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form, number and binding character of t
3 recognition that search should contin h

:ptable to all which could be includeq 1@ fo
-of a legally binding character. In thatm én
nternational Convention was widely diSCOn

n, in principle, to the idea of an intep o
he difficulties involved were also poinl;at'
ion on the question of a Genera) Assembed
ence to Security Council resolution and dg
d with the Secretary General of the ¢
irrangement.

Lesembly Special Session on Disarmament,® one of the most urgent
’vital problems in the area of disarmament. They are also guided
the requirement that a convention on the pro.hibition. of chemical
ons, as any other international agreement in the field of arms
I:.Ol and disarmament, should enhance rather than diminish the
ity of the parties. o el
The USSR and United States delegatlon:s, taking into considera-
oon the interest expressed by many delegations in the Committee on
; rmament concerning the status of the bilateral negotiations on a
ibition of chemical weapons, present the following Joint Report:
The two sides believe that the scope of the prohibition should be
smined on the basis of a general purpose criterion. Parties to the
ention should assume the obligation never in any circumstances
) velop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, or retain
national arrangements to assure non-py oxic lethal chemicals, other lethal or highly toxic chemicals or
the use or threat of use of nuclear was pi-.écursors. with the exception of chemicals intended for per-
the short time available to it, to begin od purposes of such types and in such quantities as are appropri-
and negotiate on, some of the elements s hese purposes, as well as chemical munitions or other means of
. Preliminary exploration of areas of ical warfare. Negotiations are continuing on several issues relat-
. clarified issues and at the same time  the scope of prohibition.
the elements which have to be further Permitted purposes are understood to mean non-hostile pur-
g (industrial, research, medical, or other peaceful purposes, law-
ment purposes, and purposes of development and testing of
ans of protection against chemical weapons), as well as military
poses not related to chemical warfare.
:In order to facilitate verification, it would be appropriate to use,
tion to the general purpose criterion, toxicity criteria and cer-
her provisions.
greement has been reached on the following approximate
for the additional criteria of toxicity mentioned above:

al LCt;, 2,000 mg min/m?® for inhalation and/or
50 0.5 mg/kg for subcutaneous injections;
20,000 mg min/m® for inhalation and/or
10 mg/kg for subcutaneous injections.

basis of these criteria, it will be possible to separate chem-
PPropriate categories, to each of which the general pur-

Tion would be applied.

Tent degrees of prohibition and limitation as well as differ-

methods of verification would be applied on the basis of

City criteria and certain other provisions, These issues con-

€ Subjects of negotiations.

‘l ;‘:OIIS are also continuing on definition of terms and sev-

" 13sues,

‘Wo s.lde:,:, have agreed that parties to the convention should

bligation not to transfer to anyone, whether directly or
st lie means of chemical warfare, and not in any way to
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assist, encourage, or induce any State, group of States, op ANV au
zation to carry out activities which parties would undeptaky Organ;
engage in pursuant to the convention. € nof,
8. The two sides have come to an understanding regardiy
cessity for States to declare, immediately after they beco o
to the convention, both the volumes of acquired stocks 0
chemical warfare and the means of production of chemiea) my
and chemicals covered by the convention, Plans for destruc-:-,1
declared stocks of chemical weapons should also be declareq
declarations should contain information on the volume ang tim; -
for destruction of such stocks. Plans for destruction or dismang)
relevant means of produection should also be declared. Ip the coy .
the bilateral negotiations, the two sides are continuing to mq
forts to agree on the specific content of the declarations conce
stocks of means of chemical warfare and concerning meang of prod
tion. In this connexion, the basic concept of means of Productjon:
also a subject that remains to be resolved. i
9. Agreement has been reached that stocks of means for che
warfare should be destroyed or diverted for permitted puppos
within ten years after a State becomes a party. Means of produeti
should be shut down and eventually destroyed or dismant]ed,
destruction or dismantling of means of production should hegi" '
later than eight years, and should be completed not later than te

mep' .
f me

years, after a State becomes a party.

ress of the destruction or
chemical munitions and che
the completion of these processes. |

11. The USSR and the United States believe that the fulfilment'a
the obligations assumed under the future convention should be sub
Ject to the important requirement of adequate verification. The
believe that measures with respect to such verification shot
based on a combination of national and international measures ]

12. International verification measures should include the crea
of a consultative committee. This committee could be convened:
propriate by the depositary of the convention, as well as upon requ
of any party.

