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FINAL DOCUMENT OF THE SECOND REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TC

THE CONYENTION OM THE PROHIBITION OF THE DEYELOPMENT, PRODUCTION

AND STCCXPILING OF BACTERIOLCGICAL {BIOLGCGICAL) AND TOXIN WEAPONS
2AND ON THEIR DESTRUCTION

T. ORGAENIZATION AND WORK OF TiE CONTEREUCE

Introduckbion

1. mhe Final Declaration of the Fixrst Review Conference of the Parties o
the Convention on the Prcohibition of the Develcpment, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological {Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their
Destruction, in the section dealing with the review of article XII of the

Convention, contained the following decision:

»The Conference decides that a second Review Conferenée'shall ke held in
Ceneva at the regquest of a majority of States Parties not earlier than
1885 and, in any case,_nct_later'than 1990“-_}[

2. By resolution 3%9/65 D, adopted on 12 December 1934, the General Assembly,
bea:ing.in'mind_the above-mentioned decision of the Review Conferance, noted
that, at the request of a majority of States Parties to the Convention on the
Prohibizion of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological
{Biological)} and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction, & second Review
Conference tc the Parties to the Convention would be held in 1986, and that.
following appropriate consultations, a Preparatory Commities was to be
established prior to the holding of the Review Confersence.

3.° Following such consultations, it was agreed that a Preparatory
Committee, open to all States parties to the Convention, would convene
at the United Nations Office at Geneva on 28 Apxril 1586.

4. The Preparatory Committee held one session at Geneva from 28 April to |
___;~;;;;nga§;1986;—4The¥fol1owing—5tates—?-rties*hd:thé—Conventioﬁhpa:ticipated_in:;;T;

‘the Preparatory Committee: Afghanistan, Argentina, Australia, Austria, :
Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Soclalist.
Republic, Canada, Chirna, Colombia, Cuba, Cyprus, czechoslovakia, DenmarX,
Ecuador, Ethiopia, Finland, France, German-Democratic_Republic, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Hungary, India, Iran (Islaric .
Republic of), Ireland. Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Libyan Axrab Jamahiriva.,
Mexico, Mongolia, Netherlands, Wew Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama,

" Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Reomania, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
Thailand, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Sceialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdcm of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Venezuela and Yugoslavia. ' '

5. Ar its 6th meeting on 1 May 1386, the Committee agreed that its puread
would be composed of Mr. F. Gajda (gungaryl}. Ambassador A.S. Gonsalives {India}
and Ambassader M. Buslid (¥orway) and that each member of the Sureau would

1/ BEWC/CONT.T/10
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5. The Committee alsc had pafore it 2 ravised estimate ~f the cosh of the
conferance reflacting the actual cost of the gession of rhe Preparatory
Committee [EWC/CONF.IL/S).

quahization of the Conference

13. TIn accordance with the decisom of the Preparatory Committee, the
Conference was convened on 8 September 1985 at the palais des Nations in
Geneva for a pericd of three weeks.

14. + its 1st meeting on 8 September, rhe Conference elecied by acclamation
ambassador Winfried Lang (Austria) as its President.

15. At the same meeting, a message from the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Onited Nations, Javier pérez de Cué&llaxr, was read out by the Special
Representative of the Secretary-General, Mr. Jan Mateason,

Under—Secretary—General of the United Nations for Disarmament Affairs.

16. <The Conference adopted its agenda as recormended by the Preparatory

Cozmittee (BWC/CONF.II/1, Aanex ).

17. The Conference teok note with appreciation of the Report of the
Preparatory Commitiee (3WC/CONT.IX/1}-

i1g. The Conferernce adopted its Rules of Procedure as raccmmended by the
Preparatory Commities (5%C/CONF.II/1, Annex II). The Rules of Procsdure
provided for {a} a General Committee, chair=sd by rhe President of the
Conference and composed of the Chairman of the Commitiee of the ¥Wnole, the

Chairman of the Drafting Committee, the Chairman of the Credentials Commitiee,

as well as the 20 Vice-presidents of the Conference: (B} 2 committes of the
whole; (c) a Drafting Committee, composed of representatives of the same

24 States Parties represented on the Ganeral Committes; and {d} a credentials
Committee, composed of a Chairman and Vice-Chairman elected by the Conference.

and five other members appointed by the conference on the proposal of the
President.

following States Parties: Shutan, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ethiopla,
German Democratic Republié, Ghana, Hungary, Iran {Islamic Republic of},
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Nigeria, Norway, peru, Poland, tinion of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britazin and Yorthern Ireland and
tnited States of America. The Conference also elected by acclamation the
Chairman and Vice-Chairman of the Coumittee of the Whole, the prafting
commlittee and the CredentialsICommittee, as follows:

Committee of the Whole: = Chairwman smbassador M. Vejvoda
(Czechoslovakia}
Vice-Chairman zombassador M.A. Campora
' {Argentina)
vVice—Chalrman ambassador C. Clerckx

{Belgium)

o ——
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Drafting Committee : Chairman . ambassador R.. Butler
' (Australia)

Vice—Chairman ambaszador B. Keonstantinov
{Bulgarla}

Credentials Committea Chairman 2mbaszador D.D. Afande
: ' ' {Xenya)

Vice—Chairman " ambassador J-M. Lacleta
{Spain)

The Conference alsco appointed the follewing five States parties as members of
the Credentials Committee: Cyprus, Joxrdan, New zealand, Switzerland and
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.

20. The Conferaence confirmed by acclamation the nomination of
Ms. Aida Tuisa fevin as Secretary-General of the Conference. The nomination
had been made by the Secretary-General of +he [nited Nations, following an

invitation by the Preparatory Committee.

Darticipation at the Conference

21. Sixty-thrase States Parties to the Conventicn participated in the
Conference as foliows: Afghanistan, Argentina, australia, Austria,
Bangladesh, Beigium, Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Byelcrussian Soviet Sccialist
Republic, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cypras,
crechoslovakia, Democcratic Xampuchea, rCenmark, Ecuador, Zthiopiz, Finland,
France, German Democratic Republic, Gemmany, rederal Republic of, Ghana.
Greece, Hungarv, India, Iran (Isilamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Japarn.
Jordan, ¥Xenya, Kuwalt, Luxembourg, Mexico, Mongoiia, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nigeria, Norway. Pakistan, Pera, poland, Portugal, Romania, San Marino, Saudi
‘Arabia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of Ame:ica,_Vengzuela,

22. In additien, four States which bave signed the Treaty but rave not vek
ratified it participated in the Conference, without taking part in its
decisions, as provided for in Rule 44, paragraph 1, of the Rules of
Procedures Egypt, Irag, Moraocco and Sri Lanxa.

23. One additional State, Algeria, neither a Party to nor a Signatory of the
Convention, was granted Observer status in accordance with Rule 44,
paragrapn 2. | :

24. Three non—governmental organizations attended the Conference under

Rule 44, paragraph 5. ' ' '

25. & list of all delegations to the Conference, lincluding States pParties,
Signatories, QObserver State anad non—governmental organizations is contained in
Annex IT.
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26. The credentials Committee met oOn 24 September and reported on the
credentials of the States parties and Signatories (BWC/COWF.II/LG and Corr.l
and AAEG.1}. At its 10th plenary meeting on 26 September the Conference took
note of the TI2por:.

Wwork of the Conference

»7. The Conference held 10 plenary meetings between 8 and 265 September when
+ concluded its work. :

28_. The general debate, in which 45 States Parties apnd one Signatory made
starements, toock place at the 3rd to 8th plenary meetings held from
.9 to 15 September. ' :

"2g9_ The General Committee, at its 1st meeting on 10 September, considered
jtem 10 of the Agenda entitled "Programme of work® and decided, inter alta, %te
make the following recommendations to the Conferehce:

(1} The Committee of the Whole should undertake the review of the
various articles and provisions of the Convention under agenda
ivems 16 (b), 10 (c) and 11. : '

{2) - The Drafting Committee should undertake the task of preparing and
gubmitting to the plenary rhe draft Finmal Document of the
conference, including the Final Declaration. - '

30. At its 7th pléna:y.meeting on 15 September, the Conference adopted the
above recommendations of the ceneral Commitiee.

21. The Committee of the Whole held eight meetings between
16 and 22 September, during which 1t reviewed the provisions of the
Convention, article by article, followed by consideration of the Preamble and
purpcoses of the Convention. ts report {BWC/COH?.II/Q and Corr-1-2 and. Add.l}
was submitted to the Conference on 22 Septembexr. The conference, at its

9th plenary meeting on 22 September, tocok note of the report. The report of
"*thechmmitEee~ofnthemwhole.isnatéachéd;:”_—m"- s o -"—=r-~---"W"-":;;%ﬁ

j: ".‘J

32. The Drafting Committee met between 22 and 26 September and submitted its
report to the conference on 26 September (BWC/CONF.II/II). The Conference at

jts 10th plenary meeting on 26 September, .took mote af the report.

Documentation

"33. A 1list of the dccuments_of'thé Couference is attached as Annex T.

Conclusicn of the Conference

34. At its 10th and final pienary_meeting on 26 September, the conference
adopted by consensus 1its Final Document 25 recowmended by the Drafting
Committes in document BWC/CONT.IL/11. The Final Document consists of
four partsz: I. Crgenization and work of the Conference; IT. Final
peclaration, III. Report of the Cormittee of the Whole, and IV. Swmary

Records of Plenary Meetings of the Conference-
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‘Second Review Conference of the Fart iags &0 the Conventien

on the Prohibition of the Development, Producticon and
Stockpiling of Bacteriolegical {Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and con their Destruction

¥inal Docuament
PART IX

Pinal Declaration
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PREAMBLE

ITI. FINAL DECLARATION

The States parties to the Conventio
Cevelopment, Production and Stockpiling
Toxin wWeapons and on thelr Destruction, having met 1n Geneva a-26 September

~the request of a maj

_ Lonit s
‘effectiveness of the Convention,

n on the prohibition of the
of Bacteriological {Biclogical} and

ecision by the First Review Conference 1980 and at

ority of .States parties to the Convention, t9 review the

oparagion of the Convention with a view

preamble and the pro

visions of the Conve

Reaffirming their determination o

ree ot —_ =
progress towards gen

eral and complete dx

to assuring that +he purposes of the
ation are belng raalizeds

act with a view to achieving effective
sarmament, including the prohibition

and elimination of all types of weapons of mass destructlon, and convinced

that the prohibition of the development,
chemical and bacteriological {biclegical
through effectiwve measures, will facilit
complete disarmament ander strict and ef

production and stockpiling of

) weapons and their elimination,
ate the achievement of genexal and
Factive international-ccntrol,

Recoguizing the continuing importance of the Convention and its
cbiectives and the commen interast of mankiné in the eiliminaticn of

bacteriological {bic

logical) and toxin weapons,

Affirming rheir helief that universal adherence rq the Convention would
____.._...——-——“—'
enhance Tarernational peace and security., would not nampeT econcmic CT

rechnological devalopment and, fu

ipformation for the
purposes,

confirming the

Srates Parties,

rther, would facilitate the wider exchange of

use of bactericlogical {bioclogical] agents for peaceful

commorn: interest in_strengthening the authority and the

to premote confidence and co-ocperation among

Affirzing the importance of strengthening_internationa} go-operation_in

| ———— . N . .
the”field-cf"biotechnology,_geneticﬂenginge:ingL_migroblqgggg;igﬁ_gﬁﬁgr -

_______ ______";?a%

related areas.,

Reaffirming the
Geneva Protocol of 1
with them,

Recalling that
condemned all action

recognizing the
jntarnational conven

. development, product

destruction,

ir adherence to the
7 June 1925 and call

Pl

principles ané objectives of the
ing upon all States to corply strictlty

the_General Assembly of the United Nations has repeatedly

5 contrary to the sa

importance of achie
rion on the complete

id principles and cobijectives.

ving as a matter of high ptiority'an
and effactive prohibition of the

jon and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their

Noting the relevant provisions of the Final Docuxent of the

£irst special sessio

o ef the General AsSS

embly davoted tO disarmament,

3
]
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Appealing to all States to refrain from any action which might place the
cenvention or any of its provisions in jeopardy.

Declare thelr strong determination, for the sake of all mankind, to
exclude completely the possibility of microbial, or other biological agents,
or toxins being used as weapons and reaffirm their strong support for the
convention, their continued dedication to its principles and objectives and
their legal obligation undex international law to implement and strictly
comply with its provisions.

ARTICLE I

The Conference notes the importance of Article I as the Article which
defines the scope of the Convention and reaffirms 1its suppart for the
provisions of this article.

The Conference concludes that the scope of Article I covers scientific
and technological developments relevant to the Convention.

The Conference nctes statements by scme States parties that compliance
with Articies I, II and III was, in their view, subject to grave goubt in some
cases and that efforts to resolve those concerns had not been successful. The
Conference notes the statements by othexr States parties that such 2 doubt was
anfounded and, in their view, not in accordance with the Conventicon. The
conference agrees that the application by States parties of a positive
approach in questions'of compliance iIn accordance with the provisions of the
Convention was in the interest of all.States parties and that this would serve
to promcte cenfidence amonrg Stares Parties.

The confersnce, ccnécicus of apprehensions arising fzom relevant
scientific and technological developments, inter alia, in the fields of
microbiclogy, genetic enginsering and biotechnolegy. and the pcssibilities of
their use for purposes. inconsistent with the objectives and the provisions of
+he Conventien, reaffirms that the undertaking given by the States rarties in

The Conference reaffirms that the Convention'unequivocaliy.applies to all
matural or artifically created microbial or other biological agents oT roxins
whatever their origin or wmethod of production. Consequently, toxins (both
proteinaceous and non—proteinacecus) of a microbial, animal or vegetable
nature and their synthetically produced analogues are covered.

ARTICLE II

The Conference noltes +hHe importance of Article II and welcomes the
statements made by States which have beccme Parties to the Convention since
the First Review Conference that they dc mot pessess agents, toxing, weaponss
ecuipment or means of delivery referred te in Article I of the Convention.

~The Conferance believes that such statements enhance confidence in the

Convention.

The Conference stresses that States which become Parties to the

- -
Convention, in implementing rhe provisions af this Rrticle, shall observe &1
necessary safety precautians to protect populations and the environment.
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ARTICLE IIT

The Conference notes the importance of Article IIX and welcomes the
statements which States that have acceded to the Convention have made to the
effact that they have not transferred ageuts, toxins, weapons, eguipment or
means of delivery, specified in Article I of the Convention, to any reciplient
whatscever and have not furnished assistance, encouragenent or inducement to
any State, group of States or internaticnal organizations to manufacture o
otherwise acquire them. The Conference affiyrms that Article III 1is
sufficiently comprehensive so as to cover any recipient whatsoever at
international, naticnal or sub-national levels.

The Conference nctes that the provisions of this article should not be
used to impose restrictions and/or limitations on the transfer for purpceses
consistent with the objectives and the provisions of the Convention of
scientific knowledge, technology, equipment and matexrials to States Parties.

JARTICLE IV

The Conference rnotes the importance of Article IV, under which each
tate Party shall, in accordance with its constitutional processes, take any
recessary measures to prohibit oxr prevent any acts or actions which would
contravene the Convention. ' '

The Conference calls upon 2ll States Parties which have not yekt taken any
necessary measures in accordance with their constitutional processes, as
required by the Article, to do so immediately. : -

The Conference notes that States Parties, as reguested by the
First Review Conference, have provided tc the United Wations Department for ~
Disarmament Affairs information om and the texis of specific legislation
enacted or other regulatory measures taken by them, relevant to this. Article.
The Conference invites States Partlies to continue to provide such information
and texts to the United Nations Departwent for Disarmament Affairs for

The Conference notes the importance of

- legislative, aéministrative and other measures desigred effectively
to suarantee compliance with the provisions of the Ceonvention
within the territory under the jurisdiction or control of a
State Partys

- legislation regarding the physical protection of laboratories and
" facilities to prevent_unauthorized access to and removal of
pathogenic or toxic material; and

- inclusion in. textbooks and in medical, ccientific and military
educational programmes of information dealing with the protibiticn
of bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons and the
provisions of tha Geneva Protqcol
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and pelieves that such measures which States might undertake in accordance
with their coastitutional process would atrengthen the effectlveness of the
Convention.

ARTICLE V

The Conference notes the importance of Article ¥V and reaffirms the
obligation assumed by States Parties to congult and co—operate with one
another in solving any problems which may arise in relation to the cbjective
of, or in the application of the provisions of, the Convention.

