] are essential factors Por international
peace, justice and security.]

"36. [Confidence-building measures, especially when applied in a comprehensive
manner, 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 flow of objective information on military capabilities 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 as well as generally accepted »rinciples of
international law provide the basic norms required for progress in the field
of disarmement , The process of achieving ceneral and complete disarmament
under effective international control should take duly into account the basic
principles and priorities established by the Final Document of the first
special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to diearmament.]

“|The United Nations Charter as well as generally accepted principles of
international law provide norms of conduct for nations required for progress
in the field of disarmament. Only strict observance of tihese norm8 can create
conditions necessary for the achievement of the ultimate objective of general
and complete disarmament under effective international control, also reflected
in the Final pocument of the first special session of the Qeneral Assembly
devoted to disarmament. )

"2. AIll States Members of the United Nations should affirm their full
commitment to the »urposes and principles of the United Nations Charter,
strictly observe its provisions as well as other relevant and generally
accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance of
international peace and security [including the Declaration on Principles of
International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States]
and refrain from actions which might adversely affect efforts in the field of
disarmament and the process of bullding confidence and security, displaying a
constructive approach to negotiations and the political will to reach
agreements.
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»3. Disarmament, relaxation of international tension, respeot for the right
to self-determination and national independence, the peaceful settlement of
disputes in accordance with the Charter of the United Nationo and the
strengthening of international peace and security are directly related to each
other, Progress in any of these spheres has a beneficial effeot on all of
them; in turn, failure in one sphere has negative effects on others.

“4. Recognising that seaurity is an inseparable 1lement of peace, that the
arms race is inherently unetable and that enduring peace and security for the
future cannot be built on the accumulation of weaponry, all S8tates should
adopt defence policies and military doctrines whiah aould contribute to
reduations in armed forces and armaments to the levels necessary for defence,
to a decrease in military confrontation and to greater aonfidenae and
stability in relations among States, All States should seek to strengthen and
ensure international security through peaceful and mutually beneficial
co-operation and disarmament agreements, which is essential in order to halt
and reverse the arms race and prevent war, in particular nuclear war.,

"§, Progress in disarmament should be accompanied by measures to strengthen
institutions for maintaining peace and the settlement of international
disputes by peaceful means.

“6. AIll States have the obligation to promote international peace and security
and to contribute to efforts in the field of disarmament. [All States have the
right to participate in the disarmament process,] All States have the right

to participate on the basis of equality in those multilateral disarmament
negotiations which have a direct bearing on their national security.

"7, Progress in the field of disarmament should contribute to the social and
economic development of all nations, particularly developing nations.

"8, Outer apace shall be the province of all mankind. Its exploration and
use shall be carried out for the benefit and in the interests of all States
and in the interest of maintaining international peace and seaurity and
promoting international co-operation and understanding. All States, in
particular the major space Powers, 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 measures 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 States may obtain advantages over others at any
stage. At each etage the objective should be undiminished security at the
lowest possible level of acrmaments and military forces.

"10. The United Netione have a central role and primary responsibility in the
sphere of diearmament and in the promotion of international peace and security.
In order effectively to discharge this role and tacilitate and encourage all
measures in this field, the United Nations should be kept appropriately
informed of all steps in this field, whether unilateral, bilateral, regional
or multilateral, without prejudice to tho progress of negotiations.
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"11, An aaaeptable balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations for
nualear and non-nuclear-weunpon States should be strictly observed. While
disarmament is 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 militarily significant States, for halting 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 measures, negotiations
should be carried out on the balanced reduction of armed forces and of
conventional armaments, based on the principle of nndiminished security of the
parties with a view to promoting or enhancing stability at a lower military
level, taking iute account the need of all States to protect their security.
These negotiations should be conducted with particular emphasis on armed
forces and conventional weapons of the countries with the largest military
arsenals and other militarily significant countries.

"156. All efforts should be exerted to achieve the prohibition of all other
weapors Of maws destruction, in particular the final elaboration of a
convention ox 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 nucleas and conventional fields, 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 stability should be assured in all 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 facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in the
field of disarmament, which would enhance international peace and security.
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"18. All States should promote a better flow of objective information on
military capabilities in order to contribute to the building of confidence
emong Btates on a global, regional or subregional level and in order to
facilitate the concluslon of concrete disarmament agreements, whiah would
enhance international peace and security.]

“1V. kriopitins

"1. &/ In the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament
for the achievement of general and aomplete diearmament under effective
international control as the ultimate goal, the priorities which reflect tho
urgency attached to the measures for negotiations are:

- nualear weaponsr
[- prevention of an arms race in outer space,]
- other weapons of mass destruction, including ahamiaal weaponsr

- conventional weapons, including any whiah may be deemed to be
excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effecter and

- reduction of armed foraes.

"2, (Effective measures of nuclear disarmament, the prevention of nuclear war
and the prevention of an arms race in outer sSpace have the highest priority.
Along with negotiations on these measures, effsative measures 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
forces and of conventional armaments.]

