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nid, or solid, which might be em-

cal substances, whether gaseous, liq
offects on man, animals or plants,

ployed because of their direct toxic

and any biological agents of warfare: living organisms, whatever their
nature, or infective material derived from them, which are intended
to cause disease or death in man, animals or plants, and which depend
for their effects on their ability to multiply in the person, animal or

plant attacked.

Statement by the British Representative (Porter) to the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament: Pro-
hibition of Biological Warfare, August 26, 1969 *

38. This morning I should like to introduce some amendments to
the draft convention for the prohibition of biological methods of war-
fare® and the related draft Security Council resolution tabled and
introduced by Mr. Mulley on 10 July.? We are grateful to the delega-
tions which have commented on these texts, and in some cases we have
already been able to develop new or modified language to meet their
points. We hope that other governments represented here will also
comment for we regard this process of consnltation and improvement
as a continuous one leading to & text which will be generally acceptable

to members of this Committee.

39. T have set out the proposed changes in a paper which is be-
fore the Committee. The Secretariat has also circulated the amended
text as an ENDC document.* We have not yet made proposals for
the missing administrative articles VII, VIII and X, since this we
believe would be premature until some progress has been made on
the articles of substance al ready tabled. For the time being we should

like to concentrate on these.
40. You will notice that our amendments remain within the frames
work of a convention for the prohibition of biolo%riual methods of
warfare. A number of delegations have advocated that chemical and
biological methods of warfare should be dealt with together in the

same document. The Committee will recall the reasons given by 1
jer statements for drafting, 1n the

Mulley on 10 July ° and in earl

instance, & convention on biological weapons. We cannot agree b
it, is impossible to distinguish between chemical and biological meth
of warfare. The biological weapon is the only self-propagi
weapon in existence; that is to say, & weapon which has the abill
multiply itself. That is why the effects of such weapons are likely
be not only horrifying but indiscriminate. What we are seekINg
prohibit therefore 1, In oNe SeNse, the most inhuman of all weapous
a living weapon which seeks out people to destroy them. Y& =8

e
1 oOD/PV. 431, DD 11-16.
2 Ante, pp. 524-326.
2 Ante, p. 827,
+ Ante, pp. 431-433.

& Ante, pp. 318-324.
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