The Conference reaffirms that consultation and co-operation pursuant to
shis Article may also be undertaken +hrough appropriate international
procedures within the framework of the United Wationms and in accordance with
fts Charter. ’

~ The Conference confirms the conclusion in the Final Declaration of the
First Review Conference that these procedures include, inter alia, the right
of any State Party to regquest that a censulrative meeting open to all States
Darties be convened at expert level.

The Conference strasses the nead for all Statss to deal seriousiy with
comzpliance issues and emphasizes that the failure to do so undermines the
Convention aznd the arms control process iIn general.

The Conference appeals to States Parties to make all possible efforts =C
solve any problems which may arise in relation to the cbiective of, or in the
application of the provisions of, the Convention with a view towards
encouraging strict chbservance of the provisions subscribed to. The Confarsnce
further recuests that information on such efforts be provided to the
Third Review Conference. ' '

The Conference, taking into account views exprassed concerning the need

~-to strengthen the_implementation;of_theﬁpzqvisionsﬂQE_Ar;icla V. -has_agreeds

- that a consultative meeting shall be promptly convened when
requested by a State Party.

- that a consultative meeting may consider any problems which may
arise in relation to the objective of, or in the application of the
provisions of the Convention, suggest ways and means for further
clarifying, inter alia, with assistance of technical experts, any
matter considered ambiguous or unresolved, as well as initiate
app:opriate-interﬁational procedures within the framework of. the
Uni*ed Nations and in accordance with i*s Charter,

- chat the consultative meeting, or any State Party, Tay reguest
specialized assistance in solving an problems which may arise in
relation to the objective of, or in the application of the
provizions of, the Couvention, through, inter alie, appropriate
international procedures within the framework of the United Mations

and in accordance with its Charter,
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vhe Confarence coonsiders that States parties srall co-oparate with
+he consultative meeting in irs consideratbi =
may arise in relation to the ohjective 9f, °T in the applicaticn 9
the provisions of the Convention, ani io ciarifying ambiguous and
-ate in appropriate

a

worx of the Unitad Hationz

solred matters, as well 23 co-oEe
rnaticnal procedures wirhin the fram
arnd in accordance with its Charter.

The Counference. mindful of the provisions of Article V and ticie ¥. ani
determined Lo strengthen the authority of the Convention and €O erhanca
confidence in the implementation of its provisiens, agrees that the States
Parties ars O jmplement, on the basis of mutual co—operation, the folleowling
measures, in order to prevent oI reduce the occurrence of ambiguities, dourzs
and suspicicas, and in order to improve international co—operation in the
fieild of peaceful bacteriological {biological) activities:

. Exchange c¢f data. including name, location, scope anéd general
description of activities, on research centres and laboratories that Deec
very high naticnal or jaternational safety standards astabliished for ’
“handling, for permitted purpeses. biolcgiczal materials that pose & nigh
individual and community risk or sgecialize in permitted bpiological
activities dizmecty related to the Conventicn.

2. Exchange of information on all outbreaks of infecticus 4diseases and
similar occurrences caused by toxins thal Sesx) +to deviate from the normal
- pattarn as ragards tT¥pe. dewvelopment, pilace, OF time of ccouUrrance. 1<
possible, the information provided would include, as socn as it is
available, data on the type of disease, approximate area affected, and
number of cases.

3. Encouragement of publication of resuits of biological regearch
directly reiated te the Conventlon, in scientzific journals generally
available to States Parties, as well as promotion of use for permitted
purpeses of knowledge gained ig this research.

- . ——————_—

’_11__‘hétivé‘pfcmﬁtioﬁ_of_tohtact§‘bétwéen‘scientists—engaged'in—— ----- =
biological ragearch directly related to the Convention, including
exchanges for Joint regearch on a mutually agreed basis. |

The Conference decides to hold an ad hoc meering of scientific and

rechnical experts from States Parties to finallze the modalities for the
exchange of information and data by working out, inter alia, appropriate
forms to be used by States parties for the exchange of information agread Lo
in this Final peclaration, thus enabling States parties to follow 2
standardized procedure. The group shall meet in Geneva for the period

31 March-15 April 1987 and shall communicate the rosults of the work to the
States Parties irmediately thereafter.

Pending the results of this meeting, the conference urges Srtates parties
to promptly apply these measures and report the data agreed upon TO the
United Wations Department for Disarmament Affairs.

The Conference requests +he United N¥ations napartment for D
airs to make available the informatlion received to all ates
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ARTICLE VI

The Conference also notes the importance of Article VI, which in addition
+o the procedures contained in Article V, provides for any State Party. which
f£inds that any other State ¥arty is acting in breach of its obligations under
#he Ccnvention, to lodge a complaint with the United Nations Security Council
ané under which each State Party andertakes to co—operate in carrying cut any
investigation which the Security Council may iﬁitiatef

mhe Conference notes the need to further improve and strengthen this and
cther procedures to enhance greater confidence in the Conventiocn. The
Conference considers that the Security Council may., if it deems it necessayy.
request the adgvice of the World Health Organization in carrying ocut any
investigation ¢f complaints lodged with the Council.

ARTICLE VII
The Conference notes that these provisions have not beeon invoked.
ARTICLE VIII

The Conference reaffirms the importance of Article VIII and stresses the
importance of rme Protcecel for the prohinition of the Use in war of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or other Gases and of Sacteriological Methods of
warfare.

The Ccnference reaffirms that nothing centained in +he Convention shall
be interpreted as in any wWay Limiting or detracting From the obligati
assumed by any State under the Protocol for the vronipition of the Use 1n Waxr
of asphyxiating. Poisoncus or other Gases and of Bacteriolcgical Methods cf
Warfare, signed at Geneva ©n 17 June 1325. Noting the report of the
Security Council (S/17311), +he Conferenca apreals to all States Parties T
the Geneva Protocol of 1925 to fulfil their okligations assumed under that
Protocol and urges all States not yet parties to the said protocol to adhere
- +o it at the earliest possible dats..

ARTICLE XX

The Conference reaffirms the obligation assumed by States Parties to
continue negotiations in good faith towards an early a2greement on effective
measures for the prohibition of the development, productioen and stockpiling of
chemical weapons and for rhelr destruction.

A1l States Parties participating in the Conferance reiterate theilr STIORG
commitment to this important goal.

The conference notes with satisfaction the substantial progress wmade 1n
the negotiaticns on a convention on the prohibiticn of chemical weapons in the
Conference on Disarmament during the period under review. The conference alsc .
takes note of the bilateral talks between the Union of Sovien Sociallst
Republics and the nited States of America on all aspects of the prohibitiOﬂ
of chemical weapons.

The Confarences nevertheless deeply regrets that an agreement on &
convention en chemical wW22pons nas not yet been. reached.
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~ The Conferance emphasizes the jncreasing lmportance of the provisions of
Arcicle X, especially in the Light of recent secientiflic and technological
devalopments in the fiald of biotechnology. bacteriological (binlogical)

agents and toxins with peaceful applications,-which nawe vastly increased the
potential for co-operation between States to help promote aconomic and social
development, and scientific and technological progTess, particularly in the
developing countries, in conformity with their inter=ssts, neads and pricrities.

The Conference, wnile acknowledging what has already been done towards
this end, notas with concern rhe increasing gap bebwesn +he developed and the
developing countries in the field of biotechnclogy. genetic engineering,
microbiclocy and other related areas. The Contferance accordingly urges States.
parties to provide wider access to and share their scientific and ;
on an eguzal and anon~discriminatory

rechnological knowledge in this field,
basis, in particular with the developing count-ies, for the tenefit of all
manxind.

The Conferance urges that States parties take specific measures within
their competence for rhe prowmotion of +he fullest possible international
coroperation in this fiald through thelr acrive intervention. Such measuyres
couid include, inter alia:

|
rt

ransfer and exchange of information concerning research prcgrammes
n bicw-sciences:

rie

- wider transfer and exchange of information, materials and eguipwent
among States o1 & systematic and long-terd basiss

_ - - active promotion of contacts betwean scientists and rechnical
— pexrsonnel-on a"reciprdcai~baéis,;inmrelevant_fieldsL_;;";__,m___;;__gjy
- increased technical co—gperaticon, including training cpportunities

to developing countries in the use of hig—-sciences and genetic
engineering for peaceful purposes:

- facilitating the conclusion of vilarteral, regional and multiragional
agreements providing on 2 mutually advantageous, equal and
non—discriminatory basis, for thelr participation in the development
and application of bictechnologys

~- . encouraging rhe co-ordination of national and regional programmes

and working out in an appropriate manner the ways and means of

co-operation in this field. '

The Conference calls for greater co—operation in international public
health and disease contral.
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The Confarence urges thakb co~operation under article X should be actively
pursued both within the bilateral and the multilateral framework and further
urges the use of exigting institutional means within the United Nationz system
and the full utilization of the possibilities provided by the sPecializeé‘
agencies and cther international organizatlions.

The Conference, noting that co—operation would be best initiated by
improved institutionalized dirscticn and co—ordination, recommends that
measures to ensure co-operation on stch a basis be pursued withip the existing:
means of the United Nations system. Accordingly, the Conference requests the
Sacretary~General of the United Wations to propose for inclusicn on the agenda
of a relevant United Nations kody a discussion and examination of the means
for improving institutional mechanisms iz order to Facilitate the fullest
possible exchange of eguipment, materials and scilentific and technological
information for the use of bacteriological (biological) agents and toxins for
peaceful purpeses. The Conference reccommends that ianvitations to participate
in this discussion and examination should be extended to all States Partiles,
whether or not they are members of the United Nations and concerned
specialized agencies.

The Conference regquestis the States Parties and the United Nations
Secretariat +eo inciude in the document materials prepared for the
above-mentioned discussion of States Parties, information and suggestions on
the implementation of Article X, taking into account the preceding
paragraphs. Furthermere, it vrges the specialized agencles, inter alta, ¥FAO,
WHO, UNESCO, WIPO and UNIDC, to participate in this discussion and fully
co-cperate with the Secretary—General of the fnited Nations and reguesis the
Secretary-General to send all relevant information of this Conference to these
agencies.

The Conference, referring to paragraph 35 of the ¥inal Decument ¢f the
first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, strasses
the importance of the obligations under Articie X in premoting ecconemic and

social development of developing countries, particularly in the lignt of the .
Onited Nations Cenference on the Relationship between Disarmament and
Development, for the States participating therein, scheduled for 1387.

The Conference, to ensure compliance with Article X, alse requests States
Parties and the United Nations Secretariat to provide information relewvant O
the implementation of the Article for examipnation by the next conference of

tates Parties.

The Conference upholds that the above-mentioned measures would positively
strengthen the Convention.

ARTICLE XTI
The Conferenca notes the importance of Article XI and that since the

entry into force of the Convertion the provisions of rhe article have not been
invoked. '
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ARTICLE X1

The Conference decides that 2 Third Review Conference shall be held in
ceneva at the reguest of a majority of States parties not later than 1991.

rhe Conference, noting the differing views with regard to verification,
decides that the Third Review Conference shall consider, EEEEE;EEEE=
- the impact of scientific and technological developments relevant to
+he Convention,

-—  the relevance for effective implementation of the Convention of the
results achieved in the negotiations on probibition of chemical
weapons,

- the effectiveness of the provisions in Article V for consultation
and co-operation and of the co—operative measures ag:eed in this
Final Declaration, and

- in the light of these consideraztions and of the provisions cf
Article XI, whether or not Further actions are called for to create
further co-operative measuras in the context of Article V, oT
legally binding improvements to the Convention, ©r 2 combination of
hoth.

ARTICLE XIIT

The Conference notes the provisions of Articie XIIT and expresses its
satisfaction that ne State Party to the Convention has exercised its right o
withdraw from the Convention. '

ARTICLE XIV

The Conference notes with satisfactionr that 2 significant numbex of
___States have ratified or ;ccededu;q_;hg;ponventiqh since the First Review _
S conferetfice and that’ the‘re—'"a‘jv;é-*ﬁdi:iiﬁﬁfé“'ﬁhéﬁ'—zwst‘a:t'e—s'ri-a'-rti-es'—td—the-"'—*—";—._’ ~
convention, inciuding all the permanent Members of the Security council of the-

United Wations.

~ The Conference calls upon States which have not vet ratified or acceded
to the Convention to do so without delay and upon those States which have not
signed the Convention to join the States parties thereto thus contributing to
the achievement of universal adnerence to the Convention.

The Conference makes an urgent appeal to all sStates parties to the
Couvention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on rheir Destructiocn,
which @id not participate in its work, to give their effective co-operation.
and take part more_actively in the comﬁon endeavour. of all the Contracting
parties to strengthen the objectives and PUrposes of the Convention. In this
connection, the Conference urges all States Parties that vere absent to take
part in the future work envisaged in this Final Declaration.
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ARTICLE XV
The Conference notes the provislons of Article XV.
The following proposals were submitted to the Conference and considered
by it; their full text is reproduced in the Final Document of the Review

Conferencea.

‘Preamile - Cuba

Bulgaria )
Finland _ '
German Democratic Republic
Sweden
Article

¥ China

b German Democratic Republic and Hungary

I Ireland

I Sweden

I-IIT Bulgaria and German Democ*atic Republic
I-1IV TUnited States of America
ITI Argentina
ITT Finland .

v German Demncratic Republic

v Argentina

v Australia, Netherlands and New Zealand

v Canada, France, Germany., Federal Republic of, Forway., Spain, Turkey

and the United Kingdom
v Australia, Belgium, France, Gexrmany, Federal Republic of. and the
United States of America :

v Finland
v Australia, Canada, France, Japan, Nethe*lands, Spain and the
United Xingdom

v Australia, Canada, Germany, Federal Republic: of, Italy,-Wetherlands,——--
Norway, Spain and the United States of America
h's Australia, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Repub11¢ of, Japan,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Spain, Turkey and the United States
- of America
v German Democratic Reoublic, Hungary and Unioen of soviet Socialist

Renublics
v Ireland
v Sweden
V-YI = Pakistan _ : : _ _
v-vi Germany, Federal Republic of and Unlted Xingdom
v-vI | Garman Democratic Republic
v-vI Union of Soviet Seocialist Republics
vI Colcmbia
vI Colombia
VI Francsa
VI Nigeria
VI Nigeria

VI Unitad States of America
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article

X
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X

X
X
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XTI

XITT
XTIV
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poland, Bulgaria and the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic

Sweden

Union of Sov"et Socialist Republlcs

Argentina

Bulgaria

Czechoslovakia, Ukrainian Soviet Sccxalls* Republic and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics

‘Czechoslovakia and Pcland

Crechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic and the Unicn of Seoviet
Socialist Republics

Hangary (on behalf of a group of socialist States)

India '

Hungary, Mongolia, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Pakistan ' -

Para

Poland -

Cerman Democratic Renubllc, Poland and Uk*a;n;an SGVlet Socizli
Republic -

Ireland

- Sweden

Swaden
mungary
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SECOND REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES
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. TOXIN WEAPONS AND ON THE!IR DESTRUCTION Ofiginal: E¥GLISH

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLZ

1. At its first plenary meeting on 8 September, the Review Conference
decided, in accordance with rule 35 of its Rules of Procedure, to estzblish =z,
Committee of the Whole to cousider in detail the substantive issues relevant
to the Convention with a view to facilitating the work of the Couference.

2. At its second meeting, the Conference elected by acclamation
Ambassador Milos Vejvoda (Czechoslovakia) as Chairman of the Committee of the
Whole, and Ambassador Mario Cémpora {Argentina) and Ambassader Constant

"2 Clerckx (Belgium) -as Vice—-Chairmen. .

3. At its seventh plenary meeting on 15 September, on tle recommendation of
the General Committee, the Conference decided that the Committee of the Whoie
should undertake the review of the various articles and provisions of the
Comvention under agenda items 10 (b}, 10 (e} and 11.

4, The Committee of the Whole held eight meetings during the period from
16 to 22 September.

S. . At its ficst meeting on 16 September, the Committee of the Whole adopted
its programme of work, providing for the consideration cf the varicus

- provisions of the Convention under agenda items 10 (B>, 10 (¢} and 11, as

fallows: Articles I-IV; Articles V-VII; ticles VIII-TX; Articles X~XI;
and Articles XIE, XIII, XIV, Preamble and cther matters, including the
question of future review of the Convenkion.

6. In the course of the work of the Committee a number of proposals were

-_;presentedmon_the_Preamble_and_the_A:ticles_of&the_ConHention,__Ihese_prposalS_m"_
- agppear in the Annex to this report. '

7. Ihe'fbllowiqg is a summary of the various views expressed during the

. deliberations of the Committee.