»3.  [Nothing should preclud. States from conducting negotiations on all
priority items 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.

"#/ Some delegations expressed the belief that the order of the items
listed in this paragraph does not constitute an agreed order of importance.
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"V. (Measures and stages of implementation
"Eirst stage)
“DISARMAMENT MEASURES

"A. Nuclear weapons

“l. [Nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the eurvival
of civilisation. It is essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arms race in
all its aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear

weapons. The ultimate goal in this context. is the complete elimination of
nuclear weapons,

"In the task of achieving the goals of nuclear disarmament, all the .
nuclear-weapon States, in particular those among them which possess the most
important nuclear arsenals, bear a special responsibility.

"The process Of nuclear disarmament should be carried out in such a way,
and requires measures to ensure, that the security of all States is guaranteed
at progressively lower levels of nuclear armaments, taking into account the
relative qualitative and quantitative importance of the existing arsenals of
the nuclear-weapon States and other States concerned,]

"2. The achievement of nuclear disarmament will require (urgent] negotiation
of agreements at appropriate stages and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to the States concerned fors

"(a) Cessation of the qualitative improvement and development of
nuclear-weapon systems;

"(b) Cessation of the production of all types of nuclear weapons and
their means of delivery, and of the production of fissionable material for
Weapons purposes;

"(c) [A comprehensive, phased programme with agreed time-frames, whenever
feasible, for progressive] [Significant] and balanced reduction of stockpiles
of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery, leading to their ultimate and
complete elimination at the earliest possible time.

“Consideration can be given in the course of the negotiations to mutual

and agreed limitation or prohibition, without prejudice to the security of any
State, of any type of nuclear armaments.
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“3, Nuclear test ban:

“The aeesation of nuclear-weapon testing by all States within the
frsmework of an effective nuclear A.sarmament 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 multilateral nuclear test ban treaty at
the earliest possible date.] [Therefore, it iS necessary to make all efforts
for the elaboration of a multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the
earliest possible date.] [Therefore, negotiations should be immediately
initiated for the urgent conclusion of a nuclear test ban treaty.] [It is
necessary to undertake all possible efforts and immediately hold negotiations
for the urgent elaboration of a treaty on the complete and general prohibition
of nuclear weapon tests; before the conclusion of such a treaty all
nuclear-weapon States should declare a moratorium on all nuclear explosions.]
[It is therefore necessary as en important part of the process of nuclear
disarmament to make every effort to achieve an affoative and verifiable
multilateral treaty on a nuclear test ban at the earliest practical date.l

"4, [Pending the conclusion of further agreements relating to nu liear
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. 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 orjective of these negotiations and 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.

"%/ Some delegations reserved their position with respect to the first
sentence Of this text.
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"(b) The need to take fully into account the security interests of all
States.

"(e¢) The need to display a spirit of flexibility 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,

"(4) The requirement for effective measures for verification of
compliance with agreements,

"(e) The fact that while reductions in the nuclear arsenals of the
United States and the USSR are directly to be negotiated and effected 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 allies but avery other nation.

"(f£) [The United Nations General Assembly has reiterated its belief that
bilateral and multilateral efforts for nuclear disarmeunent should complement
and facilitate 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 disarmament.)

"(g) The need to keep the United Nations Generai Assembly and the
Conference on Disarmament appropriately informed of the state of negotiations,
inter alia, in view of the responsibilities 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 bilateral negotiations, 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. During -his initial
phase other agreements helpful to the overall disarmament process should also
be concluded and put into effect,

“Following is the text of the Joint United States-Soviet stat<:ieat which
was issued on 8 January 1985, regarding their negotiations on nuclear and
space arms s

" As previous 1 y agreed, a meeting was held on 7 and 8 January 1985 in
Geneva between George P. Schultz, the United States Secretary of State,
and Andrel A. Gromyko, Member of the Politburo of the Central Committee
of the CPSU, First Deputy Chairman of the Council of Ministars of the
USSR and Minister of Foreign Affairs of the USSR.
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During the meeting they discussed the subject and objectives of the
fort hcoming Unites tates-Boviet negotiations on nuclear and apace arm@,

The sldes agree that the subject of the negotiations will be a
complex of questions conceraing space and nuclear arms - both strategic
and intermediate-range - with all these questions considered and resclved
in their interrelationship,

The objective of the neqotiations will be to work out effective
agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space and terminating it
on Earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and at strengthening
strategic stability, The negotiations will be conducted by a delegation
from each side divided into three greups.

The sides believe that ultimately the forthcoming negotiations, just
as efforts in general to 1imit and reduae arms, should lead to the
nomplete 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.’

