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le earliest. Individual govern 2ty

proad yiew of China which wants an agreement to ban all nuclear
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'i'g-ning of the SALT II agreements.
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48 during the last year of the former Conference of the Commit-
| Disarmament (CCD). During this first year, France. which
ok up its seat in the CCD, has participated very construe-
which has been extraordinarily helpful to the work of the CD.
has not yet occupied the seat reserved for it on the Committee
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f the CD beginning February, or March 1980. We will see
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!18. on issues relating to a prohibition of chemical weapons

¢ Committee on Disarmament from 16-27 July, 1979,
by er the presentation on 31 July of a substantial joint
B80¥ the USSR ang United States of America on their bilat-

o
=

ent by the British representati¥

1L may be foung in Documents on Disarmament, 1978, p. 384,
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eral negotiations with respect to an intended joint initiatiye
chemical weapons (CD/48).? € on.
An exploratory discussion took place with respect to g
elements of a prohibition of chemical weapons, including an omo
for a convention on this question, in which several delegationg
ticipated, including some non-CD members. On certain issyeg sim
views were brought forward while on others differences of View w
apparent. The discussion also revealed that many technica] go
detailed problems had to be dealt with in the future. Although noeh
sensus could be reached at this stage, the following coulq be ten
tively distilled from the discussion. e

(a) Views seemed to coincide that the objective is the general, ooms
plete and verifiable prohibition of chemical weapons. The deyal,
ment, production, stockpiling, acquisition, retention and trangfe
chemicals for chemical weapons purposes, and of chemica] w

covered in a ban.

(b) The scope of the prohibition would be based on the general
pose criterion. Other additional criteria could be used, in partie
toxicity. A distinction would have to be made between chem
which are primarily useful for chemical weapons purposes
chemicals which have peaceful applications.

(¢} Activities would be permitted for non-hostile purposes (indus-
trial, research, medical, or other peaceful purposes, law-enforcem
purposes and for the protection against chemical attack), as we
for military purposes not related to chemical warfare. Activ
relating to offensive chemical warfare, including training, would
be permitted.

(d) In the context of a prohibition of chemical weapons, th
would be provisions for the declaration and destruction of exi
stockpiles of chemicals acquired for chemical weapons purposes::
of chemical weapons within a specific period. There would also _bgi_
visions for the declaration, shutting-down and destruction
dismantling of production facilities within a specific period. A per
of ten years has been mentioned in this respect. -

(e) The fulfilment of obligations under a prohibition of chem
weapons should be adequately verified. Verification should be basét
on a combination of national and international measures.

(f) International measures could include the creation of &
sultative committee of parties to a ban, with a permanent secre‘ti__,lﬂ
to help solve problems arising from the application of the prohib
of chemical weapons.

0

* The statement is printed above, Aug. 7. ] ; \8 OF
! Protacol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, P(_n-‘mﬂgn
Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare. For text, see Documents
ment, 1969, pp. 764765,




NTS ON DISARMAMENT, 1979

Ld

STATE DEPARTMENT RESPONSE, AUGUST 15 543

espect to an intended joint inijt;
1,2

(g) Views seenfed to d.iffer under which circumstances and for
\yhat purposes International verification procedures would be
b loyed, iqc]udmg_' on-site inspections. Although it was recognized
ot on-site inspections by challenge could form part of the verifica-
\ion arrangements, views were expressed that mandatory on-site
nepections would be necessary with respect to certain activities.
~ (h) Parties toa ban should not impede the national technical means

verification of other parties.

(i) It was undersfeood that there would be a need for national ar-
gements for the implementation of the States’ obligations under a
ical weapons ban.

M A prohibitiqn of chemical weapons should not interfere with
ermitted activities, such as the industrial development and peaceful
srnational co-opera:jzo}r: in the chemical field.

X : It was recogr]ize that measures to strengthen confidence could
;i;;%nist &igp::::é Iiiir;gdofhca};e;n;&a)}fw in the bringing about and application of a ban on chemical
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ection against chemical attack), tiple aim point system utilizing vertical shelters, the Soviets
b related to ghemlc_al wax:fa:re. hat it appeared that such a deployment would violate both the
ical warfare, including training, i construction of new fixed ICBM silo launchers and the ban on
te concealment measures. The United States Delegation
that no decision had been made regarding a basing mode but
dlever mode the United States adopted would be one that
€0 neither of the provisions cited by the Soviets. They further
: t_the draft agreement expressly provided for the deploy-
er Protocol expiration, of an ICBM system in which missiles
launchers are moved from point to point. The subject mat-
addressed again by the Delegations. This issue was
On several occasions through diplomatic channels along the
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ég;;ble United States has made clear to the Soviets that
. 1 ehICBM systems we are considering, including ones
8 110 point could itself be hardened, are permitted dur-

fotocol period. To emphasize this U.S. position, Secre-

on Bz ¥, 961 Pt.5
: 1S an : - -+ PL.D, pp. 201-298.
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