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that any party could turn to the United Nations Security Council with a
complaint which would include appropriate rationale. In case of
suspicion that the convention is not being complied with, the Consulta-
tive Committee, upon request of any party, or of the Security Council,
could undertake an investigation of the actual state of affairs.

17. National measures of verification would include the use of
national technical means of verification in a manner consistent with
generally accepted principles of international law. In this connexion,
parties should not impede, including through the use of deliberate
concealment measures, the national technical means of other parties
carrying out the aforementioned verification functions.

18. The US and the USSR remain of the view that it would be
advisable to reflect in a future convention the obligation of each party
to take appropriate internal measures in accordance with its constitu-
tional procedures to prohibit and prevent, anywhere under its jurisdic-
tion or control, any activity contrary to the provisions of the convention.

19. Possibilities for confidence-building measures continue to be
explored.

20. The US and the USSR proceed from the premise that a future
convention on chemical weapons would include a withdrawal provi-
sion similar to the relevant provisions contained in other arms control
and disarmament agreements.

21. The question of the conditions for entry into force of a conven-
tion remains unagreed.

22. The two sides believe that inasmuch as an effective prohibition
of chemical weapons requires working out a large number of technical
questions it is advisable to deal with them in annexes to a convention.
This matter remains a subject of discussion.

* * *

The United States and the Soviet Union wish to inform the member
States of the Committee on Disarmament of their earnest intention to
continue their persistent efforts to find mutually acceptable solutions
to the extremely complex unresolved issues relating to a general, com-
plete and verifiable prohibition of chemical weapons, with a view to
completing successfully the bilateral US-Soviet negotiations and pre-
senting a joint initiative to the Committee on Disarmament at the
earliest possible time.

Canadian Working Paper Submitted to the Committee
on Disarmament: Organization and Control of Verifi-
cation Within a Chemical Weapons Convention, July
8, 1980

Chemical weapons would be quite useful for warfare under many
circumstances and it is necessary that adequate verification measures
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be available and that international control of these measures be
sufficient to ensure the security of all States. It has often been
suggested and in fact agreed, as it appears in the 1970 [1980] joint re-
port from the United States of America and USSR, ? that a Consultative
Committee supported by a secretariat should be available to monitor
verification and compliance.

Due to the complex nature of chemical weapons, the numbers of
toxic chemicals which are suitable for this role, and the variety of
activities which must be monitored, it is unlikely that a Consultative
Committee alone will adequately provide this service and the nature of
its supporting elements requires further definition.

For example, one could contemplate the establishment of an interna-
tional verification control agency for this purpose. It would be directed
by an executive officer such as a Director General, and would contain a
secretariat to provide for co-ordination of the necessary services and
dissemination of information. It could also include inspection teams
and other technical personnel to provide for the processing of eco-
nomic information and various scientific data including the analysis of
chemical samples. The agency would report to the Consultative
Committee as well as to the United Nations. The Consultative Commit-
tee would meet regularly to review events and at other times in
response to a challenge or other request by one or more signatory
States.

Each Member State would be expected, as it has been suggested, to
establish a national verification agency as well, to review national
activities under the treaty and to report results and provide technical
and other verification information to the international agency. It would
also act as contacts and hosts for any international inspection teams
which were required to enter the country and it would provide
candidates for the international secretariat and its technical staff.

The monitoring of national activities such as stockpile destruction,
agent production plant demolition, research and development activi-
ties for peaceful and defensive purposes, the non-transfer of agents,
information and weapons to other nations, and eventually the non-
production of new chemical weapons will require some on-site inspection.
National agencies would have a role in carrying out this control but this
should be done in conjunction with international arrangements, partic-
ularly at critical phases of some activities and in challenge situations.
For some activities the taking of on-site and near site samples will be
necessary. This must be done by standardized techniques and, on
those occasions when international inspectors are present, duplicate
samples would be taken for comparison analysis in laboratories of both
the national and international agencies.

Other mechanisms of verification control which should occur under
a convention, and may be assisted by the national and international
agencies, will include the initial declarations, periodic exchanges of
statements and review conferences to update definitions, criteria and
agent lists, bilateral discussions, appeals to the Consultative Commit-
tee and if necessary, appeals to the United Nations Security Council or
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General Assembly. These mechanisms seem to be those wathtg;s
necessary to provide adequate international control of tl;e vgm_ r:(t:grln :
. ion between national and i -
s and the degree of co-operation . r
g;(r]giszgencies as oﬁt]ined should ensure that national interests are not
compromised by this process.

i ini President
British Prime Minister Thatche_r to _
Leg:rl;::? “S1ale of Trident | Missiles to the United Kingdom,
July 10, 1980

As you are aware the United Kingdom Governm?nt atquft;esligiﬁ;i
i intenance of a nuclear deterrent capability.
i i it laris force in the early 1990s, and
to replace the present Polaris fo
Ee n'ecei:iv.ifli‘gwed 519 options, the Government has concluded that t;}e
Taﬂsgt I weapon system best meets the need to maintain afwa te
Llclear deterrent capability into the 21st century. I write there ozle iﬁ
2sk you whether the United States Governmentdwt;n:ld be p;erp(azgevém
« i . " o )
i i tion which has existed between our
continuation of the coopera _ iynesn o Covern:
in this fi i Polaris Sales Agreement o p p
ments in this field since the Po _ me Al
inui rident [ missiles, equipm
n a continuing basis, Triden ssi . !
:Eggl;yrti?\g services, in a manner generally similar to that in which
i s supplied. _ e
po'}"ell:éslﬁ?ted lgiflgdom Government would cwlmsl; totpurctl-tlzﬁfesﬁf :;c:t:?;
issi i Itiple independently targe > re-ent
missiles, complete with mu ! o e g
icles and less only the warheads themselves, togethe
ﬁf:ﬁ?ﬁ;g supporting services, on a Contl?UI%g.})?ﬁls Lt.? utl;;oilljrtl:; Cﬁ;ﬁ
intai iti bmarines (or 5 if the Unite
maintain a force of 4 British submarine: z 2f the Difited Xl om
ent so prefer), close coordination being i
g?%::lﬁltive Agencies of the two Governments in order to assure
ibility of equipment. . .
Co?lrﬁeat:;ucceyssor ?0 Fhe Polaris force w1lll F)efasmgm;gl ;(:‘Ctél;et ‘l:ll(:;tr};
i isati ike the Polaris force; a
Atlantic Treaty Organisation, like ' e
i i 3 t may_ decide that supreme
the United Kingdom Governmen piecide Fapren :
e used for the purposes
interests are at stake, the successor force will be ' 4
i i lliance in all circumstances.
of international defence of the Western al cum Ty
i the modernisation of the
i understanding that cooperation in )
gnrirtlzd Kingdom nu%:lear deterrent in this way wou}d l_)e conilst:eg:
with the present and prospective international obligations of bo
arties. . '
i In particular, I would like to assure you that the Umtecih!(ul*t\;gigg
Government continues to give whole-hearted support to fe I
Long-Term Defence Programme and to other strengthening o contx_f 3
tional forces. The United Kingdom Government has sybstaun 13‘%
increased its defence spending, in accordance with NATO's collec i
policy, and plans to make further such increases in the future mKﬂ' .
to improve the effectiveness of its all-around contribution to Allie
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