"6. Multilateral negotiations on nuclear disarmament:

“IThe urgent initiation of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations
is of vital interest to the nuclear and non-nuclear-weapon States. The
conclusion of multilateral disarmament agreements would be facilitated by
eubetantial progress in the bilateral negotiations in this area between the
States which possess the most important arsenals and have a special
responsibility in the field of nuclear disarmament. Alsc¢, multilateral
negotiations are particularly important to achieve significant and univercal
progress toward t':e achievement of nuclear disarmament. This will require
négotiation of agreements at appropriate stages, taking due account of the
relative quantitative and qualitative importance of existing arsenals and the
necessity of maintaining the undiminished security of all States, nuclear and
non-nuclear, at each stage, and with adequate measures of verification
satisfactory to all parties concerned, for the cessation of the qualitative
improvement and developmen*. of nuclear-weapon systems, for the cessation of
the production of all types of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery and
for the reduction of stockpiles of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery,

"In the course of such negotiations, a combination of the measures as
detailed in paragraph 2 above, or a combination of different elements of such
measures, could be considered,

"The overall objective of the measures for nuclear disarmament outlined
in the preceding paragraphs for negotiation during the first stage of the
Comprehensive Programme, and of thcsn included in subeequent stages, would be
to achieve qualitative and quantitative limitations on and significant
reductions of the nuclear-weapon arsenals existing at the beginning of the
stage. }
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"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 disarmement 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 should 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 measures to prevent the outbreak of a nuclear war
and to avoid the use of nuclear weapons.

“In this context account should be taken of existing undertakings by
nuclear-weapon States about no-first-use of nuclear weapons as well as about
non-use of any weapons except in response to an attack, |n addition, it
should be borne in mind that the situation in the wake »f 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 is
therefore incumbent on all States, in particular, nuclear-weapon States to
ensure that cheir future actions, policies and agreements [rule out the use of
nuclear weapons.] [are conducive to the elimination of auclear weapcus]).)

"8. Effective international arrangements to assure non-uuclear-weapon State6
against the use ., threat .. use of nuclear weapons:

"The nuclear-wsapon States ehould take steps to assure the
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons. Bearing in mind the declarations made by the nuclear-weapon States,
efforts she.ld be pursued to conclude, as appropriate, effective arrangement6
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

"9, Nuclear non-proliferationa

"It is imparative, 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 States besides the existing five nuclear-weapon
States, and on the other progressively to reduce and eventually eliminate
nuclear weapons altogether. This involves obligations and responsibilities on
the part of both nuclea--weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States, the
former undertaking to stop the nuclear arms race and to achieve nuclear
disarmament by urgent application of the measures outlined in the relevant
paragraphs of the Final Document, and all States undertaking to prevent the
spread of nuclear weapons.
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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 supplies or the development of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. Therefore, the nuclear-weapon States
and the non-nuclear-weapon States should jointly take fusrther steps to develop
an international consensus of ways and means, on a universal and
non-discriminatory basis, to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

“Full implementation of all the privisions 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 instruments ha6
increased in recent years and the hope has been expressed by the parties that
this trend might continue.

@'Non-proliferation measure6 should not jeopardise the full exercise of
the inalienable rights of all States to apply and develop their programme6 for
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development in
conformity with their priorities, in erests and needs. All States should also
have access to and be free to acquire technology, equipment and material8 for
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, taking into account the particular needs of
the developing countries. International co-operation in this field should be
under agreed and appropriate international safeguards applied through the
International Atomic Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to
prevent effectively the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

"Each country’6 choices and decisions in the field of the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy should be respected without jeopardising their respective
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 General Assembly
resolution 32/50 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 gzones:

“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 such zones, the characteristics of each region
should be taken into account. The States participating in such sones should
undertake to comply fully with all the objectives, purposes and principles of
the agreements or arrangements establishing the zones, thus ensuring that they
are genuinely frme from nuclear weapons, With respect to such zones, the
nuclear-weapon States in turn are called upon to give undertakings, the

modalities orf which are to be negotiated with the competent authority of each
gone, in particular;

"(a) to respect strictly the status of the nuclear-weapon-free zone;

"(b) to refrain from the use or threat of use of nuclear weapon6 against
the States of the gones.

“The following nuclear-weapon-free zones have been establighed:

“(a) In Latin America, under the Treaty ‘or the Prohibition of Nuclear
Weapons in Latfn America (Treaty of Tlatelolco). In thie respect, the States
concerned should adopt all relevant measures to ensure the full application of
the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco), taking into account the views expressed on the adherence to it et
the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the General Conferences of
OPANAL and other relevant fore, and including ratification of Additional
Protocol | by all States concerned.

"(b) In the South Pacific, 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 legal instruments which give comparable
nuclear-weapon-free status to their respective area of application are,
inter alia, 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 Destruction on the
Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Sub-soil Thereof.