Preamble
8. Some delegatiocns referred to the preambular paragraphs relating tc the

purposes and objectives of the Convention and several propesals for inclusion
in the relevant section of the Final Declaration were put forward.

Articles I-IV

9. Participants reaffirmed their cormitments to, and the importance to all
tates Parties of, the obligations assumed undec these Articles and the norm
which they established.
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10, The fundamental importance of Article I, which defines the scope of the
Convention, was recognized and suppoct for tts provisiens was reaffirmed. It
was unanimously agreed that the scope of Article I covers scleanbific and
tachnological developments relevant to the Convention. Mevectheless, the view
was exprassed that protlams might emerge if thars Were 53 Be mlsuse ai
scientific advances in -biotechnology and genetlic englreering relevant to the
Convention: It was agreed that the obligatlions assumed uvnder Article I
applied to all such developments wikhout reservakbion. Ia that context, one

. delegation suggested that it was necessary to examine and, if need be,
supplement the definiticmn of toxius and made ‘a proposal to that effect. The
idea of elaborating a definition of toxins was supported by sewverzl
delegations, while others recalled the understanding that the formulation in
Article I "whatever their origin or methecd of productien” coverad any toxin.

11i.- In counecktion with Article II, it was noted Witk satisfaction that
States which had acceded to the Convention since the First Paview Conference
had made statements to the effect that they did not possess agents, toxins,
weapons, equipment or means of delivery specified in Article I of the '
Convention.

1z, Some delegations made a proposal concerning declarations regarding
previous possession or men—possession of agents, toxins, weapons, equipment or
means of delivery and measures for thelr destruction as well as facilities
designed and used for activitles prohibited by the Conventlon; it was noted
that similar language had been included in the Final Declaration of the First
Review Couference. QOther delegations maintained that such declaraktions did
not fall within the purview of the Coavention. Proposals were made to the
effect that the Conference would welcome statements by States Parties that
they da ot conduct research with a view to creaking and perfecting
bacteriological (biological) aad toxinm weapons and would consider such
statements as strengthening confidence in the Convention,

13. HMany delegations underlined the importance of Article IIX. It was
reaffirmed that this Article covered any reciplent whatsoever, whether at the

_ intermational, natiomal or sub-natiomal level. Several delegations sitressed
'Eﬁﬁﬁ_tﬁéh§E6Vi§iaﬁE_ﬁf_thiﬁfA:titlé"shddld;not4be*used-to"ihposa-festrictioﬁs;ﬁx
ou the transfer for peaceful uses of scientific knowledge, technology, i
equipment and materials to States parties. Some delegations suggested that
States Parties to the Cenvention should, as a confidence-building measure,

make statements regarding non—development of pacteriological (biological) and
toxin weapons on the tercitory of other States, non-transfer of any

Sinformation relating to their development and manufactures and

non-participation in agreements in that respech.

14. With regard to Article_IV,fséveral delegations noted the information .
provided by States Parties to the United ¥ations as requested by the First
Review Conference. A proposal was made concerning the enactment of national
legislation pucsuant to this Acticle and the provision of information therecn.

1S. Some States Partles stated that they had coneluded that Articles I and
ITT had been viclated by other States Parties and one State Party noted that
its cencerns also related to Article I¥. That State Party underlined that no
satisfactory answer had been glven Lo its repeasted requests for clarification
an the basis of the provisioms of Article V. .The States conceraed
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categorically rejected these accusatlons as completely unfounded, stressed
that all gquestions had been answered, and noted {hat no complaint had Leen
lodged with the Security Council of the United Natioas under the Convention.

Articlas V-VII

16. Delegations reaffirmed the importance of Articles ¥, VI and VII. Most
delegations agreed that the verificatiom of compliance and complaints
procedures required improvement. = It was generally recognized that improved
complaints and verification procedures and the application by States Parties
of a positive approach towards demonstrating compliance in accordance witn the
provisious of the Conventlion were in the interest of all States Parties and
that this would serve ko promote confidence among States Parties in the
provisicns of the Convention. Some delegations considered that the

_establishment of flexible, objective and non-discriminatory precedures for the

verification of compliance was of fundamental importance in strengthening
confidence in and respect for the Convention. In the view of some delegaktions
the complaints and verification procedures should be strengthened to ensure
that any doubts and suspicions regarding compliance were satisfactorily
resolved. Several delegations held that recent advances in biological science
and technolegy which may have military implications wers increasingly
difficult ko verify. Several delegations said that there were problems
related to recent developments in biotechnolegy as well as to uncertainties
commected with allegatiens of non—compliance that had not been resclved to
their satisfaction. Other delegations said that these allegations weze
unfounded and that any unfounded allegations undermined kthe Convention and
were not in accordance with the provisions cof Ariticle V.

17. A considerable nuwmber of proposals were put forward with respeckt to
various aspecits of Article V with a view to improving consultation and
co-cperation procedures to resolve problems related to the implementation of
the Convention, promoting confidence and increasing opeaness and exchanges of
information. : T '

18.. _ As_regards_the provisions of Article V concarning consultation and

co-operation procedures, it was generally agresed that the Conference should
confirm the statement included in the Finral Declaration of the First Review
Conference on the right of any State Party to reguest that a consultative
meeting open to all States Parties be couvened at axpert level. Some
delegations proposed that this statement should be developed further and put
forward proposals to this effect, including: that such a meeting could be
convened by the Secretary-General of the United Naktions, that it may consider
complaints and suggest ways anc means for clarifying any matter considered
ambiguous or unresalved, that States Parties should agree to co—operate with a

consultative meetbing and that it may ask the Secretary-Genersl of the

United Natiems, with the assistance of qualified experts, to aspertain the
facts of an unresolved matter, following procedures available to him. Other
delegations, in objecting kLo some elements of these proposals, underlined the
niecessity of convening consultative meetings on an expert level in order to

increase the effectiveness of the existing mechanisms under the Convention.

ig. Seme delegations held the view that the provisions of Article V included
tne right of any State Party to request the Secretary-General of the
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. United Nations to coaduct 3 timely fact-finding inquiry into compllLance
concerns. They recalled that the Secretary-General, on previous occaslons,
had carried oul investizaticus with regard to alleged viclations of the
Goneva Protocol of 1925 and expressed the view that similiar procedures could
pe applied in cases when tue Secretacry-Genacal, £oC example, acking on 2
request Dy 2 consultative meeting, ascertained the fackts of an unresolved
matter and-that such procedures would £411 within Article V, which censtitutes
a legally Pbinding provision. They proposed that Skates Parties should
undertake to co-operate with the Secretary-General in the conduct of such an

inquiry. Some delegations were of the opinien that an inquiry could also be
carried out through the procedures astablished under United ¥ations General
Assembly resolutions 37/98 D and 39/65 E. rher delegazticns raferred to their

proposal to the affact that further consideration and action shculd be
jnitiated to perfect the existing procedures under Articles ¥ and VI or to
create new cunes. In connection with the procecures established by resolutions
37/98 ‘D and 3%/65 E, cther delegations strossed that these are of a '
controversial character and could nokt sexrve as a basis for the effective
jmprovement of the mechanism of the Convention. They further held thak the .7
jnclusion in the Fimal Declaration of propasals which wece different im legal-«~
nature from the provisions of the Convention raised problens of international
law: mnew procedures would require the adoption of additional legal measures
and to that effect further consideration and zction should be initiated to
parfect the existing procedures under Articles V and ¥ or o create new ones,
taking into account all proposals submitited to the Review Conference. This
approach was supported by some delegations.

20. In connection with Article V, some delegations proposed various
politically binding measures to streagthen the Convention and increase trust
among States Parties. ©Qther delegations, while agreeing to some politicall
binding measures, underlined that priority should be given fo legally pinding
ones. The view was also expressed that voluntary measures of this nature
could he taken at the national Level. There were various proposals for
promotiocn of contacts between scientists, including visits to facilities and
for increased information on getivities related to protection against
o biologicax or Ltoxin wWeapous, declarations on :elevant.facilities, information
';f;*""——ﬂmfonﬁunusual;—abdorﬁal—or;largé—scdle_outb:eaks;of_iﬁfgqtipgs;@iggaggs;§pq;ﬂr_
similar occurrences caused by toxins, as well as information, inter alia, on '}
the orientatioun of research programmes and on. the inceculation programmes of
armed forces. Several delegations believed that such measures would lead to
more transparency of activities pertaining to the use of biclogieal agents or
toxing for permitted purposes. one delegation proposed that States Parties
should elaborate a set of procadures Lo facilitate the collection, collation
and disseminatidn gf data celavant to the Conventicn and, in this connectlom,
to seek the views of the Secretary-General of the United N¥ations on the most
appropriate means by which this data exchange might be facilitsted. ynktil new

procedures were elabo;ated, exchanges of data should continue under the
augpices of the United Hations. Some delegations said they supported these
proposals. Other delegations stated that confidence-building meaTUres wWers
important and degerved sarious coasideration.  In their view, some of these
measures could be adopted, after thay ware elarified with respect to such
questions as the nature, quantity standards and other parameters of
information to be submitted, on its intended recipients, and on the procedures
to be Followed. They stressed thelr readiness to ca—aperate with the authors
of wvzrious proposals to elaborate mutusally acceptable procedures aimed at

ennancing confidence in compliance wWith the Convenkion.
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z1. Tt was stated that nc State Party had inveoked the provizions of Article
'VvI. Some delegations expressed concermn ovew the possibility of misuse of the
veto in the Security Council and called for measures against such misuse to be
included in-an additiomnal protocol. One delegation propesed that note be
taken of the need for an effective arvangement that would saparate the
fact-finding stage of the complaints procedure from the stage of political
consideration and decision by the United Nations Security Council. That
delegation, therefore, proposed that the Secretary-General of the United
Nations should be empowered to initiate investigations through a consultative
committee of experts hefore consideration and decision By the Security
Council. Several delegatiouns commended this proposal. Another dalegation
proposed that the States Parties, in the framework of an inguiry, should
provide information on vaccinations administered to their military forces or
laboratory staff and should co—operate in supplying the appropriate evidence.
Another delegation proposed that Acticle VI be supplemented by provisions
empowering the World Health Organization to assume a role in the investigation
of viclatiomns of the Convention, whether directly or at 2 request cf the
United Nations Security Council, and in the prevention of such viglations.
The same delegation underlined that the Charter of the United Nations
- envisaged the co-operation of the specialized agencies with the organs of the
United Hations and that the propased role of the world Health Organization was
particularly necessary for counktries which did not have the technical or the
financial means to undertake the necessacy investigations on their own. Some
delegations expressed their willingness to consider that propesal.

22, Some delegations propesed +hat the Conference, taking into account the
general agreement among the States participating in the Conference concerning
the need to strengthen and effectively implement the provisions of the
Convention, as well as the need to specify ways of achieving this end, should
decide to prepare an additional protocol to the Convention providing for
measures tc strengthen the system cf verification of complisnce with the
Convention. In their view, the required preparatory work would be carcied out

in a form acceptable to States Parties to the Convention. 1In that counnection,

i“:4;£heyépropdsed~the-convening~of—a specialmconferance.to_unrk cut concrete T

measures, acceptable to all, on this particular subject, for subsequent
inclusion in an additional protocol. Some delegations suggested that such 3
conference could he held as early as 1987. OCmne delegation warned that fixing
such a daté_and taking into account the experience gained in this areas in the
negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on the prohibition of chemical
weapons, as had been suggested, could lead to the undesirable fact of holding
two competing conferences of similar nature at the same time. This and other
delegations believed that another Review Conference could take place socon
after agreement on a chemical weapons convention to consider whether the
Biclogical Weapons Convention should be strengthened by supplementary legal
obligations in the light of what is agreed in the chemical weapous

convention. One delegation proposed that a special conference of all States
Parties should be held to establish flexible, objective and non-diseriminatory
procedures to deal with issues concerming compliance with the Convention.

Some delegations were of the opinion that strengthening of proceduces for
verification of ccmpliancé did not require alaboration of amendments oT of an
additional protocol and could be achieved within the framework of the
Convention. Some delegations were of the view that there was no need to adept
new legally binding obligaktions, but to comply fully with the Provisions
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contained in the Coavenkticn. Several delegatlons considered that the

" alaboration of new obligations and the adoption by the Review Conferzance of
jnterim measures based on the existing provisions of the Conwvention should be
regarded as complementary and not mutually exclusive. Views on this subject
ware alsc expressed in connection with Articie XI.

23. There were no proposals regarding Article VII.

Article VIIT

-

24. The validity of Article VITII was reaffirmed and the importance of the
Gemeva Protoccl of 1925 was stressed. -The view was held that the Biclogical
Weapons Convention and the 1925 Geneva Protocol supplemented each other. In
that connecticn, several delegations reiterated that Skates Parties which have
not yet done so should consider becoming parties to the Geneva Protocol of
1925. - '

25. - Some delegations complained that certain States Parties and Signatoriesi:
had viclated the Geneva Protocol of 1925, and drew attentioun to the report of
the Security Council (S/17911). The States concerned categorically rejected
these -accusations. : ' '

Article IX

26, As regards Article IX, the obligationm assured by States Parties to
coutinue negotiations in good faith, with a view to reaching early agreement
on effective measures for the prohibition of the development, producticn and
stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their destruction was reaffirmed. The
unanimous view was expressed that States Parties should reiterate thelr sirong
commitment to this important goal. ' '

27. The current Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons of the
Conference ou Disarmament, (Ambassador R.I.T. Cromartie), gave a ceport on the
state of the negotiations. . He drew attention to the considerable progress
made Tecently in many important areas of the draft convention as recorded in

tﬁé_hH“HoE”C&ﬁmiEEééﬁffIateSt‘réport“iﬁ“document—CD}T2%:~4SeveralfdelegationsF
welcomed the information given to the Committee of the Whole about the stateﬁlj_
. of negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on a convention on chemical
weapons. The Conference took note of the bilateral USSR/USA talks on all
aspects of the prohibiticn of chemical weapons. '

28. Many delegations regretted that an agreement on a convention on chemical
weapons had not yet been rTeached. However, they welcomed the fact that during
_the last several moaths cousiderable progress had been made in the
negotiations in the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons of the Conference on
. Disarmament, as veflected in the draft convention under negetiation. They
“urged the Conference on Disarmament to make the utmost efforts to speedily

. conclude the negotiations on a convention on chemical weapons. Some
delegations proposed that a commitment by States Parties tc finalize the
convention on chemical weapous by the end of 1987 be included in the Final
Declaration of the Conference. Some delegations cejiterated thelr proposals for
the establistment of chemical-weapen-free zomes in thelr raespective regians.
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29. The view was expressed by socme dalegations that, pending the conclusion
of the convention, States Parties ghould avoid any action which might,
directly or indirectly, hinder orc otherwise negatively influence the )
successful conclusion of the negoktiations on a chemical weapons counvention.

Article X

30. ¥any delegatlions stressed the increasing importance of the provisiocns of
Acticle X, especially in light of recent scientific ‘and technological
developments in the field of biological agents and toxins with peaceful
applications. They urged the adoption of specific measures for the promotion
of the fullest possible international co—operation in this field, through the
active intervention of the States Parties to the Conventioen. In their view,
these measures should include 2 wider exchange of equipment, materials and
information among States, inereased technical assistance to the developing
countries in the use of toxin and microbizl agents for peaceful purposes, the
astablishment of adequate snstitutional means within the United Nations systenm
and the full utilization of the passibilities of the specialized agencies and
other intermational ocrganizations. 1In +hat connéciiom, various proposals were
made. ' ' :

31. the view was expressed that there was a need to refrain from any
discriminatory practices which could hamper international peacaful
co—operation 2mong States Parties in seientific and technical developments in

related aress, as well as in intermational trade in related goods and
eguipment.

32. Some delegations, advanced in the peaceful application of toxins and
microbial agents, referred to their active engagement with developing
countries in pesaceful co—operation in this field, both through the United
Nations specialized agencies and other jnternational bedies, and through
bilateral collaboration. '

33. Several delegations suggested that;international co—operﬁtion should_be___;_

~—idensd in the field ¢f the deve 16pment of biclo gy and of its util iFation for ™

socio—economic, scientific and technological progress. Thay noted that the
main fislds of such ce~operation could be biotechnology, genetlic engineering,
development of effective means for the prevention and traatment of infectlious
diseases and for control of plant pests. The same delegations put forward
concrete ptoposals_concerning the main directlons, ways and means of such
co—operation. ' : o

34, Some delegaticns, referring to the contribution of disarmament to
development, stressed the importance of the provisious of this Article for
promoting economic and social development, particularcly in light of the
holding of the United dations Ceounference an the Relationship between
Disarmament and Development scheduled for 1987.

