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So, let's remember the SS-20's before we start worrying too much about
what we're thinking about. But remember also that our present 8-inch
guns and our present Lance missiles over there are tactical nuclear
weapons.

Chinese Paper Submitted to the Committee on Disarmament:
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, August 13, 1981 '

The question of the prohibition of chemical weapons has been one of
universal concern to the peoples of the world for a long time. Paragraph 75
of the Final Document adopted by the General Assembly at its first special
session on disarmament points out: “The complete and effective prohibi-
tion of the development, production and stockpiling of all chemical
weapons and their destruction represent one of the most urgent measures
of disarmament. Consequently, the conclusion of a convention to this
end, on which negotiations have been going on for several years, is one of
the most urgent tasks of multilateral negotiations"”.?

As is well known, during the First World War nearly 1,300,000 people
were injured or killed by poisonous gases. Since then, the chemical
weapons developed have been more numerous in type and characterized
by their greater capacity for mass destruction.

The Geneva Protocol of 1925°? already provides for the prohibition of
the use of chemical weapons in war; nevertheless, in many wars, including
some wars that took place recently in the Asian region, chemical weapons
have been used all along.

Chemical weapons possess these characteristics: they are multiple in
their effects, low in cost, easy to manufacture and convenient to pro-
liferate. The rapid development of modern science and technology has
provided various necessary conditions and new possibilities for the pro-
duction of chemical weapons. The appearance of new chemical warfare
agents of higher toxicity that are more rapid in their effects, and whose
physical and chemical characteristics are more suitable to the requirements
of utilization, and the improvement of dissemination techniques will all
substantially increase the lethal and injurious capabilities of chemical
weapons. In particular, after the emergence of binary chemical weapon
technology the production of chemical warfare agents has already become
part of general chemical and industrial production, thus enabling prepara-
tions for chemical warfare to be conducted in greater secrecy and with
greater ease. The Superpowers are developing and stockpiling large quan-
tities of chemical weapons and have made chemical weapons one of their
important means of warfare. Under these circumstances, it is all the more

———
': CD/212.
, y oCuments on Disarmament, 1978, p. 425.
Ibid., 1969, pp. 764-765.
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emical weapons. In various United Na-
tions forums, the Chinese delegation has clearly stood for the complete

prohibition and total destruction of all chemical weapons, and the concly.-
sion, as soon as possible, of an international convention on the complete
prohibition and total destruction of all chemical weapons. In 1980, after
participating for the first time in the work of the Committee on Disarma-
ment, the Chinese delegation put forward working paper CD/1024 in
which we clearly indicated our basic position on the main contents of a
convention prohibiting chemical weapons. The following are some further

comments on certain substantive issues relating to the prohibition of
chemical weapons:

1. The Chinese delegation proposes that the scope of the future conven-
tion prohibiting chemical weapons should include the prohibition of their
development, production, stockpiling, acquisitions, transfer and use. Qur
proposal to include use in the scope of prohibition of the future conven-
tion is based on the following considerations.

Firstly, the Committee on Disarmament is engaged in negotiations on the
conclusion of a separate convention which has not been in existence, aimed
at the complete prohibition of chemical weapons. It is very important that
such a convention should be truly comprehensive in nature.

Secondly, the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyx-
iating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of War-
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! Ibid., 1980, pp. 252-253,

* Internationa Legal Materials, 16 Nov. 1977, No. 6, pp. 1391 £., 1442 ff.
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regulating wars. This has been done in the past, and will certainly be done
again in the future.

In accordance with the above considerations, the inclusion of use in the
scope of prohibition of the future convention prohibiting chemical
weapons could only strengthen the 1925 Geneva Protocol. Such a con-
vention will strengthen trust between countries, and we believe that more
countries will accede to it as a result.

2. The Chinese delegation is of the view that in drafting a convention
on the complete prohibition and total destruction of chemical weapons, it
is imperative first to arrive at a clear definition of the chemical warfare
agents to be prohibited. The question of definition not only concerns the
scope of prohibition and the contents of the convention, but also has a
bearing upon the relevant means and methods of verification.

The definition of a chemical warfare agent must be both comprehensive
and accurate. Its comprehensiveness is designed to ensure that all chemical
warfare agents which should be prohibited are brought within the scope of
the prohibition. It should include not only supertoxic lethal agents but also
incapacitating agents and irritant agents; it should include not only single-
purpose chemical warfare agents but also dual-purpose chemical warfare
agents and precursors which can turn into chemical warfare agents during
the process of their use. The accuracy of the definition is designed to avoid
erroneously including in the scope of the prohibition chemical substances
which should not be prohibited, since that would adversely affect the
development of the industrial and agricultural production of States and
their scientific and technological progress.

3. The Chinese delegation, like many other delegations, has consis-
tently favoured stringent and effective international monitoring and
verification measures for prohibiting chemical weapons. The view ex-
pressed in working paper CD/106 * put forward by the French delegation
that “it would be more dangerous for the security of the countries affected
to prohibit the manufacture and possession of chemical agents and
weapons without providing means of verifying the strict application of the
prohibition than to have no agreement whatsoever” is completely in ac-
cord with the actual situation. The fact that the 1925 Geneva Protocol
does not contain articles on complaint and verification procedures with
regard to violations of the convention prohibiting the use of chemical
weapons has resulted in there being no investigation and confirmation of
chemical weapons having been used in many wars and armed conflicts. This
has emboldened some countries to use chemical weapons unbridled.

In its working paper CD/102, the Chinese delegation also clearly states
that there should be stringent and effective measures for international con-
trol and supervision to ensure the strict implementation of the provisions

* Documents on Disarmament, 1980, pp. 275-283.
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of the convention. An appropriate organ of international control should
be set up for this purpose, charged with the responsibility of verifying the
destruction of chemical weapon stockpiles and the dismantling of facilities
for their production. The organ should also be empowered to investigate
charges on the use of chemical weapons and on any other violations of the
convention. Appropriate measures should be spelled out to deal with
verified cases of violations of the convention with a view to bringing
about their prompt cessation. Moreover, the organ should provide strong
resistance to imperilled contracting parties. The organ of international
control should have qualified experts and advanced and effective verifica-
tion techniques and devices to enable it to discharge the function of clear
verification with which it is charged. In this way all contracting parties

will be subject to equal control, thereby ensuring the strict implementation
of the convention.

Many delegations attach very great importance to the question of on-
site inspection, and have put forward quite a number of specific proposals,
The Chinese delegation is of the view that in order to ensure strict im.-
plementation of the articles of a convention on the complete prohibition
and total destruction of chemical weapons, provision must be made for
certain necessary on-site inspection measures. For instance, there should
be international on-site inspection measures with regard to charges on the
use of chemical weapons, the destruction of chemical weapon stockpiles
and the dismantling of facilities for their production.

4. Various delegations have suggested three methods of dealing with
the question of production facilities for chemical weapons: dismantling,
conversion to peaceful purposes and shutting them down. We consider
dismantling to be conducive to enhancing a sense of security and trust be-
tween States and that it is the most appropriate method for dealing with
facilities for the production of chemical weapons. Converting them to
peaceful production and shutting them down are not ideal measures since
they would not only make verification more difficult but would also carry
the potential risk of the facilities being utilized again within a short period

of time to renew production of chemical weapons.

Statement by the U.S. Representative (Flowerree) to the
Committee on Disarmament [Extract], August 13, 1981 '

L Ll . L] - L] -

It will not have escaped the notice of members of the Committee that the
United States delegation has been relatively silent during our 1981 session.

' CD/PV.146, pp. 10-16.
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