"In the light of existing conditions, where the establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones has been proposed, and without prejudice to efforts
for establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones in other regions, the fr lowing
measures, among others, should be considered;

"(a) In Africa, the Organization of African Unity has affirmed the
denuclearization of the continent. The United Nations General Assembly in
successive resolutions has supported the African initiative for the
denuclearization of the continent and at its tenth special session the
Genaral Assembly, by consensus, called upon the Security Council to take
appropriate effective steps to prevent the frustration of this objective.
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“(b) The establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East
in compliance with General Assembly resoluvion 3"/147 would greacly enhance
international peace and security, Pending the establishment of such a sone in
the reyion, States of the region should solemnly declare that they will refrain
on a reciprocal basis from producing, acquiring or in any othar way possessing
nuclear weapons and nuclear explosive devices and from permitting the
stationing of nuclear weapons on their territory by any third party, and agree
to place all their nuclear activities under International Atomic Energy Agency
safeguards. Consideration should be given to a Security Council role in
advancing the establishment of a nuclear-weayun-free sone 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
context, the question of establishing a nuclear-weapon-free sone in South Asia
has been dealt with in several resolutions of the General Assembly, which is
keeping the subject under consideration.

"(d) [Xfforts to create nuclear-weapon-free gones in other regions of the
world should be promoted at the initiative of States which intend to become
part of the zone.)

“[Specific proposals have been put forwerd for the establishment of a
gone free of nuclear weapon6 in the Rtalkans. Regional States have expressed
their determination to w.dertake individual or joint steps to bring about the
withdrawal of nuclear weapons and to set up such a zone. Interested Balkan
countries have engage a process of bilateral and multilateral dialogue on
practical measures aimed at creating a nuclear-weapon-free zone and enhancing
security, confidence, yuvod neighbourliness and co-operation.]

“[It was proposed that nagotiations be opened without delay on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free corridur in Central Europe. 1t is
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 Germany on one
side and the German Democratic Republic and the Ceechoslovak Socialist Republic
on the other. At a subsequent stage, it would be expanded to cover the whole
area of Contral Europe as defined for the purpose of the Vienna negotiations
on mutual reduction6 of armed forces and armament6 ia Central Europe.) %/

"%/ 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 pPalme Commission. One
delegation emphasized that such a corridor would not constitute a
nuclear-weapon-free-xone as defined in the present paragraph. Some
delegations emphasised that a nuclear-weapon-free corridor (alro widely
referred to as a "zone") when, as proposed, expanded to cover the whole area
of Central Europe, would in affect become a nuclear-weapon-free zone.
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"[Implementation Of the plan for reducing armanments and increasing
confidence in Central Europe which, inter alia provides for gradual
di sengagenment and reduction of jointly agreed operational and battlefield
kinds efnuclear arnms, so that all types of nuclear arms woul d be covered by
international negotiations and agreenents.]

"[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
nucl ear-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 ali
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 inportant
di sarmament measure. |

"B. Qher weapons of nmss destructaag

"1, Al States should adhere to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Qther Gases, and of Bacteriol ogical
Met hods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

"2, Al States which have not yet done so should accelerate the process of
adhering to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Devel opnent, Production

and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin \Wapons and on Their
Destructi on.

"3. It is necessary to make all possible efforts for the early achievenent at
the negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament of an international
convention on the conplete and effective prohibition of the devel opnent,

production, stockpiling and use of all chemcal weapons and on their
destruction.

"4 An international treaty on the prohibition of the devel opnent,
Broduction, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons should be concl uded,
earing in nmind the negotiations under way in the Conference on Disarnmanment
and all proposals made in connection therewith.

"5, Effective measures should be taken to avoid the danger and prevent the
energence of new types of weapons of mass destruction based on new scientific
principles and achievements. Efforts should be appropriately pursued aining
at the prohibition of such types and systens of weapons. Specific agreenents
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. Convaentional weapons and arxmed forges

"1. Together with negotiations on nuclear disarmament measures, the
[imitation and gradual reduction of armed forces and conventional weapons
should be resolutely pursued within the framework of progress towards general
and complete disarmament. States with the largest military arsenals have a
special responsibility in pursuing the process of conventional armaments
reductions.

"2. %/ In view of the present situation where the concentrat!on of troops end
armaments in Europe %%/ has reaohed an especially high level, it is necessary
to strengthen strategic stability through the establishment, at a
significantly lower level, 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 dispel the mutual suspicion and distrust accumulated
over many years.

"Such steps ehould ensure undiminished security of all States with full
respect for the security interests and independence of all States, including
those outside military alliances.

"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 measures are of military significance and politically
binding and are provided with adequate forms of verification which correspond
to their content.

"On the basis of equality 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
measures and disarmament in Europe, these confidence- and security-building
measures cover the whole of Europe as well as the adjoining sea area #%#/ and
air space, whenever notifiable military activities affect security in Europe
as well as constitute a part of activities taking place within the whole of
Europe.

"#/ 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.

"#n/  With the common understanding that thie 4oes not refer to neutral
and non-aligned States.