Article XY

35. with regard to this Article, differing views were expressed mainly in
the context of the consideration of Article V and Vi. Some delegations
considered that in order to strenghhen the Convenktion, it was necessarty to
devise legally binding measures, which could be alzborated at a speciLal



BWC/CONF.IL/9
page B

conference of the States Parties to the Convention. Several of thesze
dalggatiens proposed that such measures be included in an additicnal protocol
to the Biological Weapons Convention. Some delegations mzintained that,
without prejudice to the possible elaboration of amendments to the Convention,
existing provisions of the Convention could be improved upon through the
adoption of certain interim measures. Scme delegations believed that possible
new legal undertakings in relation te the Convention could only be undertaken
after the successful conclusion of the convention on chemical weapons. &
proposal was made that after the negotiations on a convention on chemical
weapons have been successfully concluded, a conference of the Parties to the
Convention on Biological Weapons should be held in order to review the
Convention in light of the convention on chemical weapens, and that such a
conference could decide to launch a preparatory procedursa, with a view to
‘holding a special conference to comnsider legally binding improvements to the
Comvention. In the meantime, they believed that suitable measures designed ta
strengthen the authority of the Convention would increase the confidence
necessary for a successful cutcome of such a review. Other delegations
. expressed the view that they could not agree to amendments to the Comwventiom 7 )
- at this Review Conference or at any subsequent meeting to amend it. Scme e
delegations stated that appropriate measures could be agreed upon at the
Review Conference and implemented without delay.

Artizle XIT

36. Delegations that referred to this Article reiterated the importance of
reviewing the rapid scientific and technological developments securring in the
field and the operatiom of the Convention in the light of these developments.
Such review shall take into account any new sclentific and tectinological
developments relevant to the Conventiomn. Various delegations propesed that a
third review conference should be held in Gemeva at the request of a majority
of States Partiles not later than 1991. - -

Article XYTIT

37. . No proposals wecre put forward in relation tofEﬁis Article.

Article XIV

38. In connectionfwith this Article, many delegations re-emphasized the
significance of universal adherence to the Convention. They expressed
gsatisfaction at the number of States that had become Parties to the Convention
sirice the First Review Conference. In addition, some delegaticns noted with
satisfackion that all five permanent membecs of the Security Council were now
Parties to the Convention. . Some delegations felt strongly that an appeal
should be included in the Final Declaration urging States that had not yet
adhered to the Convention to do so. Some participants re-emphasized that
meaningful progress in other disarmament negotiations, especially those on the
prohibition of the production, manufacture and stockpiling of chemical
weapons, would encourage universal adherence to the Convention.
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Original: ENGLISH
PREAMELE

Proposal by Bulgaria

_ Recognizing the continued importance of the Convention and its objectives
and the common interest of mankind in the prevention of an arms race with
bacteriological {biological) and toxin weapons on the basis of new scientific
and technological developments, s well as the importance of its strengthening,

. Original:. ENGLISH

PREAMELE

Propesal by Finland

. Cenvinced that the objective of the anvéntidn would be further served by
strengthening traditional openness in the field of bactericlogical
{biological) research,

Original: ENGLISH

PREAMBLE -

Proposal by the German Democratic Republic

Reaffirming their determination to achieve effective progress towards
general and complete disarmament, the most important and urgent aim of wnich
is +o free the world by the end of this century from the threat posed by the
means of mass annihilation - nuclear, chemical and space Weapons:

_ Stressing their intention to further strengthen the effectiveness of the _

Convention, to promote <
perfect procedures existing to this effect and initiate the process of
establishing new onesy :

Original: ENGLISH

PRERMELE

- Proposal by Sweden
FINAL DECLARATION : : : -'l -

The States Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bactariological (Biological) and
Toxin Weapons and on thelr destruction, having met in Geneva
8~26 September 1986 in accordance with a decision by the First Review
Conference 1980 and at the request of 2 majority of States parties to the

5ﬁfiaencéf§§6"65:6§§f5£15ﬁ'EhdnngEéEEé"Paftiééféﬁa"td _
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Convention, to review the operatlon of the Convention with a wiew Lo ASSUrLNG
that the purposes of the preamble and the provisions of the Convention ares
being realized:

Reaffirming thelr determination to act with a view to achieving effectire
progress towards general and complete disarmament including the prohibition
and elimination of all types of weapouns of mass destruction and convinced that
the prohibition of the development, producticn and stockpiling of chemical and
bactericlogical (biclogical) weapons and their elimination, through effectiva
measurss, will facilitate the achievement of genmeral and complete disarmament
under strict and effective international control,

Recegnizing the continuing importance of the Convention, 1ts objectives
~as well as its provisions,

Affirming their belief that universal adherence to the Convention would
enhance internaticnal peace and security, would not hampexr economic ©O¥
rechnological development, and Further, would facilitate the wider exchange o{w_
information for the use of hacteriological (bilogical} agents for peaceful
PUIPOSes, :

Confirming the commen interest in strengthening the authority of the
Convention,

Affirming the importance of strengtheninq_international'co-operation in
the field of peaceful bacteriological {biological) activities,

Reaffirming their adherence to the principles and objectives of the
Geneva Protocel of 17 June 1925 and calling upon all States to comply strictly

with them,

Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations has repeatedly
condemmed all actions contrary te the said principles and cbhjectives,

Reécognizing the  lmportance of -achieving asﬂa‘mattér of high priority an

international convention on the complete and éfEéEEEFE_ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁiﬁiéﬁ“cf“the"———
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their
destruction,

Noting the relevant provisions of the Final Documert of the
tenth special session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament,

Appealing to all States to rxefrain from any action which might place the
Convention or any of its provisions in jeopardy. :

Declare their strong determination For the sake of a1l mankind, to
exclude completely the possibility of bactericlogical (biclogical) agents
toxins being used as weapons and their £irm commitment to the purposes of the
preamble and the provisions of the “Conventicn.

and
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Original: ENGLISH
ARTICLE I

Proposal by China

The Conference agrees that toxin refers to prote;naceous,
non-proteinacecus and lower-molecular-weight toxic substance praduced eithe"
by living organisms or by chemical synthesis.

riginal: ENGLISE

ARTICLE I

Proposal by German Democratic Republic and.Hungary

Proposed tex: to be included in the appropriate part of the Final Declaration
State Parties reaffirm their commitment to their obligaticns assumed
" under the Convertion and their determination to use the lataest results of
science and technolegy exclusively for purposes consistent with the aims and
provisions of the Convention. :

Original: ENGLISE

ARYTICLE X

Proposal by Ireland

Pfoposal for language on Article I

The Conference notes tHe importance of Article I as the articlie which

defines the scope of the Convention and reaffirms its support for the
prOVLSions of this Article.

The Conference believes that Article Y has proved sufficiently
comprehensive to have covered recent scientific and technological developments
: relevant to the Convention-

The Conference recognizes ‘that certain sc1ent;f1c and technologlcal
develooments in fields relevant to the Convention are open to the pessibility
of misuse. The conference reaffirms that the undertaking given in Article I
a?plies to all such develcpments. -
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Original:. ENGLISH
ARTICLE X

Proposal by Sweden

The Canference notes the importance of Article I as the Article which
.defines +he gcdpe of the Convention and reafflrms its support for the
provisions of this Article.

~ The Conference concludes that the scope of Article I covers sclentific
‘and technological developments relevant to the Convention.
Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLES I-ITII - ' T

Proposal by Bulgaria and German Democratic Republic
Article I

1. The ConFe*ence notes the 1mpcrtance of Ar*lcTe I as the article which
daefines the scope of the Convention and considers that its provisions retal
-their wvalidity in the prevention and use of bacterlologlcal {biclogical)
agents or toxins as weapons. The Conference reaffirms its support for the
provisions of this article.

2. . The Conference while nctiﬁg rhe apprehensions arising from the fact that
progress in the field of microbiclogy, genetics, gene engineering and
biotechnelogy may lead to the creation of new pathogenic microcorganisms and
toxins which could be regarded as noteﬁt_aT agents with military application
considers that Article I along with othex provisions of the Convention is
suff1c1&ntly wide ‘in its scope to covexr 5clentlfhc atd bechnlcal advances

“—_—*+~*———relevaqt to the Conventlcn. . . S -

3. The Conference reaff;*ms that the Convention uncondltlonale covers all
natural or artifically created pathogenic microorganisms and toxins of 2
micreoklial, animal or vegetable nature and- their Synthetlcale produced
analogques. . ' :

4. The Conference welcomes the statemehts by States Parties to rhe
Convention to the effect that they do not conduct research with a view to
- creating and perfecting bacteriological (biologicall and toxin weapons and
considers such statements as strenghtening higher counfidence in the Conventloﬂ.

Adrticle IT

. The Conference notes the importance of Article II ané welcomes statements
by States 'which have accedad to the Convention that they do not posSess
agents, +toxins, weapons, equioment or delivery wvenicles referred oo in

Article T of the Convention. The Conference bellieves +hat such stahements
enhance higher confidence in the Convenbtion.
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2. The Conference believes that States which become parties to the
Convention shall while implementing the provision of Article II obserwve all
the necessary precautionary measures with a view to protecting the population
and enviromment.

Article IIT

The Conference notes the importance of Article IIT and welcomes ithis
statement by the States which have acceded to the Convention to the effect
that they have not transferred agents, toxins, weapons, eguipment or means of
delivery specified in Article I of the Convention to any recipient whatsoever
and have not Sfurnished assistance, encouragement or inducement to any State,
group of States or international organizations to ﬁanu_acture or otherwise
acquire them.

The Conference suggests that States Parties to the Convention should as a
confidence building measure, meke statements regarding the non-development on
the territory of other States, non—transfer of any information relating te
development and manufacture of bactericlogical (biclogical} and toxin weapons
and on non—participation in agreements in that respect. '
Or glnal: ENGLISE

ARTICLES I-IV

Proposal by the OUnited States of Rmerica

STRENGTBLN;&G/SUPPORTING'MEASURES

The United States is interested in enhancing the norm of the Convention
with strengthening/supporting measures and we would support the following
langquage to this end in the final document. L '

- The Conference reafflrms its belief that declarations regarding
previous possession or” non—possess;on ‘of “biological agents; toxlns;——ff——"4~
weapons, eguipment or means of delivery specified in Article I of the
Convention contribute to increased confidence in the Convention. The
Conference agrees that Staktes Parties not already having done so
should declare either that they have never possessed such items, or
having possessed them they have destroyed them or diverted them to
peaceful purposes. The Conference further agrees that information
should be prov1ded on the measures taken for such destruction or
d;verszon.

- The Conference agrees that'States Parties should declarg whether or .
nct they possessed, at’ any time during the 10 years prioxr to the entry
into force of the Convention for them, any facility designed and used
for activities prohibited by the Convent;on and, if so, the current
status of the fac;lity.
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= The Conference agrees that States Parties should disseminate
information on the 1925 Geneva Protocol and on the Bioclegical and
Tozin Weapons Convention in medical, scientific and especially
military educational programmes. The Conference also agrees that
States Parties should conduct a legal review of all weapons purchased
for their armed forces to ensure compliance with the Biological and
Toxin Weapons Convention. :

Original: SPANISH
ARTICLE IIX

?r0posal by Argentina

"The Conference takes note that the provisions of this article should not
be used to impose restrictions and/or limitaticns on the transfer for peaceful
uses of scientific knowledge, technology., equipment and materials to
States Parties.” ' - ' ' ' ' '

Original: ENGLISH
ARTICLE ITX

Proposal by Finland

A paragraph to be inserted under Article IIXI:

*The Conference notes the importance of the provisions of Article IXI
which proscribes the transfer of agents, toxins, weapons, equipment Or means
of delivery gpecified in Article I of the Conventiom to any recipient
whatsoever and the furnishing of assistance, encouragement or inducement to
any State, group of States or international organizations to manufacture or

- otherwise_acquire_ them. - The Conference affirms that Article IIT is

. sufficiently comprehensive to cover any recipient whatsoever, whnethér at : 5
international, national or subnaticonal level.™ '

"Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE IV’

. Proposal by German Democratic Republic

‘The Conference notes the provisions of Article IV, which requires each
State Party to take any necessary measures to prohibit ané preveat the
development, production, stockpiling, acgquisition or retention of the agents,
toxins, weapcons, equipment and means of delivery specified in Article I of the
Convention, within its territory, under its jurisdiction or under 1ts control
anywhere, and calls upon all States Parties which have not yet taken any
necessarv measures iLn accordance with their constitutional processes to do so
immedigtaliy.
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The Conference takes note of the information sent by States Parties to
the United Mations Department for Disarmament, concerning the measures
referred to in the preceding paragraph.

It takes also note of the prdposals made with respect ro:

legislative,_administ:ative and other measures designed effectively o
guarantee compliance with the provisions of the Convention within the
territory, under the jurisdiction or control of a State Party, : -

legislation regarding the physical protection of laboratories and
. facilities to prevent the unanthorized use of dangerous biological
- material or toxinsy and T

the inclusion in textbooks of passages dealing with the prohibition of
bactericlogical (biological} and toxin WeADONS .

.. . The Conference invites States Parties which have found it necessary to
enact specific legislation or take other regulatory measures relevant to this

Article to make available the appropriate text to the United Nations
Department for bisarmament for the purpose of consultation.

Original: SPaNISH

- - . ARTICLE V.

_Propbsal by Argentina

{1} "The Conference considers that consultation and ¢o-operation constitute
effective methods to promote international confidence.”

(2} "Compliance with the provisions of the Convention is a question of
interest to all States Parties to the Cenvention and therefore the procedures

- for clarification should be open to fhe participation of all_States_Parties.” ..

Criginal: ENGLISH

ARTICLE V

Proposal by Australia and New Zealand
. fhe Conference agreed thathtates Parties should:

. {a) elaborate a set of procedures to facilitate the callection,
collation and dissemination of data relevant to the Conventicn, -

(b} seek the views of the Secretary-General of the United Nations on the
mest appropriate means by which this data exchange might be facilitated. Such
means might include:

— existing United Nations machinery such as the Office of the
United Nations Secretary-General (as in the case of procedures
established under Resolution 37./98 D),
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- +the United Mations Departmént for Disarmament Affairs,
— the United Nations Office at Genevas ©F
— 2 small secretariat under United Natiens auspices.
It waé-also agreed that, until new procedures have been elaborated.,

exchanges of data should continue under the auspices of the Trnited Nations.

Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE V

progosal by Canada, France, Gerwanyr Federal Republic of,
Norway, Spain, Turkey and the Tnited Kingdom

wrhe Conference recalls that the provisions in Article ¥ concerning
consultations and ce—operation on any problems which may arise in relation to
the objective, ©F in the application of the provisions of the Convention.
enables interested States Parties to use various international procedures
which would make it possible to ensure effectively and adeguately the
implementation of the provisions of the Convention.

The Conferences raaffirms that these provigions inciude, inteyw alia the
right of any State Party te request that a consultative meeting open to all
States Parties be convened at expert level. The confersnce agrees that 2
request for such a consultative meeting shoulé be convayed to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations. ‘It stresses the obligation of the
most directly concerned State Party or states Parties to respond positively &<
such a request, through participation in the consultative meeting with a view
to resolving the problems which have led to a reguest for 2 consultative
meeting.” ' -

Criginal: FRENCH
ARTICLE ¥

-Proposal'by Australiz, Belglum, Germany. Faderal Republic of,
France and the United States of america

The Conference recalls that the provisions in article V concerning
consultations and co—operation oOn any problems which may arise. in relation to
rhe objective, or in the application of the provisions of the Convention.

enables intereéested States parties to useé various {nternational procedures.

The Conference considers that these procedures include, inter alia, the
right of any State Perty to raquest the Secretary-General of the
United Naticns to conduct a rimely fact-finding inguiry inte compliance
concerns and stresses the obligation of States parties to co-operate with th
Secretary—-General in the conduct of such an inguiry. The Confaerence conside
L+

that the inguiries carried out by the Secratarv-General in icg4, 1985 ané 1

m
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with respect to allegations of use of chemical'weapons'prOVide an appropriate
model. An inquiry coculd alsc be carried ocut under procaedures established
under United MNations General Assembly Resolutlions 37/98 D0 and 32/65 E.

Original: ENGLISH
ARTICILE V

proposal by Finland

The Conference recommends that States Parties provide information on the
inoculation programues of their armed forces, for example as regards any
smallpox vaccinations that may ke part of such programmes.™
Original: ENGLISHE

ARTICLE ¥

Progosal by Australia, Canada, France, Japan, Wethexlands,
’ Spain and the United Kingdom

The Conference agrees that States Parxties should declare the number,
location, functions and protective measures of all facilities meoting the
maximum containment standard as described by the %80 (documents: Iaboratory

- Biosafety Manual, 1983, CDS/SMM/79.11 and CDS/SMM/80.17) .