13. The activities of the consultative committee in the interval!
tween meetings should be carried out by a secretariat. The manaas
of the secretariat is a subject of negotiations. Vs

14. The participants should exchange, through the consulta
committee or bilaterally, certain data on super-toxic k_:thal chem
produced, acquired, accumulated, and used for permitted purpi
as well as on important lethal chemicals and the most important
cursors used for permitted purposes. To this end, it is envisa
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2 any State, group of States, or any
ies which parties would undertake

convention. ey
me to an understanding regardj ;
‘e, inmediately after they becon?g e
e volumes of acquired stocks of mgf

. oile lists of the relevant chemicals and precursors. The two sides
reached a significant degree of mutual understanding in devel-
Y agreed approaches to the compilation of such lists. The scope of
data to be presented remains to be agreed. - _ ‘
5, Additional functions for the consultative committee remain
ader discussion. o -
5 In order to ensure the p?SSlblllty of beglm}mg the work of the
tative committee immediately after entry into force of ti}& con-
tion, the United States and the USSP-?. believe it appropriate to
1 the creation of a preparatory committee upon signature of the
i,
T(::onvention should include provisions in accordance with
h any party should have the right on a bilateral basis, or thrnu_gh
onsultative committee, to request from another party with
{ to which suspicions have arisen that it is acting in violation of
ns of production: tions under the convention, relevant information on the actual
] f affairs, as well as to request investigation of the actual state
irs on site, providing appropriate reasons in support of the
ity of such an investigation.
b A party may agree to such an on-site investigation or decide
wise, providing appropriate explanations.
It should also be provided that any party could turn to the
ity Council with a complaint which would include appropriate
ale. In case of suspicion regarding compliance with the conven-
e consultative committee, upon request of any party, or of the
Council of the United Nations, could also take steps to estab-
ctual state of affairs,
'he question of other international verification measures re-
inresolved.
National measures would include the use of national technical
verification in a manner consistent with generally accepted
8 of international law. In this connexion, parties should not
neluding through the use of deliberate concealment mea-
€ national technical means of other parties in carrying out
entioned verification functions,
* USSR and the United States believe that a future conven-
dreflect the obligation of each party to take appropriate in-
“asures in accordance with its constitutional procedures to
and prevent any activity contrary to the provisions of the
i anywhere under its jurisdiction or control.
bilities for confidence-building measures are being ex-

information on the volum
ks. Plans for destruction
n should also be declare
the two sides are continuing to ma
ic content of the declarationg conep
warfare and concerning means of py
basic concept of mea
to be resolved.
eached that stocks of means for ¢
ed or diverted for permitted purg
te becomes a party. Means of prd';l i
ventually destroyed or dismantlad.
of means of production should be,
should be completed not later th;
S a party.
United States and the USSR beliey
contain provisions in accordane
ically exchange statements and
ss of the destruction of stocks of 1
rersion for permitted purposes
dismantling of means of prod
nicals covered by the conventi
‘esses. -
ited States believe that the fulfil
ler the future convention should
ment of adequate verification.
respect to such verificatio
itional and international me
lon measures should include th
This committee could be conw
fthe convention, as well asij

€ and time
or dismantjp,
d.In the cour?

nsultative committee ip the
rried out by a secretariat.
t of negotiations.
Id exchange, through the
ain data on super-toxic let
ited, and used for permi
chemicals and the mo
urposes. To this end, it

ire chemie
10n of

al weapons convention should include a with-

the type included in other arms control and dis-
€ements.

Uestion of the con
“8I0S unagreed,

b 0 Sides believe th
will Tequire working

ditions for entry into force of the con-

at an effective prohibition of chemical
out a large number of technical ques-




536 DOCUMENTS ON DISARMAMENT, 1979

tions which would be dealt with in annexes to the conVention _
which are now being studied. and

* * *

The United States and the Soviet Union note the great impoptan-
attached to the elaboration of a convention by the Generg] Asse %
of the United Nations and the Committee on Disarmameny Whi
manifested itself, in particular, in the identification of the questio
the prohibition of chemical weapons as one of the priority items au
the agenda adopted for the current session of the Committee': n
Disarmament. Both sides will exert their best 0 complete
bilateral negotiations and present a joint initiative to the Commj
on Disarmament on this most important and extremely complex pr
lem as soon as possible.

Statement by the Group of 21 to the Commiﬁee'--
Disarmament: Conclusion of the 1979 Session of the
Committee, August 9, 1979 !

The Special Session of the United Nations Genera] Assem
devoted to Disarmament recognized the inadequacy of the resul;

order to revitalize disarmament negotiations.? It was the expectati
of the Group of 21 that this, together with the consensus adoption o
the Programme of Action at the Special Session, would lead to con
crete progress in disarmament negotiations particularly on the
priority issues.

During this, its first annual session, the Committee on Dis
ment worked intensively. In the light of past experience, the ad
by the Committee of its rules of procedure is a significant achi
ment.® The discussions on this subject reflected the general desir
all States to participate effectively in the process of disarmam
negotiations. Likewise, the adoption by the Committee of its ag
is an advance since it reflects a consensus of the Committee
one hand, regarding the broad framework of its responsibilit
on the other, on those issues which require urgent negotiat

mittee having been repeatedly so recommended h‘
United Nations General Assembly.

The Group reiterates the importance and urgency of conclt
comprehensive nuclear test ban treaty. Unfortunately, ‘dlﬂl‘
1979 session, the Committee was unable to give sul?st-antlv
eration to the question of a nuclear test ban despite the

resolutions by the United Nations General Assembly and its red!
e

' CD/50.

® Documents on Disarmament, 1978, pp. 482 433.

*See above, Feb. 28,