"%t/ |n this context, the notion of adjoining sea area is understood to
refer also to ocean areas adjoining Europe,
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"The positive results obtained at the Stockholm Conferemce show that,
despite differences of opinion, concrete and verifiable agreements are
possible in the sensitive field of military security. 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, %/

"3. Agreements or other measures should be resolutely pursued on a bilateral,
regional and wultiisteral basis with the aim of strengthening peace and
security at a lower level of forces, by the limitation and reduction of armed
forces and of conventional weapons, taking into account the need of States to
protect their security, bearing in mind the inherent right of self-defence
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations and without prejudice to the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples in accordance with
the Charter and the need to ensure balance at each stage and undiminished
security of all States. Such measures might include the following:

"(a) Bilateral, regional and multilateral consultations and confereuces
should be held where appropriate conditions exist with the participation of
all the countries concerned for the consideration of different aspects Of
conventional disarmsunent, such as the initiative envisaged ia 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 limitation of all 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 military level, taking into account the need of all States to protect
their security as well as the inalienable right to self-determination and
independence of peoples under colonial or foreign domination and the
obligations 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 unnecessary 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.

"(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

"/ Further formulations on confidence- and security-building 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 Restrictions of Use Of
Certain Conventional Weapons Whiah May be Deemed to Be Excessively I|njurious
or to Have Indiscriminate Effects.

"(a) The result of the above-mentioned Conference ohould ba considered by
all 8tates, especially producer Statee, in regard to the question of the
transfer of such weapons to other States.

"D. Military budgets %/

"1, Gradual rrduation of military budgets on A mutually agreed basis, for
example, in absolute figures or in terms of percentage points, particularly by
nuclear-weapon Statee and other militarily significant Statee, would be A
measure that would contribute to the curbing of the arms race and would
increase the possibilities of realloaation of resources now being used for
military purpoeeo to economic and social development, partioularly for the
benefit of the developing countries.

“2. The basis for implementing this measure will have to be agreed by all
participating States and will require ways and means of its implementation
acceptable to all of them, taking account of the problems involved in
assessing the relative slgniuoanoe of reductions as anong different States
and with due regard to the propoealo of Statee on all the aspects of reduction
of military budgets.

“3. The General Acrembly should continue t0O consider what aonarete steps
should be taken to facilitete the reduotion of military budgets, bearing in
mind the relevant proposalo and Qoaumento of the United Nations on thie
guestion.

"E. Related .ieagureg

"1. Further steps to prohibit military or any other hostile use of
environmental modification techniques:

“Review of the need for A further prohibition of military or any other
hostile use of environmental modification techniques with a view to the
adoption of further measures to eliminate the danger to mankind from ruoh use.

"2, Further steps to prevent an arms race on the sea-bed and the ocean f | oor
and the subsoil thereof:

"Consideration of further measures in tha field of disarmament for the
prevention of an arms race on the oea-bed and the ocean floor and in the
suhsoil thereof in order to promote the peaceful use of, and to avoid an arms
race in, that environment, taking into account, as appropriate, the
United Nations 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 Mass
Destruction on the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil Thereof, se
well as any relevant technological developments.

"#/ One delegation reserves its position on the inclusion of the aurrent
text in the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament.
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"3, &/ In order to prevent an arms race in outer space, further measures
ehould be taken And appropriate international negotistiona held in accordsnor
with the spirit of the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States
in the Exploration and Use of Outer 8pace, including the Moon and Other
Celestial Bodies.

"All States, in particular those with major space capabilities, should
contribute actively to the objective of the peaceful use of outer space And
take immediate measures to prevent an arms race in outer space in the interest
of maintaining international peace And eeaurity And promoting international
co-operation and understanding. f%/

“To this end all effective efforts should be made both bilaterally And
multilaterally.

"In this regard bilateral negotistiona have been undertakem And should be
continued to work out effective Agreements on the prevention of an arme race
in outer apace. The two parties are requested to continue to keep the
Conference on Disarmament And the United Nations General Assembly informed of
the prograaa made in their bilateral sessions in order to facilitate
multilateral work on this aubjeat.

“Efforts should be made by the Conference on Disarmameat in the exercise
of its respongibilities AS the multilateral disarmament negotiating forum
in accordance with paragraph 120 Of the Final Document Of the tenth
special session of the General Assembly And whiah has A primary role in the
negotiation of A multilateral Agreement or agreements, AS appropriate, on the
prevention of am arms race in outer apace. at#/

(4. The establighment Of sones Of peace: hwan/

“The establishment of sones of peace in various regions of the world
under Appropriate conditions, to be clearly defined And determined freely by
the States concerned in the some, taking into account the characteristics of

"a/ The placement of this paragraph in the Comprehensive Programme of
Disarmeament will be determined later.

"#h/ Some delegations reserved their position on the first two paragraphs
until the language of this entire section is completed And itsS placement
resolved.

“stn/ Many delegations consider that the £irst paragraph, which reproduces
paragraph 80 of the Final Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament, should be supplemented to reflect
that present urgency And importance of the subject. They further consider
that it should occupy A more prominent place in the Programme And, to that
and, propose that it be inaluded as subsection B in the section 'Disarmament
measures’, under the heading 'Prevention of an arms race in outer space’.
Other delegations are considering the placement of this paragraph pending the
balance of the overall document.

"adnn/  There were also proposel6 concerning measuroa related to the Asian
and Pacific Ocean region (CD/CPD/WP.85) and to the area of the South Pacific
(CD/CPD/WP,.91).
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the sone 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
a8 A whole.