Original. ENGLISH
- ARTICLE V

Proposal by Asustralia, Canada, Germany, Federal rRepublic cof, Italy,
Wetherlands, Norway, Spain and the United States of Rmexrica

The Conference agréeé that increased information on activities related to
protection against biclogical or toxin weapons . could promote confidence among '
State Parties. The Conference agrees that States parties conducting such
activities should:z ' '

{a} declare the name and location of each facility assigned to these
activities, and provide z short descriptiom of the work conducted at the

(b} encourage publication of the results'of_such research ig rhe open
literature which is available internationallys

(¢} invite scientists from other countries to viSit_the declared
facilities: - '
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(d) provide appropriate access to the declared facilities for forelgn
representatives; :

(e) promocte use for civil public health purposes of the knowledge gained
in these activities.

Original:s ENGLISE

ARTICLE V

- proposal by auseralia, Capada, ¥Franceér Germany, Fedaral Republic of,
Japan, Netherlands, ¥ew Zzealand, Spain., Turkey and the
United States of Emerica :

- The Conference requests states Parties to provide without delay detailed
;i nformation to other states Parties of unusual abnormal large-scale cutbreaks ~
of infecticus diseases and similar eccurrences caused by toxins. Such
exchange of information should include description of the diseases and the
control measures undertaken. : '

Originals ENGLISE

ARTICLE V

Proposal by Ireland

The Conference notes the importance of Article ¥ wihich contains the
undertaking of Srates Parties Lo consult one another and to ce—operate in
solving any problems whick may arise in relation to the objective of, OT in
the application of the provisions of, . the Convention-

- The Conference confirms rhat this confers the right on any grate Party to
—mv—m——émw_4request_that_a_ccnsultatixﬁ;meﬁting_opén%;d_ﬁll;ﬁiiﬁﬁé_iégﬁé%ijZi_ _____
expert level. '

" 7The Conference considers. that there are various intermational procedures
which would make ix possible to ensure effectively-and adequatgly the
implementatiqg'of the provisions of the Convention and recomeends that the
‘srates Parties should hold a special conference Lo agtablish flexible.
objective_and-ncn—discriminatory procedures to deal with issues concerning
compliance with the Convention. E ' . ' -

The Conference also considers that various voluntary measures undertaken
at national'lgvel would serve to improve the-adéquacyiof article v by reducing
the possibility of problems arising in relation to the gbjectives, o in the
application of the provisions, of the Convention, and, in s0 doing,_would
serwve to reinforce the authority and effectiveness.of'the convention. These
measures could jinclude: ' :

_ a declaration, by a State party, of the nueber and 1loccation of any
high containment jaboratories under its jurisdiction
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Original: ENGLISE
ARTICLE ¥

Proposal by Sweden

The Conference reaffirms the obligation under Article ¥ for States
Parties to consult and co—operate with one ancther in solving any problems
which may arise in relation to the cobjective of, or in the application of the
provisions of, the Convention.

The Conference reaffirms that consultation and co—operation may be
" undertaken through appropriate internmational procedures within the framework
of the United Wations and in accordance with its Charter.

The Conference conf;rms the conclusion in the Final Declaration of the
 First Review Conference that these procedures include, inter alia, the right
" of any State Party to request that a consultative meeting oPen to all’

LTate Parties be convened at expert level-

The Conference, takinc inte account concerns and views expressed
‘concerning the need to ensure effectively and adequately the implementation of
" the prov1slcns of Article V, has agreed:

- that =2 Consultative'ﬂeeting could, inter aiia, be convened by the
Secretary~Ganeral of the United Nations on tne recuest of a State
Party, '

— that a Consultative Meeting shall be premptly convened when requested
by a State Party and that, reflecting the flexibility of the '
provisions, such z meetlrc does not necessarily havn to be preceded by
a process of bilateral or other consultations,

- that a ConsuTtative “eeting may consider complaints and suggest ways
n*esolved

-~ that State Parties shall co~operate with the Consultative Meeting in
its considerations and in clarifying ambigquous and unresclved matters,

~ that the Consultative Meeting may bring to the attention of the
. Secretary—-Generxal of the United Nations information concerning acts
that may constitute a breach of obligations deriving from the
" provisions of the Convention, and may ask him, with the assistance of
gqualified experts, to ascertain the facts of an unrc resolved matte
following procedurss available to him, and -

‘= that State Parties shall co—operate with the’ Secretary-Geqeral in
carrying out such investigations.

The Conference recognizes that theé Secretary-Ceneral of the
United Nations has the right and abllity to carry out investigaticns of
allege3 use of, inter alia, bacrericlogical (bicleogical} and toxin weapons.

and.--means.-for - fu*tne*-clar*fylng ary mathernconsidered ambiguous 0r —
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Considering that confirmed use of biological weapons would imply a violation
of the Bioclogical Weapons Canvention, the Confexence LBIges all States Parties
to co—cperate with the Secretary-General of the United Nations in carrying out
such investigations.

The Conference agrees to reguest the Secretary-General of the
Onited Nations to report to +he States Parties Lo the Biclogical Weapons
Conventicn, should any such investigation confirm rhat use of biological
weapons has taken place. .

The Conference,.determined to strengthen the authority of the Convention
and to enhance confidence in the implementation of its objectives and its
provisions, considers that the following measures would serve, inter aliz, to

revent or reduce the occurrence of unnecessary ambicuities, goubts and

suspicions and urges States parties to apply them:

1. _Declarations of the locations and operating authorities of all
high—containment laboratories. Expansion of such laboratories as well as
moderxmization of their eguipment should alsc be reported.

2. Declaration ©f the locations of all- proving oTr testing grounds used for
biological weapons hefore the entry into -force of the Convention, as well as
the proving or resting grounds tkat are still in use, or planned, for purposes
not prohibited Dy +he Convention. ' : '

3. Information concerning the orientation of welevant research programmes in
bioscience. ’
4. Active promotion'of contacts between scientists in relevant fields,

including visits to laboratories and other facilities.

5. - Rapid information on anusual outbreaks of diseases, as well as epidemics
occurring in the vicinity of high-containment facilities.

ENGLISH

Original:s

ARTICLES V AND VI

Prcposal b? pakistan
ARTICLE-V

© The Conference noted'the,concefn'ékpressed by several State parties over
the_inadequacy'of.the_verification and complaints provisions of the
Convention. It therefore recognized that an effective verification and
complaints procedure which is flexible, objective and non-discriminatory an
is based on 3 combination of national and international means, is of

a

fundamental importance-in st:engthening confidence in and respect for the
Convention. After considering the various 9:09csa15, rhe Conferance
recormended that an iddirional Protocol shouid be concluded providing for the
aestablishment of an internaticonal fact-finding'machinery to examine ané repcrt
om all allegations of violations of 2@ Convertion.

ot
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pacge

Z.
State Parties to:

{(a) make voluntary declarations on all their research
activities in the field of biological agents not prohibited
such information should include information oa the purposes
ané on their loccatioms; and :

(b} open all their establishments engaged’'in research

23

As interim confidence-building measures, the Conference called upon

and okher
under Azticle-I;
of such actiwvities

in biclogical

agents to interested scientists.
ARTICLE-VI

The Conference noted the concerns expressed over rhe pessibility of a
misuse of the veto power which would render the Security council incapable of

carrying out its functlons and responsibilities under this Article. It
therefore recemmended that measures to guaxd against the misuse of the veto

power should be included in the proposed Additional Protocol.

originals ENGLISE
ARTICLES V AND VI

Gnited Kingdom

‘Proposal by Germany, Faderal Republic of, and the
The Conference acgrees on the need for stxen thening the verificatica of
compliance with the nomm es=ablished by this Convention. .

We do expect that the Final Document will give due expression to +his
~concern and thus create 2 basis for further efforis in this field.

ENGLISH

Original:

ARTICLES V AND VI

proposal by the German Demccratic Republiic

one
relation

es +o consult
mav arise in

Article ¥V contains the undertaking of Staces <
another and to co—operate in solving any problems whicr
to the objective of, or in the application of the provisions of, the
Conwvention. '

In addition to the procedures contained in article ¥, Arvicle VI provides
for any Stakte Party. which finds that any other State rarty is acting in
breach of its obligations under the convention, to lodge a complaint with the

- United Mations Security Council, and under which sach State party unfiertakes
to co—operate in carrying ouk any jnwestigaticn which the Security Council may

initiate.

nas Lnvokead

No State Parts thase provislions.
¥y
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The f£lexibiliry of the provisions goncérninq consultations and
co—operation ¢n any problems which may arise in relation to the cbjective, ©r
in the applicatien of the provisions of, the Convention, enables interested
States Parties to use various international procedurss which would make it
possible to ensures effectively and adequately the implementation of the
Convention provisions‘taking into account the concern expressed by the
- conference participants.

These preocedures inelude, inter alia, the right of any State Party
subsecuently to reguest that a consultative meeting open ro all States Parties
te convened at expert level.

Because of the concerns'expressed'ana the proposzls made by participants
ir the Cenference, further consideration and action shouid be initiated to
ensure effectively and adequately'the implementaticn of the Convention.

Further steps, including legally binding measures. should be taken to
promote confide;ce—building, consultation and co-operation in selving any
problems "among States Parties, to pérfect the procedures existing for this
purpose and to ecreate new ones, with a view to strengthening the Convention,
taking account of iatest developments in piolcgical sciences and precluding
unfounded accusations- ’ C

An additional protocol should be adopted as soon &S possible in which zhe
states Parties undertake obligations to this effesct, in addition O the
obligations contained in the provisieons of the Convention. :

Originalx RUSSIAN

ADTICLES V BND VI

Proposal by the Unicn of coviet Socialist Republics

“__ The Conference, taking into acgount the_unanimity_amcngjthe sStates
'pa_*'rt*jziiiﬁt'iﬁgﬁi‘n"—the—"caﬁféfeﬁaé—caﬁeér—ﬂi’ﬁg' the need to-strengthen-and
effectively implement the provisions of the Conventlion on the Prohibition ot
Bacteriological (Biological} and Toxin Weapons and on sheir Destructlion., &S

 well as the need to specify ways of achieving this end; decides to prepare ai

‘additional protecel to the convention providing for measures to strengthen the
system of verification of compliance with the Convention. The required
preparatory work will be carried out in the form acceptaple to the

tates Parties to the Convention. '

The Conference decides that, afrer the necessary preparations, 2
Confersance of the States parczies Lo the Convention should be held for the
purpose of drafting and adopting an additional protocol Lo the Conventlion-
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Original: SPANISH
ARTICLE VI

Proposal by Colowmbia

PRODPOSED ADDITIONAL PARARGRAPHS TO ARTICLE VI OF THE CONVENTION ON THE _
PROHIBITICN CF THE DEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTION AND STC XPILING OF BACTERIOLOGICAL
(BIOLOGICAL} AND TOXIN WEAPONS AND ON THEIR DESTRGCTION '

(3} The investigaticns required to obtain evidence of a breach of this
Convention may be entrusted to the World Health Organization by the State
party lodging the complaint where that State does not possess the necessary
means Lo carry them out.  The Security Council of the United Wations may also
entrust the World Health Organization with investigations designed %o evaluate

the evidence for complaints ledged by States Parties.

(4) The States Parties shall provide the World Health Organization with an
up—-to—date list of the names and locations of all public and private
facilities existing in their countries for the dewelopment. production or
stockpiling of any types of tacteriological or toxin agents capable of being
‘used directly or indirectly as weapcons prohibited by this Convention. They
shall also immediately inform that Organization of any Fact constituting an
amendment or addition to this list. .

Original: FRENCE
ARTICLE VI

Prorposal by France

The Conference agrees that, within the framework of an enguiry into an

provide information on the vaccinations uﬁdE%ééﬁEmbf_EHEEE_EEiKEEfi_ﬁeEéﬁﬁﬁéI‘
or laboratory staff in the region in guestion. The State to which the recuest

 is'addresse¢ shall ccfoperate-fully in supplying the appropriate evidence.

Original: ENGLISH '

ARTICLE VI

Proposal by N¥igeria

The Conference recognizes the importance of an aeffective ccmpiiance
procedure of the Biéloqical Weapaons Convention and the need for such a
procedure to attract greater confidence and eliminate possible political
controversy on its application.

The Conference notes the views expressad Dby States parties of the need
for an effective arrangement that would separate the fact-finding stage of the
T Lo

complaints procedurs from the stage of political consideration and decision by

the Security Council.
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The Conference thersfore agrees that complaints of vielations should be
lodged with the Secretary-General of the United Mationz who should be
empowered to initiate investigations througn a Consultative Committee of
Experts to be appointed by him. The result of such iLnrestications should be
conveyed to States Parties and to the Security Council for consideration and
decision. o

Originals:s’ ENGLISH
ARTICLE VI

Proposal by the United States of Emerica

' A:ticlé vI (1)_permit$ lodging a'cdmplaint with UNSC: ™may lodge™ are
+the operative words. : -

 Article VI (2) calls for a mandatory undertaking by each State FParty t
co-operate in any UNSC investigation.  Some delegations have ncted that
article VI has not been invoked. This step, of course, is an coption that
remains open. I think, however, the political realities are recognized by

-~ all. The distinguished representative of Nigeria touched upon some of them in
his- statement on 15 September. One. has to be scmewnat sceptical about the
utility of taking such an issue to the Security Council,

‘Origipal: ROISSIAN
ARTICLE IX .

Proposal by Bulgaria, Poland and the Ukrainian Soviet Soclalist Republic

The Conference stresses the importance of the provisions of Article IX
and of the preambular paragraphs concerming the commitments of States Parties
i to continue npegotiations in good faith with a view to reaching early agreement

C.on éfféétiﬁé"ﬁééﬁﬁf&ﬁ‘fdf*fhé;@rdhibitiéﬁ“bf“the“developmgnt;“prbductionvand:ﬁ—
stockpiling of chemical weapons and for their destruction.

_The-Conférence'notes with satisfaction the SHbstantial'progress'reached
in the elaboration of the Convention on the prohibition of chemical weapons at
the - Conference on Disarmament since the First Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Confention'on'biologica1 weapons and underlines the urgency of
rea;hiﬁg such an agreement as 2 matter of high priority.

_ ~ Reaffirming the obligations assumed by States Parties to the. Convention
" on negotliations on the prohibition of chemical weapons, the Conference urges
al! members of the Ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons o exert zl]l possible
. efforts and goodwill to conclude the negotiations on the earliest possible
' @ate, that is by the end of 1927. ' '

The Conference tekes note ©f the bilateral
of the prohibition of chemical weapons. Furthermore, the Conference netes T
proposals and ideas put forward for the establishment of chemical weapon—fras
zones in variocus regicns of the world.

1jSSR~USA talks on 2ll aspects
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The Confarence urges States Parties to avoid any actlon which may.
directly or indirectly, hinder or otherwise negatively influence the
successFul conclusion of the negotiations on the prohibition of chemical
weapons. In this connection, the Conference appeals to States Partiles Lo

‘refrain from producing new. types of chemical weapons and from deploylng

cnemlcal weagcus on the territory of other States.

The Conference considers the early achievement of the Convention on
chemical weapons to be a single most important imstrument in strengthening the
Convention on bioclogical weapons and in greatly improving the confidence in
its full implementation. The Conference believes the Two legal instruments
will have mutually reinforcing and positive effect in elimination, once and
for all, of these horrible means of mass destructicn} '

Original: ENGLISH
ARTICILE IX

Proposal by Sweden

The Conference reaff;rms he cobligatien assumed by States Pasttises to
continme negotiations in good faith towards an early agreement on effactive
measures for the prohibition of the development, production and stockpiling of
chemical weapens and for their destruction. ' '

Rll States Parties participating in the Conference reiterate their strong
commitment to this important goal-

The Confaerence welcomes that, during +the period under review,
considerable progress has been made in the negetiations in the Ad Heco
Committee on Chemical Weapons in the Conference on Disarmament, reflected in
the draft convention under negotiation (BWC/CONF. II/2/A44.6}-

T“e -Conference -deeply -ragret £s. that-an- agreement .on-a-Convention.on.— ——
Chemical Weapons has not yet been reached. ' ’

The Conference urges the Ccnference on Disarmament to maka the utmost
efforts speedlly to conclude the negotiations on 2 Convention on Chemical
Weapons.

Original: RUSSIAN

ARTICLE IX

‘Proposal by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

T"The Conference calls on States to refrain frowm the production or
deployment of binary and other new types of chemical weapon. as well as from
the stationing of chemical weapons on the territery of o other States.”
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Original: SPANISH
ARTICLE X

Proposal by BRrgentind

1. "The Conference stressed the need to strengthen the undertaking o
facilitate and implement the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials
and technelogical information for the use of bactericlogical {biological}

agents and toxins for peaceful purposes.”

2. wThe Conference recognized that the strengthening of the provisions of
article X is beccming increasingly important with the continucus advance of
bictechnology, and stressed the need for broad ané non—discriminatory access
+o research results so that all States parties have the possibility of
increasing their scientific and rechnological capacity in that area, thus
enabling them to respond adequately to economic and sccial development needs
in keeping with the prioxrity xequirements and interests of each State Party.-

_Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Pulgaria

The Conference encouraged increased intermational co—operation in the
area of new biolegically active substances and pharmaceuticals which can be
used to enhance the early diagnosis and the curing of grave diseases,
jneluding infectious and viral diseases. ' : '

The Conference also concluded that special attention should be paid to
the training of bicengineers and other specialists, for example by organizing
post—graduate courses at an international level.

Originals: . RUSSIRN
ARTICLE X

Proposal by czechoslovakia, Ukrainian Sovier Socialist Republic
and tne Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics

Proposals for inclusicn in the final declaration

1. The Confarence calls on all States Parties to the convention on the

P . - : P it riatel
Prohibition of Bactericlogical Weapons O do everythlng possible to promot
extension of internaticnal co—cperation in the peaceful develogment of

biological s ‘ence and the application of its achievements in the interast: of
sccial, ecor aic, scientific and technological Srogr25S-

i The Conference zegards a5 promising areas for such cro-gperatlon tne
fialds of biotechnclogy and gene engineering and the gevelopment of effestive
means f£or The prev .atien and vvaarment of infectious diseases and for the
contrnl ¢f slanht cel3is.
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Original: PRUSSIAN

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Czechoslovakia ang poland

1. With a view to the practical implementation of the provisions of

article X on the full exchange of equipment, materials and scientific and
;eéhnological information for the use of bacteriological (biological) agents :
and toxins for peaceful purposes, the Conference calls on States Parties to
conclude bilateral, regicnal and multilateral agreements providing, on 2
mutually advantagecus, equal and non-discriminatory basis, for participation

in the development and application of biotechnology, co—crdination of relevant
national and regional programmes, provision of assistance. joint development
‘work, holding of scientific meetings and conferances, training of national
personnel, and so forth. -

Qriginal: RUSSIAN

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Czechoslovakia, German semocratic Republic
Znd the Union of Soviet Socialigt Republics

sention and the development of co—operation among them on an
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equal and mutually advantageous basis in the davelopment and applicatinsm of
scientific discoveries in the fiald of hacteriology (hlologyl:

1. New bioclogically active substances and medicinal praparations for &rugs
{interfercon, insulia, buman growth hormones, monoclonal antibodies, etc.ls
2. Microbiclogical means of plant protection against diseases and pests,
bacterial fer«ilizers, plant growth regulators, new highly productive o
'''' ~ T yirieties and tybride of agriculfural plants thal are resistant To tne adversé
factors of the environment and are obtained by genetic and cellular
engineering methods) '

3. .. valuable feed additives and biologically active substances (feed protein,
amino acids, enzymes, vitamins, veterinary preparations, etc.) for raising the
productivity of cattle-breeding; mnew methods of bioengineering for the
effactive treatment, diagnosis and therapy of the main diseases of
agricultural animals; S

4. - WNew biotechnologies for obtaining economically valuzable preducts for use
in the food, chemical, microbioleogical and other branches of industry:

i 5 3 i : - : 3 Ttprral

5. Biotechnologies for intensiwve and effective processing of agriculturas,
. : e £ z

ndustrial and urban waste, utilization of sewage and gas discharges ror the

roduction of biogas and high-qualizy fertilizers.

Y e



BWC/CONF.II/?
page 30

Original:s ENGLISH

ARTTICLE %

Proposal by Hungary on behalf of a group of Socialist States

The Conference notes the increasing importance of the provisions of
Article X and confirms that the States parties carry out effective
co—operation in the field of peaceful development of biological science and

' the use of its achievements for the benefit of socio—eccnomic and scientific
and technoleogical progress. Such co—operation include, inter alia, the
transfer and exchange of information, training of persomnel and transier of
materials and equipment.

States Parties express their conviction that closer scientific and
_economic relations, increased exchange of information in the peaceful use of
biology and biotechnology is the best way to strengthen the foundations of thx
Convention and they reiterate their readiness to promote international B
co—operation in the peaceful uses of bictechnalogy with a view and in a way as
to increase confidence among natlions. .

The Conference calls upon States Parties to increase individually, or
together with other States or intergovernmental or non-gevernmental
international organizatioﬁs and United Nations specialized agencies, their
scientific and technological co-operation, particularly with developing
countries, in the peaceful uses of bacteriological (biological) agents and
toxins. ' : :

Furthermore, the Conference notes with satisfaction that the

implementation of the Convention has not hampered the economic and
techneological development of States Parties.

Qriginal. ENGLISH

~-ARTICLE "X

rroposal by India

The Conference notes that in the absence of an institutional mechanisa,
States Parties to the Convention have not been able to systematically
facilitate the fullest possible exchange of eguipment, materials and
'scientific_and_technological_information for the use of hacteriological
(biclogical} agents and roxins for peaceful purposes. The Conference calls
uponn all States Parxties to the Convention, particularly those of dgveloged
countries, to take positive steps Lo bridge the growing gap between the
developed and developing countries on she use of advanced biotechnology and
thereby promdte international co—operation in peaceful acrivities in such
arsas as medicine,_publié health and agriculture.

The Confarence calls upon all States Partles o the Convention,
especially the daveloped countries, to strengthen through thelr active
intervention co—operaticn between States Parties iIn contributing indiwiduall,
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or together with other States or international organizations in the peaceful
uses of bactariological (bioclogical)} agents and toxins. Such co-operation
should include, inter alia, the tramnsfer of equipment and material on a more
systematic or institutionalized manner, the transfer and exchange of
information, training of personnel and co-operation with international
crganizations such as the WHO and the Internmational Centre for Genetic
Engineering and Biotechnology. ' :

Criginal: ENGLISH
ARTICLE X

Proposal by Hungary, Mongolia, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
' and the Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics

1. <The Conference considers as an important purpose the development and
expansion of the areas of mutually beneficial co—operation beibween States
Parties to the Convention and scientific and technical assistance to the
developing countries. |

2. The Conference calls upon all States Parties to co-ordinate on an sgual
and mutually acceptéble basis the efforts, aimed at the development ol
bictechnolegy, including in the framework of the programme of intermational
scientific-technical co—operation. '

3. The Confarence is convinced that it is necessary to give global character
to the international scientific-technical co-operation and appeals to States
s

Parties to make worthv contribution to the elaboration and implementation =3I a
common global programme in this field. ;

Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Pakistan

The Conference noted that recent scientific and technological
developments have vastly increased the potantial. for the peaceful applications
of bioclegical agents and toxins and urged all States Parties to share this
technolaogy, in particular with the developing countries, for the benefit of
a1l mankind, both bilaterally and under multilateral auspices. Wwhile
reiterating its call upon States Parties-to'expand their scientific and
techneological co-operation in these areas, the Conferance recommended that a
confarence of States Parties and relevant specialized agencies be convenad by
the United Nations to propose measures for the establishment of adequate
instirutional means within the Gnited Nations system in order to fagilitate
ané promota such co-operation. o '
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Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Peru

The Conference should make a reference Lo the contribution of
disarmament, as already initiated in the £iald of biological weapons. in the
light of its relationship to development'and with a view to the holding of the
Conference on Disarmament and Development scheduled for 1987.

The Conferesnce should establish machinery to promote and implement
international co-operation in the peaceful uses envisaged by the Convention.

Original: ENGLISE

ARTICLE X

Proposal by Poland

The Conference calls on all States Parties to refrain from any
discriminatory practices which could hamper the intermational peaceful
co—cperation in biosciences and related basic and applied research and
development, as well as in the international trade in related goods and
equipment. ' ' ' '

The Conference believes that such a wide scientific and technical
co—-operation, while strengthening the confidence of States Parties in full
implementation of the Convention, is also of great importance for the
successful eccnomic and social devalopment of Staltes. a

Original: ENGLISH

~ARTICLE-X—

Proposal by the German Democratic Republid, Poland and
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic '

The1priﬁci§al.;bjec£iveé of cofdpéréticn_in the field of biotechnology:
— prevention éﬁd effective curing of grave diseases of the popuiaticn;
- shéfp increase of the foéd rééoﬁrqes?

~ improvement in the_utiliza;ion of the naiurai resoufégs:

- the rastering of the new easily renewéﬁle energy_SQHrcesl

— the development of low—was:é producticﬁ: |

rhe raduction of the harmful effects on she environment;
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- the development of fundamental research in the whole complex of
biological sciences and other fields of natural sciences dirsctly
connected with the study of physical and chemical foundations of
biophenomena.

QOriginal: ENGLISH

ARPICLE XI

Proposal by Sweden

The Conference notes the importance of the provisions of Article XI and
that since the entry into force of the Cenvention these provisions have not
been invoked.

The Conference considers that the Convention could at an appropriate time
be improved upon by scme new provision ané legal undertakings, the form of
which, be it additional protocols or ammexes tc the Convention, would depend
upon the substance of the changes or additions. The Conference is aware that
possible new legal undertakings related to the strengthening of verificaticn
of compliance could be dealt with in a comprehensive way only after the
conclusion of a Convention of Chemical Weapons.

' The Conference believaes that shortly after the negotiations on 2
Convention on Chemical Weapcons have been successfully conciuded, a Conferance
of the Parties to the Convention on Biclogical Weapens should be held in order
ro review the Convention in the ilight of the Convention on Chemical Weapons-
This .Conference could decide to launch a preparatory procedure, including the
establishment of an A& Hoc¢ Expert Group open to all States Parties, with a
view to holding a Special Conference to consider legally binding improvements
of the Convention while taking fully into acccunt the outcome of the
negotiations cn the Convention on Chemical Weapons.

Original: ENGLISH

ARTICLE XII

Proposal by Sweden

The Conference decides that a thizd Review Conference shall be held in
Geneva at the reguest of a majority of States parties not later than 1991.
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Originals ENGLISH

ARTICLE XIV

proposal by Hungary

The Conference notes with satisfaction that --.- States have ratified the
convention or acceded thereto since the first review Conference. There are
... States Parties toO the Convention, jncluding 2ll the permanent members of
the Security council of the Onited Watious and & further ... States which have
signed but have vet to ratify it. The Conference expresses its satisfaction
over the ever widening adherence of States to the Conventicn which is

considered as an evidence of its effectiveness and the continulng

' international support +o it. The Conference therefore calls upon all

signatory States which have not ratified the convention to do S0 without delay
and upon those States which have not signed the Convention to jein the States
parties thereto. thus contributing to the achievement of universal adherence .7
the Convention. : -
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Original: ENGLISH

PPREARMBLE

Proposal by Cuba

Reaffirming also the principle that the adoption of effective measures of
disarmament must contribute to the strengthening of internastional peace and
security, to putting an end to the arms race, in particular teo all weapeons of
mass destruction, and to reallocating resources for economic and social
development, especially of the developing countries,
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APTICLE V

proposal by +he German Democratic republic, Fungary
anc the union of Soviet-Socialist Republics

The States represented at the Second Review Ceonference of the Parties te
the Bactericlogical Weapons Convention have unequivocally'prcnounced

themselves for the comprehensive strengthening and effective implementation of
the provisions of the Conventicﬁ. The final document of the Conference should

reflect this impertant aspect and point out concrete ways to this end.

on the basis of the numercus propesals which have been submitted during

the Conferences and which reguire close study. including 2t the level of

. experts, it is suggested that 2 consultative meeting at expert level, open b
all States parties to the Convention, should be convened in Ganeva in :
March 1987, with the aim of working cut and agreeing on decisions ané
recammen&ations'ccncerning the followingt :

3. Establishment of a grouwp of scientific experts to study latest
biological developments of relevance to compliance with the convention-

2. exchange of data on bioloegical research centres 2nd epidewmic
diseases, and exchange of other information, with a view to strengthening
rhe mechanism of compliance with the Convention. )

3. Broader co—operation among States in the peaceful development and
uses of biosciences for the purpose of furthering cocio—aconoric and

scientific-technological advances-’

4. TFPreparatory work for a special conference of the states parties to

the_Convention to_d;qw_pp_ggﬁnadopt an additional_protocol to the

 conventien, with that prctocol_ffdéiéiﬁgmfdf"EEESﬁfés_to"streﬁgthen—thgag
. : _ T 3
system of verification of compliance with the Conventiocn- _ e

The States Parties attending the consultative meeting should elect &
crhairman and twWo vice-chairmen of the censuitative meeting for 2 cne—-year term

each.

S The‘cdnsultative'méeting may decide to convene, ;f necessary, for
additional sessions o discharge its rasks under items 1 te 4-.

The decisions and recommendations which will pe adopted at the
consultative meeting in conformity with the procedures of the Secon
Conference should be forwarded by the depositarieS-of the Conventien to'gll

rates Parties to the Convention-

3 Review
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COriginals ENMGCLISH

APBTICLE VI

Proposal by Colombla

Any State party. should have the right to reguest the World Health
Organization to investigate & breach of the Convention.

ARTICLE VI

Proposal by Wigeriz

The Conference recognizes the importance of effective compliance
- procedure of the Biclogical Weapons Convention and the need for such &
procedure o attract greater confidence and eliminate possible pclitical
controversy on its application. - : :

The Conference further notes the views expressed by States parties of the
need for an effective arrangement +hat would separate the fact-finding stage
of the complaints procedure from the stage of political consideration and )
decision by the Security council and that members of the Security Council may
agree to consider the initiation of an investigation of 2 complaint received
by the Council as a procedural matier in accordance with the ralevant
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.

Original: ENGLISH -

ARTICLE XTI

proposal by Treland

~ The Conference considers that the Convention can be improved upan through
. further legally binding provisions,.nctably"cn the gquestion of verification of
compliance. The form of these provisions, be they 2an additional protocol or
other appropriate jnstrument, would depend upon their substance-

ame Conference believes that a conference of the Parties to the -
Cconvention on Biclogical Weapons should be held in order to consider the
establishment of a preparatery procedure, including the establishment_of a
Praparatory Committee open’ to all States parties, with a view t0 holding 2
Special Conference tO consider legally binding improvements to the Convention
while taking fully into account the outceme of the negotiations on the

convention on chemical weapons.
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COWTENTS

SUMMARY RECORDS OF PLENARY MEETINGS
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Opening of rhe Conference DY the Chairman of the rreparatoery Committee
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Message frcm the Secretary—General of the United ¥atlons

ndoption of the Agenda
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Confirmation of the num;natlon of the Secretary-General
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of the Committee of the Whole, the Drafting Committee and the Credentials
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of the Committes of the Whole, the prafting Committee and the Credentials
Committes
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Bppolntmeﬂt of the Credentials Committee
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_Review of the operation of the Convention. as provided for in its Article XLI
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Grantingxof_ebserver'statﬁs ro Algeria
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4th meeting

orogramme of work {(continued)

Credeniials of represeﬁtatives to the Conference

{a)} 2Appointment of the Cradentials Committee {continued}

Review of the operation of the Convention as provided for in its Article XIX
{a) General debate {continued)

Election of Vice-Presidents of the Conference and Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen
of the Committee of the Whole, the Drafting Committee and the Credentials
Cormitiee {continued}

S:h meeting

Review of the cperaticn of the Convention as provided for in iits Article XTI
{a} General Zdebate {contimued)

6th meeting

Election of Vice-Prasidents of the Conference and Chairmen and Vice-Chairmen

of the Commitise of the Whole, the Drafiing Commities and the Credentials
Committee (conciuded)

Raview of the cperation of the Convention as provided for in its Artiecle XII
{a) General debate (continued)

<h meeting
T ProgMe Qf W’Ork {contjﬂued) S . e .