“(A) South-East Asia:

"In the interest of the promotion of peace, stability And co-operation in
South-East Asia, steps Should be takea by all States of the reglon, primarily
those States moat directly interested, through consultations And dialogue
Among themselves, towards the early establighment of A mone of peace, freedom
and neutrality in South-East Asia, which would be oonaiatent with the
Political Declaration of the Seventh Ssummit Conference of the Non-Aligned
Countries in New Delhi, held in March 1983, %/

“(b) Indian Ocean:

“Achievement of the objectives of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as
A Zone of Peace would be A substantial contribution to the strengthening of
international peace And security.

"There iS Agreement within the United Nations for practical Step6 to be
taken to establish a Zone of Peace in the Indian Ocean region.

"Practical steps should be taken within the United Nations
Ad Hog Committee on the Indian Ocean to prepare for an early Conference, As A
necessary step towards establishing A sone of peace.

"Taking into account the political And security climate in the region,
the Ad Hog Committee should complete its preparatory work relating to the
Conference on the Indisn Ocean to enable the Conference to be opened at A date
not later than 1990 to be decided by the Committee in consultation with the
host country. BSuch preparatory work would comprise organimational matters And
subgtantive issues, including the provisional agenda for the Conference, rules
of procedure, participation, stages of aonferenae, level of representation,
documentation, consideration of appropriate arrangements for Any ianternational
agreements that may ultimately be reached for the maintenance of the
Indian Ocean as a mone of peace and the preparation of the draft final
document of the Conference,

"The Ad Heg Committee should, at the same time, seek the necessary
harmonisation of views on remaining relevant issues.

"The creation of a zone of peace requires the Active participation of And
full co-operstion among the littorel And hinterland States, the permanent
members of the Security Ceumeil 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 geaeral principles of international law.

"The creation of A sone of peace also requires respect for the
independence, sovereignty and territoriel integrity Of the littoral and
hinterland States.

"#/ One delegation reserves its position on this text.
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"(e) Mediterranean:

"Bearing in mind that security in the Mediterranean region iS closely
linked with European security And with international peace And security,
positiva steps should be taken by all States concerned t0 ensure peace,
security And co-operetion in the Mediterranean region.

"To this end further efforts Are necessary for the reduction of tensions
And of armaments; far strengthening of confidence! for the creation of
conditions of security And frultful co-operation in all fields for all
countries And peoples Of the Mediterranean, on the basis of the principles of
sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity, security, non-intervention
and non-interference, non-violation of international borders, non-use of force
or threat of use of force, the inadmissibility of the acquisition of territory
by force, peaceful settlement of disputes and respect for permanent
sovereignty over natural resources; for the promotion of just And viable
solutions of existing problems And crisis in the area on the basgis of the
provisions of the Charter and of relevant resolutions of the United Nations,
the withdrawal of foreign forces of occupation And the right of peoples under
colonial or foreign domination to Self-determination and independence.

"The States of the Mediterranean region And other concerned Ste%es should
co-operate to define And implement, as apprcpriate, such steps and measures
which should be conducive for creating conditions of peace, aeaurity and
co-operstion in the Mediterranean region in accordance with the purposes And
principles of the Charter of the United Nations And with the provisions of the
Declaration on principles oOf International Law Concerning Friendly Relations
And Co-operation Among States in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations.

“In this connection note is taken of the commitments aasumad by the
participants 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 peace And security
in the region. %/

"{(4) South Atlantic;

"The Jeclaration of the Zone of Peace and Co-operation of the
South Atlantic constitutes A concrete step towards the goals set forth by the
international community to be achieved through the establishment Of zones 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 this context, it is recogniged that the States of the
region have a special interest and responsibility to promote regional
co-operation for economic development and peace.

"#/ There was a proposal for the convening of . conference on the
Mediterranean region (CD/CPD/WP,8%),
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"States of other regions, in particular militarily significant States,
should scrupulously respect the South Atlantia region ar A lone of peace and
co-operation, especially through the reduction and eventual elimination of
their military presence there, the non-introduction of nuclear wespons or
other weapons of mass destruction and the non-extension into the region of
rivalries And conflicts foreign to it.

"All States of the region and of all other regions should ao-operate in
the elimination of all sources of tension in tha sone, respect the national
unity, sovereignty, political independence And territorial integrity of every
State therein, refrain from the threat or use of force, ard strictly observe
the principle that the Acquisition of territory by force is inadmissible.

"The elimination of apartheld aad the Attainment of self-determination
And independence by the people of Namibia, as well us the cessation of all
Acts of aggression And aubveraion against States in the sone are essential for
peace And security in the region, To that end, implementation of all
United Nations resolutions pertaining to colonisliam, racism snd apartheld is
urgently required, ] )

“OTHER MEASURES
"1l. Copnfidence-building measures

"In order to facilitate the procoas of disarmament, it iS necessary to
take measures and pursue policies to strengthen international peace And
security And to build confidence among States. Commitment to
confidence-building measures could significantly contribute to preparing for
further progress in disarmament. For this purpose, measures such as 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
communic stions between Governments, particularly in Areas of tensions, by the
eatabliahment of ‘hot lines’ and other methods of reducing the risk of
conflict)

"(b) States should Aaaeaa the possible implicationa of their m.litary
research and development for existing agreements as well as for further
efforts in the field of disarmamunt;

"(c) States should consider implementing measures baaed on the principles
of openness and transparency, such as the provision of abjective information
on military matters.

“2. Prevention of the uge of force in ianternational relations

“(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
obligation strictly to observe it6 principles as well as othe: relevant and
generally accepted principles of international law relating to the maintenance
of international peace and security, in particular the principles of
refraining from the threat or use of force against the sovereignty,
territorial integrity or political independence of any States or Against
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peoples under colonial or foreign domination seeking to exercise their right
to self-detsrmination and to achieve independence, non-acquisition and
non-annexation of territories by force and non-recognition of such acquisition
or annexation. non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs
of other States; the inviolability of international frontiers; and the
peaceful settlement of disputes, having regard to the inherent 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 decisions of
the Security Council by all States Members of the United Nations in accordance
with their obligations under Article 25 of the United Nations Charter.

"3. MHWorld public opipion in favour of disarmament

“Knowledge of facts and opinions about the armements 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 manner:

"(a) Throughout the implementation of the programme, therefore,
governmental and non-governmental information organs of Member States and
those of the United Nations and its specialised agencies as well as
non-governmental orgunizations 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
results, particularly 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
studies at all levels,

"(c) The World Disarmament Campaign, which was solemnly launched by the
General Assembly at the opening meeting of its second special session devoted
to disarmament, should provide an opportunity for discussion and debate in all
countries on all points of view relating to disarmament issues, objectives and
conditions., The Campaign has three primary purposes; to inform, to educate
and to generate public understanding for the objectives of the United Nations
in the field of arms limitation and disarmament,

"{d) As part of the process of facilitating the consideration of issues
in the field of disarmament, studies on specific questions should be
undertaken on the decision of the General Assembly, when necessary for
preparing the qround fcr negotiations or reaching agreement. Also, studies
pursued under the auspices of the United Nations, in particular by the
United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research could briag a useful
contribution to the knowledge and exploration of disarmament problems,
especially in the long term.
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“(e) Member States should be encouraged to 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
armements, 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, Verification

“"Disarmament and arms .imitation agreements should provide far adequate
measures of verification satisfactory to all parties concerned in order to
create the necessary confidence and ens+ce that they are being observed by all
parties, The form and modalities of the verification to be provided for in
any specific agreement depend upon and should be determined by the purposes,
scope and nature of the agreement. Agreements should provide for the
participation of parties directly or through the United Nations system in the
verification process. Where appropriate, a combination of several 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 field he considered. Every effort should be made to develop appropriate
methods and procedures which are nou-discriminatory and which do not unduly
interfere with the internal affairs of other States or jeopardise their
economic and social development.

+ “Adequate and effective verification requires employment of different
techniques, such as national technical means, international technical means
and international procedures, including on-site inspections. Verification
arrangements should be addressed at the outset and at every stage of
negotiations on specific aqroements. All States have equal rights to
participate in the process of international verification of agreements to
which they are parties,

“All States parties to arms limitation and disarmament agreements should
strictly implement and f£w'liy 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 securicy of States parties, 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

“l. 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, it is of particular significance that substantial progress in
disarmament should be made in accordance with the responsibility that each
State bears in the field of disarmament, so that real resources now being used
for military purposes can be released to economic and social development in
the world, particularly for the benefit of the developing countries,

"2, Disarmament would contribute over the long term to the effective economic
and social 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
basis of justice, equity and co-operation and towards solving other global
p-oblems.

"3. The Secretary-General shall periodically submit reports to the
General 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

"Progress 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.]

"Intexrmediate _Stage */

"[1. The intermediate stage should start no later than 1990 and last five to
seven years.

"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 freeze their tactical nuclear
systems.

"3. Other nuclear-weapon States should pledge to freeze all their nuclear
weapons and also not to station them in the territories of other countries.

"#/ The heading is without prejudice to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation.
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“4, All nuclear-weapon States should eliminate their tactical nuclear arms,
1.e. weapons having a range (or radius of action) of up to 1,000 km. This
measure should be taken after the completion by the USSR anA the United States
of the 50 per cent reduction of their nuclear weapons that can reach each
other’s territory.

"S5, 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 destructive capacity is close to that of
nuclear arms or other weapons of mass destruction.] %/

"Last stage %%/

"[l. The last stage should begin no la..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.

“2, A universal accord should be worked out to ensure that nuclear weapons
never again come into being.

"3, The last stage should be completed by the end of 1999.1 A#a/

“V1. Machinery and Procedures

"1, The United Nations [, in accordance with the Charter,] showld continue to
have a central role and primary responsibility in the sphere of disarmament.