Review of the cperation of the Convention as provided for in its Article XIZT

{a) General debate {(continued)

gth meeting

Reviaw of the operation of the Convention as provided for in its Arxticlie XIZ

{a) Genaral debata (concluded)
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Report of the Committee of the Whole
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Credentials of representatives to the Conference
{k) Report of the Credentials Committee
Report of the Drafting Committes

Preparation and adoption of the Final Document
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BWC/CONF.II/SR.1-10/Corrigendun
4 Cecember 1986

SECOND REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TQ TER CONVENTION

ON TEE PROEIBITION OF THE DEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTIOR AND

STOCXDILING OF BACTERIOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL) AND TOXIN
WEAPONS AND ON TEEIR DESTRUCTION

{Geneva, 8-26 September 19886}

SOMMARY RECORDS OF THE lst TO 10th HEETINGS

held at the Palais des Naticns, Genava,
from 8 to 26 September 1886

Corrigendum

The present document contains +he corrections received from delegations
and from the secratariat applying to the English text of the summary records
of the meetings of the Second Raview Conference of the Parties to the
Convention on the Brobibition of the Development, Prodiiction and Stockpiling
of Bactericglogical {Biological) and Toxin Reapons and Their Destructicon
{ AWC/CONF.IL/SR.1-19) -

With the issuance of this corrigendum, the surmary records of the
above-mentioned meetings are to pe considered as final.
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lst wmeeting
Cover page
In the contents, after "Opening of the Conference by the Chairman of the
reparatory Committee”, insert "Submigsion of tie f£inal report of the
Preparatory Committee™, which follows "Adoption of the Agenda™.
Page 2

Immediataly above paragraph 1 insert "SUBMISSICHN OF THE FINAL REPORT OF
TEE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE (item & of the provisional agenda)”.

Page S

Immeaiately abova paragrapbk 18 deleta "SUBMISSION OF TEE FINAL REPORT OF
TEE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE (agenda item 4)".

Paragraph 22

In the third seatence, delete "Iouisa™ and insert “"Luisa®.
3rd meeting

Paragzaph 21

Replaée "in that country"™ by "in Sverdlowvsk".

Paragraph 22

In the second sentence, afiter "in 1984™ insert "by
.S, Vice President Bush”.

Paragraph 23

After "to facilitate the” insert "fullest possible”.

Paragrapnn 24

In the last sentence, after “provisions®™ delete the full stcop and add “so
that full compliance with the Convention would lead to the reallizaticn of its
important purposes.”

Paragraph 25

"
- s . - >
The name of the speaker should raad "#x. van STULENAGEL".

eth meeting

Covar zage

Under agenda item "Review of the cperation of the Convanticon a5 provided
. . . - . . . R 3 Peazmhrlar
for in ius article XII", delste "(h) Articles I-XVU" and "(¢) Fraamouiar
paragraphs and purcoesas of the Convention”.
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Paragraph 43

The name of the speakexX should read "mx. KOTCHEUBEY™.
7¢h meeting

raragraph €6

mhe name of the speaker should read "mr. Ter HEORST®.
gth meating

Daragqrapn 17

2fter the first sentence, replace the remainder of the paragraph by the
following:

I was important Lo protact the paramount legal achiavement reprasentad
by this convention, b? being clearly aware ocf the descisive mature of the
guestion of respect of its masic interdictions and the question of
copfidence in this regard. That confidence was indispensable. If it was
found to ke eroded, that had to be put rTight. T+ was obvious that
allegations of wviclaticn which had baen left without 2 conclusive answer
had a negative effect on confidence. It was important to ensurs thaet,
should that kind of sitnation recur in the f£future. ef fectlive MEASVIESS
would be taken so as to avaoid prolonged uncercainty with regard Eo
compliance with the basic cowmitments. Whether racent davelopments io
iology had made bactericlogical weapons less hypothetical than it had
appeared 14 years ago wWas a question which had to be axamined carefully.
The practical requirements of confidence also had Lo be related to the
iprerests of security-

_ __ paraqrapn 18

In the first sentance, dalete the words "Tn that context,” and begin the
santance with "The Conferance .-« )

Tn the third sentence, inserxt maj garmament” betweeon rdapendable” and
Tagreements”. '

Delate the last sentence and replace by the £20llowing text:

Anove all, his delegation hoped that the negotlations o ranning chemical
weapons taking place at Ganeva in tha frameworkx of the Confersnce on
Disarmament would iead in the near future to a new ;ncarnatcional
ingtrument embodvying an effective verification system, whicn might have
positive implicaticns for rpae future of the present convention, :
particularly pecauss of the iink establisiied betwesl chemical an
bacteriological aras DY rhe Geneva Protocol o+ 1925, which prohl

(el
hivred

thelr usa.
Parzgraph 19

Rerlace the pazz raph by the Eollowing text:
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Degpite the importance of verification, however, it should nows be
forgotten that whatrever the impertactions revealed by experience in cha
modalities agreed upon at the conclusion of the current convention,
effective renunciation of bacteriological wWeapons was and conrinued to be
fully required from all States parties. The rule had to be upheld
cateqorically, whatever the system of verification in force.

Paragraph 20

In the fourth sentence, delete "nad fully chsarved™ and insers "continued
to fully cbserve®,

Paragraph 35

The name of the speaker should rsad "Wr. NGO HAC TEAM™,

Paragraph 43

The name of the speaker should read "Mxr. KAZEMT KAMYARM.

Paragraphs 54 and 36

The name of the speaker should read "My, SEAFTI™.

10th meeting

Paragraph 5
The name of the speaker should read ™Mr. NGO HAC TEAM?.

Paragraph 22

The name of the speaker should read "Mr. FaN Guoxiang”.

Paragraph 27

The name of the speaker should read "Mr. SHAPTI".
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‘ELOPMENT, PRODUCTION AND STOCKPILING BWC/CONE - I1/3% -

8 September 1326
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‘1N WEAPONS AND ON THEIR DESTRUCTION Criginal: ENGLISH®

SUMMARY RECORD OF THEE lst MEZTING

Eald at the Palais des Narions, Geneva,
on Monday, 8 September 1988, at 10.30 a.m.

Temporary Presidents Mr., MEISZITER {Hungary)
Presidents Mr. LANG {Anstria}l
CONTENTS

Opening of the Conference by the Chairman of the Preparatory Commi
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Election of the President
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Correccions should be subm:.tted in one of the working languages. Loey
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The meeting was called to order at 1l a.m.

OPENING OF THE CONFERENCE BY TEE CHATRMAMN OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE {item 1
cf the provisional agenda) )

i. Mr. MEISZTER (Hungary), speaking on behalf of the Bureau of the
Preparatory Committee, declared open the Second Review Conference of the
Parties te the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bacteriolegical {Biclogical) and Toxin Weapons and on their
Destruction and welcomed all delegations participating in the Conferasnce.

2. Tntroducing the report of the Preparatory Commitiee (BWC/CONF.II/L) which
was the subject of item 4 of the provisional agesnda, he said it was a matter
of great satisfaction that zll the Commititee's decisions and recommendations
had been adopted by consensus thanks to the exemplary spirit of goodwill and
co~operation displayed by all delegaticns. He also wished to express the

Bureau’s aporeciation of the assistance the Secretary-General had given Lo the’

Committee nnder General Assembly resclution 39/585 D and especially of the
effective co—operation received f£rom the Secrekary-General's
Special Representative and his staff.

3. He drew attention to the otker documentation before the Conferance,
pPrepared at the request of the Preparatcry Commitiee, and explained that,
owing to delays in the submission of material by States Parties not all

documents were available in all the official languages of the Conference.

ELECTION OF THE PRESIDENT (item 2 of the provisicnal agenda)

4. Mr. TEJA (India}, speaking on behalf of tHe Group of mon—aligned, neutrzal
and other States, nominated Mr. Lang {(Austria) for the office of President.

5. Mr. KRISTVIX {Norway) and Mz. ROSE (Garman Democratic Republic) supporced
the ncmimation.

6.7 MrI Lang {Rustria) was elected President by acclamatiopi—— "= o

7. Mr. Larg {Austria) took the Chair.

2. The PRESIDENT said that although he would do evervthing possible to
ensure the successful completion of the work of the Conferance, success also
required the support of dalegations and their willingness te co~operate. The
short time allotted to the Conference imposed the duty to leave aside matters
not really at the core of the Convention. The usefnl werk done by the
Preparatory Committee had made it possible to begin a constructive debate
immrediately, leading to a final document that would confirm and reaffirm th
commitment of all States Parties to the Convention.

$. The purpose of the Conference was to review the operation of the
cnvaenticn, to easure that its purposes and provisions weare realized and to
take into account relevant new scientific and technological developments.
Recent treaty-making efforrs related to environmental protection ¢r to tha
secusity of cerrain means of energy production bore witness o the con n
eer scientific and technological progress under contTol in

™ n functions Lo

e
uturz generaticns. Thus ons 0L the mal =
rence was a ciose examination cf actual develogmelts
background of existiag treabty provisions.

o)
agaLn
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10. If the Conference addressed itself homestly te all the gquestions which
nad been raised in recent years. it could in itself become a
confidence-strengthening exerxcise. Many wele aware that confideace in the
Convention was apparently being slowly eroded. Doubts had emerged as to 1ts
applicability %o certain results of genetic engineering; those views would
have to be examiped bearing in mind the statement of the First Review
Conference that article I had proved sufficiently ccmprehensive Lo covex
recent scientific and technological developments. . Allegaticns of
non—compliance might be viewed in the light of the declaration adcpted in
1980, namely that the adequacy of article V should be further considered at an
appropriate time. Impatience had also Been growing at the slow progress of
negotiations on the prohibition of chemical weapens in spite of the strong

appeal addressed to the Committee on Disarmament six years earxliexr. Recent
progress, howevex, gave Ireason for hope.

1i. In addition, the general interpational climate bad not heen favourable Lo
a build-up of trust among the States Parties. The chief task before the
Conference, therefore, was to clarify existing uncertainties and to strengthen
canfidence in the Conventicon as a raiianle instrument which had effectively
eliminated the possibility of an arms race in at least one important azea.

12. TFinally, the Conference should rot overloek the peaceful uses of the
biosciences, their role in relation to human heaith and the environment, and
the need for intermational co—operation for the benefit, in particular, of
develcping countries. Such co—coperation should include the transfer and
exchange of information, the training of persomnel and the transfer of
materials and eguipment on a more systematic and long-teIn basis.

MESSAGE FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL OF TEE UNITED NATIONS

13. ‘The PRESIDENT invited the Special Representative of the Secretary—General
of the United Mations to make & statement on behalf of +he Secretary—Genezral.

_14... Mr. MARTENSCON {Special_ﬁeg:gsgntative oﬁ_the_Sgc;gtary-General of the

United Wations, Under-Secretary-Genexal foT Disarmament Affairs) read out the
following message to the Review Conference from the Secretary~Generals

"It gives me great pleasure to extend my greetings and best wishes
to all delegations participating in +he Second Review Conferencea of the
Parties to the Convention on rhe Prohibition of the Development.,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Bicologicall and Toxin
Weapons and on thelr Destruction. This important Raview Conference is
taking place at a crucial time for the destimy of hrmankiand. Unless
agreements are evolved inm the not too distant future for proceeding with
genuine arms 1imitation and disarmament., rhe arms zace will continue ©o
irmperil pea&e and jecpardize the future of the global coopunity.

"The biclogical weapons Convention constitutas the first and, SO
fay, the only international legally binding instrument by which States
Parvies have undertaken ko pronibit and prevent rhe development.
oroduction and stockpiling of an entire cataegory of weapons of mass
destriction. Most importantiy, they have also undertaken the obligation
to destroy them, or divert them te peaceful purposes. The Convention

has, therefore, aptly been called the worid's first disarament Lrealy.
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“—partial'measures'in“thé“fiéld"of“arms“limitation”an

it continues to serve as 2 guide to the international communicy in its
efforts to achiave genuine disarmament measures regarding other types of
Wweapons and their systems. It furnishes an example of how mutually
acceptable solutions can be found to most intricate international
problems if States ‘bring the requisite political will to the effort.

"Since the First Review Corference, the Convention has gained new
tates Parties, bringing the total number to over 100, including the
militarily most significant Powers. This is encouraging and there is
doubt that wniversal adherence to the Convention would help strengthen

international peace and security.

a0

"Besides focusing on realizing the purposes of the preamble and the
provisions of the Convention, the Second Review Conference is called upon
to take into account new and relevant scientific apd technological
developments. It is important to ensure that the Convention is not
outpaced by scientific and technological advances and remains a solid
shield against the advent of any new varieties of weapons in the category
it seeks to outlaw.

"The Convention also embodies the affirmation by the States Parties
of the objective of an effective prohibition of chemical weapons and =h
mndertaking of them to continue negotiations on that question. This has
assumed added importance in view of the heightened irtezmatiocal
awareness about the use 0f chemical weapons. Initjatives taken recentl
to accelerate negotiaticns towards concluding an effective, verifiable
and comprehensive convention en the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and on their dest—uction
are most timely and require to be sustairaed until this very important
objective is achieved. Apart from its intrinsic valuae, such an agreement
would increase mutual trust and confidence and be an important step
towards disarmament in other areas.

14

"This Convention was cne in a2 series of mulgil

taral agreements on |
disarmament that
were concluded in the past two decades. Each of theszs agreements was
meant Lo be a step towards the goal of general and complete disarmament
under effective international control. Limitaticn, zaduction and
eventual elimination of weapons of mass destruction, of which biological
aad toxin weapons are only one categorvy, is to be reqgarded as an
imperative. . But there can be no Progress in that directicn unless the
arms race, particularly in the nuclear field, is arvested. Meanwhile,
the internatienal community should take every opportunity %o reaffirm and
Strengthen existing agreements.

"I trust that your review of the Convention will serve that high
- - - - F M
Durpese and thus help lend substance tc +the disarmament precess. The
States Parties fo the Conventicn have an important task before them ands T

the Conference every success in its endeavaurs.®

[

wish

for his statement

an

S
S
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ADCOPTION OF THE AGENDA (item 3 of the provisional agenda)

16. The PRESIDENT draw the attention of the Confersnce Lo the provisional
agenda that the Preparatory Committee had agrsed to recommend Lo the
Fay -

17. The agenda was adopted.

SUBMISSION OF TEE FINAL REPQRT QF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE {agenda item 4)

18. The PRESIDENT suggested that as an expression of gratitude to the members
of the Preparatory Committee, the Conference should take noke with
appreciation ¢f the Commitiee's repcort (BWC/CONF/II/L).

13. It was so agraed.

ADCPTION OF THEE RULES OF PROCEDURE (agenda iktem 5)

20. The PRESIDENT drew attention to the provisional rules of procedurs
Iecommended by the Preparatory Commitiee (BWC/CONF/II/L, annex IX).

21. Tkhe zules of procedure were adopted.

CONFIRMATION COF THE NOMINATION OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL {agenda itsm B)

22. The PRESIDENT noted that rule 18 of the rules of procedure provided for a
Secretary~General of the Conference. In paragraph 22 of its repor:t, the
Preparatory Committee had decided fo invite the Secrstary—Ceneral of the
United NWations, in comsultation with the members of the Preparatory Commitias,
te acminate an official to act on behalf of the Commitiee as provisional
Secretary-General of the Review Conference. The Secretary-General of the
Unjited Nations had nominated Miss 2Aida Louisa Levin, Senior Political Affairs
Qfficer, Departmeni Ffor Disarmament Affairs. In the absence of any

- objections, he would take it that the Conference-wished to confiim Miss Levin
a5 Secretary-General of the Confarence.

23. It was so agreed.

ELECTION OF VICE-PRESIDENTS OF THE CONFERENCE AND CHATRMEN AND VICE-CHEAIRMEN
OF TEE COMMITTEE OF THE WECLE, THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE AND TEE CREDENTIALS
COMMITTEE {agenda item 6)

24. The PRESIDENT szid that under rule 5 of the rules of procedura, the
Conferance had to elect 20 Vice~Presidants. ARcreement had bean resached in the
Preparatory Committes that thres posts should be allotted to Africa, four each
to Asia, Eastern Eurcpe and Latin America, and five te Western Europe and
other States. The Preparatory Committee had zlso agreed that the Committee of
the Whole would be chaired Ly Mr. Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia, thait the Draitiz
Committee would be chaired by a rapresentative of Western countries, and that
the Credentials Commitiee would bBe chaired by a rapresentative cof th
nen-aligned, neutral and okhier Stafes. Further consultations were, hawevs

-
-
a ne

neaded within and among the ragicnal groups concerning aganda item §, an
thersfors suggasted that the mesting should be adiourned to allew time for

a_

those consultations to be completad.
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The meeting was callad to order at 3.55 p.m.