"2, DMrpwdiations on multilateral measures of disarmament envisaged in the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament should, as a rule, be conducted in the
Conference on Disarmament, the single multilateral negotiating body in the
field of divarmament,

“3. Bilaterul and regional disarmament negotiations may also play an
important roie and could facilitate negotiations of multilateral agreements in
the field of disarmament.

"4, The United Nations should be kept duly informed through the

General Assembly, or any other appropriate United Nations channel reaching all
Members of the Organization, of all disarmament efforts outside its aegis
without prejudice to the progress of negotiations.

"%/ Some delegations reserved their position on these paragraphs which
represent the position of one group of States,

“a%/ The heading is wathout prejudice to the position of delegations with
respect to questions relating to stages of implementation,

"wan/ Some delegations resarved their position on these paragraphs which
represent tbe position of one group of States.
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"§. The Programme Las three stages: The first stage, the intermediate st..ge
and the last stage. The objective of the last stage is to achieve the goal of
general and complete diearmament undar effective international control, The
general wish being to complete the disarmament process, all efforts should be
made to implement each stage, as well as the Programme as a whole at the
earliest possible date in such a way as to contribute to the security of
States and enhaace international security.

"In the first stage of the Programme, all States should make maximum
effort6 towards Implementation of the priority measures and as many other
measures included therein as poss ible.

"Those measures that have not been implemented by the end of the first
stage will be included in the latermediate staga. The scope of disarmament
meaaures during the intermediate stage will depend on the progress made in the
implementation of the first stage, In addition, the intermediate stage
comprises the measures necessary to prepare for the laet stage. The time of
the implementation of the intermediate stage would depend on the measures
included therein.

"The last stage comprigses the total elimination of nuclear weapons and
the implementation of other measures necassary to assure that, by the end of
the stage, general and complete disarmament under effective international
control will have been achieved.

"6, All efforts should be made by States, particularly through the conduct of
negotiations in good faith, on specific arm6 limitation and disarmament
measures, t0 achieve the goal of general and complete disarmament, as defined
in the Comprehensive Programme, In order t0 assure continued progress towards
the full realisatior of this ultimate goal, there shall be review6 - including
at special sessions of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament - of the
implementaticn of the measures includad in the various stages of the
Comprehensive Programme. The £irst such review will take place on a date to
be decided by the United Nations General Assembly and will:

"(a) review the implementation of measures included in the first stage of
the Comprehensive Programme;

"(b) consider the readjustments that need to be made in the Programme in
the light of the review and the steps that need to be taken to stimulate
progress in it6 implementation;

"(c) elaborate, if necessary,. in more concrete terms further measv-as,
taking into account the progress made 80 far and other relevant developments;
and

"(d) recommend the date of the next review.

-299-



“7T, In addition to the periodic reviews to be carried out at special
sessions, there should be an annual review of the implementation of the
Programme. Therefore, an item entitled 'Review of the implementation of the
Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament’ should be annually includad an the
agenda of the regular sessions of the General Assembly. To facilitate the
work of the Assembly in this regard, the S8ecretary-Gemeral should annually
submit a report to the Qeneral Assembly on progress in the implementation of
the Programme,

"8, During its annual review, or at its periodic special sessions to review
the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
Qeneral Assembly may, as appropriate, oonsider and recommend further measures
and procedures to enhance the implementation of the Programme.

“9. |A the implementation of the Comprehensive Programme of Disarmament, the
Disarmament Commission shall continue functioning as a deliberative body, a
subsidiary organ of the Qeneral Assembly, and shall consider and make
recommendations on various problems in the field of disarmament.

"10, Proposals listed in paragraph 125 of the Final. Document of tire first
special session and annex || of the Concluding Document of the :.econd special
session devoted to disarmament should be considered, and decisions 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.”

91. During the second part of its 1958 session, the Conference also had
before it document CD/858, datad 12 August 1968, submitted by the delegation
of Canada, entitled “Volume 4 of the Compendium of Verbatim Statements on
Verification made in the Conference on Disarmament during the period
1985-1987".

92. The subject of verification was examined mainly in the content of
disarmament measures relating to the agenda items under consideration and its
central role was generally recognised. |A 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 its signatories stated their intention to propose at the
third special session of the Qeneral Assembly devoted to disarmament, the
establishment of an integrate¢ multilateral verification system within the
United Nations (CD/807). The Conference also had before it documentation on
verification submitted by one member containing detailed information on
various aspects of that subject (cps275, C€p/670, CD/707, CD/774 and CD/858).
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the Couference and any other report. as appropriate.
to the Geperal Asgsembly of the United Natlions

93. The item entitled “Consideration and adoption of the annual report to the
forty-third session Of the General Assembly of the United Nations" was
considered by the Conference, in accordance with itsS programme of work,

from 5 to 20 September 1.88.

94. The present report, as adopted by the Conferenoe on 20 September 1988, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference o«r Disarmament.

Ali Shams ARDARANI

Islamic Republic of Iran
President of the Confcrence
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