ELZCTLON OF VICE-PRESIDENTS (OF THE CONISARENCE AND CHATRMEN BAND V;.C"—CI-'.AIP“T‘?
OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE, TH:J:. DRAFTING COMMITTEE AND THE CREDENTIALS
COMMITTEE {agenda item ©)

1. The PRESIDENT said that under rule 5 of the rules of procedure, the
Conference was reguired to elect, in addirtien to its President,

20 Vice—-Presidents, a Chairman and twe Vice-Chairmen far the Commlttee of the
Whole, a2 Chairman and Vice~Chairman for the Drafting Committee and a2 Chairman
and Vice-Chairman for the Credentials Committee. Rule 8 pravided that the
General Committee should be composed of the President of the Conferasnce, who
would act as Cha*rman, 2C Vice—Fresidents, the Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole, the Chalirman of the Drafting Commlhtee and the Chairman of the
Credentials Committee.

2. It had been agreed in the Preparatory Committee that the 20 posts of
Vice-President should be distributed as follows: three for RAfrica, four for
ia, four for Eastem Eurcpe, four for Latin Bmerica and five for
Western Eurcope and cther States. Feollowing consultations in the various
regional groups, the following candidates had been prooosed: for Africa,
Ghana and ¥Migeria; for Eastern Europe, the German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, Poland and the USSR; for Latin America, Costa Rica and Chile, for
Western Europe and other States, Iresland, Italy, NMorway, the United Xingdom
and the United States of America. The regional groups concermed would make
known the remaining candidates {four from Rsia, two frem Africaz and two Irom
Latin Zmerica) as scon as possible.

3. The States Parties named werz elected Vice-Presidents by acclamation.

4. The PRESIDENT said that, according to an understanding reached inn the
Preparatory Committee and reported in paragraph 4 of the Committee’s repor:
{BWC/CONF.II/1}, the Cormittee of the Whole would be chaired by Mxr. Vejvoda
_ICzechoslovakia),_the.Drafting"Committee_byma;fépresentative-of Western .
countries and the Credentials Committee by a raprasentative of the
non~aligned, neutral and ctfher States. The Western States had nominated
Mr. Butler {Australia) as Chairman of the Drafting Commeittee and the Group of
Nen-Aligned, Neutral and cother States had nominated Mr. Afande {(Kenval as
Chairman of the Credeatials Committee.

S. Messrs Vejveoda, Butler and Afande were elected Chairmen of the Committze

of the Whele, the Drafting Committee and the Credentials Cormmittee
respectively, by acclamation.

&.  The PRESIDENT, after congratulating Messrs Vejvoda, Butler and Afande.
said that it had been agreed to nominate Messrs. Campora {Argentina) and
Clerckx (Belgium) as Vice—Chairmen of the Committez of the Whole

M v {Bulgaria} as Vide-Chairman of the Drafting Commitres and

i A5-£ 3

by b ino
‘. Lacletz {Spain) as Vice—Chairman of the Cradentials Commitiee.

5. Campora, Clerckx, Xonstantincv and Lacleta were electad by
b

T
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8. The PRESIDENT, after congratulating Messrs Campora, Clerckx,
Konstantinov, and Lacleta, said that the Conference had thus completed its
consideration of agenda item 5.

CREDENTIALS OF REDPPESENTATIVES OF THE CONFERENCE {agenda item 7)
(a) ADSOINTMENT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE

9. The PRESIDENT said that, under rule 3 of the rules of procedure, in
addition to the Chairman and Vice—Chairman of the Credentials Committee Fust
elected, the Conference must appoint five further mempers of the Committea on
the proposal of the President. On the basis of counsultations, he proposed the
appointment of representatives of the following three States: Cyprus,
Switzerlard apnd the Ukrainian SSR. 'Two members remained to ke nominated.

. As he heard pc objection, he would take it that the Conference wished to
appeint the three States he had nominated to the Credentials Committee.

iz, + was so decided.

12. fThe PRESIDENT called on those delegations which bad not already dome so
to present their credentials to the Secretary-General of the Confersnce as
scon as possible.

PROGRAMME OF WORK {zgenda item 9)

13. The PRESIDENT suggested that, on the following day, after the election of
the remaining members, the General Committee should examine the Conferenca's
programme of work and make recommendations on it. For the momeRt, the general
debate could be expected to take place on Tuesday, 9, Wedmesday. 10 and
Monday, 15 September, Thursday, 1l and Friday, 12 being local holidays.

14. Tt was so decided.

+. The PRESIDENT reguested those delegations which had not already done so
o inscribe their names as soon as possible on the list of speakers for the
general debate.

The meebing rose at 4.10 p.m.
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The meeting was callad to order at 10.25 a.m.

REVIEW OF THE OPERATION OF THE CONVENTION AS PROVIDED FOR IN ITS ARTICLE XII
{agenda item 10}

GENERAL UEEBATE

1. Mr . CROMARTIE (United Xingdom), speaking on benalf of the

mwelve member States of the European Cemmunity, observed that the Cenvention
was unigue and the only arms control agreement in force which reguired the
eradication of an entire category of weapons frem the arsenals of States. The
Twelve were encouraged by the fact that 103 States had become parties to the
Convention and committed themselves to working to ensure that such weapons
were not used or developed. The widest possible membership for the Convention
was an imgortant factor in creating confidence that that commen objective
would be realized.

2. The use of bioclogical weapons was prohibited under the 1325 Geneva
Trotocol, while the Biclogical Wea2pons Convention prohibited their
development, production, stockpiling, acquisition ox retention by other

means. Taken together, the two agreemenks were intended to rid mankind of the
fear of an unspeakable method of warfare. The Twelwe reaffirmed their suppor:
for the objective of cutlawing biological weapons and for the Convention as an
soternational norm against biclogical and toxin weapons. deserving the support
of the eptire international community. wider adherence to the Convention
would enhance its awthority. '

3. The Twelve believe@ the Review Conference had an important task of
strengthening the general consensus in favour of the Convention's undarlying
aims as well as the general consensus that arms contrel and disarmament
measures must be complemented by measures to encourage confidence and tzrust
between the parties to them.

4. At the last Review Conferance. a mumber sf delegations had expressed

- deubts -about - the compliance mechanisms and regrettably those_doubts had npot

beer stilled with the passage of time. The Twelve believed that the question
of assurance of compliance was a crucial element for creating confidence in
the Convention and strengthening its authority. If. an incident occurzed
which could give rise to doubts about compliance,.it was, they considered,
incumbent on the Party concerned to take all steps necessary to clarify it.
they also believed that it was necessary to reduce the grounds for lack of
confidence in the efficacy of the Convention. They recognized that no single
system of verification could be applied to every arms control or disarmament
situation. The pace of scientific and technological development over the
previous six years had been rapid. . Technigues legitimately daveloped for
civil purposés could, if abused, have repercussions for +rhe Bioclogical Weapons
Convention. The Conference must draw the appreopriate conclusicns from those
developments and consider what new arrangements might be made to increase
confidence that any evasion by a State Party would be rapidly detectad.

5. The Twelwe recognized that amendment of the Convention wculd ot be

. . , : = 3 s =3 TT af 7
within the competence cf a Review Confersnce uncez articie XIT of tae
Convention. Although decisicons on new RMEASUTES could not be taken, it was

&
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important that the Conference should consider the question of strengthening
confidence in the Convention. The Conference should record clearly the
determination of all States to co—operate in doing so.

5. The Twelve attached much impertance teo article X of the Convention on the
exchange of information on the peaceful development of microblology. The
spread of disease was not constrained by mational houndaries and the same
should be true of information about causes and cuxes. The Twelve were ready
to collaborate in a constructive and realistic manmer in dealing with all the
issues cenfronting the Convention.

7. As leader of the United Kingdom delegaticon, he remarked that his country
kad always taken a particular interest in the Convention and agreed, as the
USSR had stated in 1984, that the efforts of all States Parties should be

~, concentrated on further strengthening the Convention, increasing its authority
"and widering the circle of Parties. '

8. His Government had given much thought to means of erhancing the authori
of the Convention and believed that cne of the best ways of doing so would be
by increasing ceonfidence in compliance through adequate provisions for
verification. Reassurance in the efficacy of the Ceoaventicn was only
pessible if all States Parties were willing to respond copenly and fully to
requests Lor information.

S. As a specific comtribution to that process, his Govermment was making
available to other Parties a paper by the Chemical Defence Establishment on
the contamination of Gruinard Island off the Scottish coast by anthrax spores
during Second World War trials to assess the threat nosed by bicloglical
warfare.

10. The signature of the Biological Weapoms Convention in 1972 had been an
important step forward made possible by the seperation of biologlcal and
chemical weapons. Since then a parallel agreement to abelish chemical
weapons had been pursued, thus responding to the obligations assumed undex
article rx of the Biclegical Weapons Convention, and efforts to finalize that
agreement should be continued. He welcomed the consensus reflected in the
Final Declaration of the 1980 Review Conference that the Convention coversed
any possible gap between the twe fields and considered that the lessons te be
learned from the current negotiations on chemical weapcons might eventually be
profitably applied to the steps ahready taken on biolegical weapons.

11. when the Biological Weapons Convention had been signed in 1972, crucial
arms control agreements in other fields had alsc been in the process of
cenclusion. Fourteen vears later progress could be seen at the '
Stockholm Conference on Confidence and Security Building Measures and
Disarmament and it was legitimate to look forward to the early achlevement of
a chemical weapons convention in the Conference on Disarmament. il
delegations attached the highest importance to the bilateral negotiaticus in
Geneva on nuclear and defence issues and earnestly heped for their success and
for further meetings between President Reagan and General Secrekary Gorbachev
to give a decisive impetus to that process.

-

2. Mr., LOWITE (Uniftad States of America} said that his delegation believed
he Conferance should ke u for a thorough and productive assessment of how

or
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the Convention was operating. Wnile the United States had signed and ratified
the Conwvention in the hope of eliminmatiang a broad range of dangerous and
morally repugnant waapons, toxins had unfortunarely been used for hostile
purposes since that time and his Govermment had coacluded that there had besan
instances of non—compliance with the Convention.

13. His delegation stressed that States Parties had an chligation to raesolve
concexns ralsed about their activities and that other parties to such a
multilateral agreement had the obligation to investigate questions raised with
respect to compliance. To date, the Unitad States had not received
satisfaction in that regard and investigations mandated by the

General Assembly on the use of toxins had been blocked. Despite the lack of
stringent verification provisions the United States had been able to determine
in some cases that the Convention had been violated.

14. Advances in bictechnology had increased man's ability to design new
substances, modify known substances and produce such materials. It had
become possible to manufacture biological or toxin agents in ouch smaller
facilities than in the past. Those developments had brought about
capabilities which, if misused, coculd pose a significant biolegical and toxin
weapons threat and had further complicated wverification of compliance with the
Convention. -

15. His delegation believed that, in the course of the review of the
Convention, measures could be adeoptad to help provide assurance that permitted
activities were not being used as a cover for pronibited activities. Such
measures could be embhodied in the Fimal Document.

16. BAs rebarded the purposes set out in the preamble, the United States
continued to attach great importance to effective progress towards general and
complete disarmament and to strict compliance with the 1925 Geneva Protocol.
Since the use of bioclogical and toxin weapons was repugnant Lo mankind, no
effort should be sparsd towards the objective of completely exciuding the
possibilitcy of such use. The United States would continue to abide by the

17. With regard to article I, the United States was in full compliance with
its ebligations, but it believed that the Soviet Union had continued to
maintain an cffensive bioclogical warfare programme and capability and had been
involved in the production and use of toxins for hostile purposes in Laocs,
Kampuchea and ARfghanistan.

18. In accordance with article II, the United States had destroysd all
existing stocks of bislogical and toxin weapons and means of delivery prior Lo
the deadline stipulated by the Convention. ’

frat

9. With regard to article III, the United States had never transferred to
ny State biological or toxin wezapons. It beliewved, howmver, that the
Soviet Union had been invalved in the transfer of toxin weapons te Laos and
Vietr Nam.

f
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of legislation to control biological development and production activities,
and continuing review of existing United States laws and regulations.

21 . The United States had scugh® Lo make use of the cousultative process
provided for in article V with the Soviet Union concerning the 187% outbreak
of anthrax in that country, Soviet involvement in the production, transfer and
use of mycotoxins, and the Soviet Unior’s maintenance of an offensive
biclogical warfare programume.

22. Under article IX of the Convention, the United States was honouring its
commi tment to continue negotiations towards the effective prohibition of
chenical weapons. The comprehensive draft convention put forward in the
Conference on Disarmament in 1584 remained a model for an efiective and
verifisble ban on chemical weapons. Since that time the United States had
continned to negotiate sericusly in the Conference on Disarmament and in the
bilateral discussions on chemical weapcns with the Soviet Union.

23. Tn accordance with article X, the United States had initiated and
participated in many activities to facilitate the exchange of scientific
information and technelogy for the use of biclegical zgents and toxins for
peaceful purposes.

24. The United States was committed to supporting and strengthening the nerm
established by the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention. The Onited States
had not developed nor would it develop such a weapons capability. The
Convention was a valid international agreement and all States Parties had a
sclemn legal cbligation to uphold its provisions.

25. Mr. STULPNAGEL (Federal Republic of Germany) sald that an important
disarmament aim bad been achieved with the conclusion of the 1872 Convention.
The roots of the Federal Republic's commitment to the prohibiticon of the
development, production and stockpiling of biclogical weapons rxeached far
back. Germany had acceded ko the 1925 Protocol without a forwal reservation
and in 1955 the Federal Republic bad made an unconditionally legal binding
bledge to refrain from producing biolegical, chemical and nuclear weapons.

26. The Convention's major deficiency was the lack of verificatiorn
provisions. Mutual trust in the adherence of all Parties te the Convention
cowld only be achieved if there was a high degree of visible compliance.
Efforts, which the Federal Government fully supported, had been made LO
improve verification, notably in the Final Pocument of the 1580 Review
Conference and General Assembly resclution 37/98 B. Although the Conference
had no mandate to negotiate additional coantractual obligations his delegaticon
believed that the final document should give due expression to a common
concern.

27. It was important to create more confidence through approoriate measures
and it wasg undoubtedly in the interest of all Parties that doubts with regard
to full compliance with the Convention should be clarified. The Conference

should seek to agree on a set of generally-accepted rules of gonduct with
regard to bioclegical organisms and substances ceming under the Convention.
The Conference would have acnlewved a notable success if it agreed onr a final
document giving proof of cenaral acceptance of such procedures.
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28_. Consideration might usefully be given to such measures a3 strict
adherence to the international obligation to report outbreaks of eplidemics;
information on special security measures taken in facilities normally subject
ro a lower level of sacurity precautions; information on extansive
vaccination programmes for the general public or special groups, particularly
non—routine programmes information on mass casuvalties with communicable
diseases caunsed by accidents in laboratories or production plants; and
exchange of vaccines, strains of infecticus agents, toxing and
chemotherapeutic substances. It was encouraging that, as shown by a recent
seriocus accident affecting much of Europe; it seemed possible to reach
agreement on a system of undelayed and thorough exchange of information
providing a basis for comzon co—cperative afforts.

29. <Co-operation was one of the important elements of the Convention as was
clear frem the provisions of article X. Omne result of such co—operatlon was
the world-wide eradication of smallpox.

30. Important research into biological agents and toxins for peaceful
purposes was being undertaken in the Federal Republic and his Government
attached great importance to bilateral and multilateral co-—operation in that
area, especially with countries still developing thelr own research
capacities, particularly with regard to humar and animal health care and food
production. The fact that scientific problems were not confined to individual
countries and the increasing complexity and cost of researcnh underlined th
need for joint endeavours in the quest for solutions. The exchange of
scientists was particularly important and in the Federal Republic scientists
from foreign countries had fres access Lo publicly-assisted researcn
establishments to the extent that reciprocal provisions applied.

31. =His Govermment considered also that efiorts should be increased to
achieve the early fulfilment of the obligation under the Convention to
conciude an agreement banning chemical weapons.

32. Mr. ISSRAELYAN {Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled thet the

_ Convention was the first measurs of real disarmament and an integral part of a
set of treaties and agreements limiting the arms race. It was the duty of all
States, above all those bearing the primary rasponsibility for maintaining
international peace and security, to preserve and buiid upon the Convention.
In his delegation's view, the main parpose of the Conference was to reinforce
the Convention and the effective implementation of all its provisioms. In iz
final document, the Conference should indicate specific ways of achieving thet
objective.

33. It was difficult to over—estimate the-importance of the Convention. It
prohibited an eantire class of highly dangerous weapons of mass destruction.
which, if used anywhere, would lead to unpredictable consegquences for all
mankind. Tn view of the latest achievements in microblology. it would be
considerably cheaper to produce bactericlogical, than- chemical or nuclear,
weapons. Any country with microbiclogical imstitutions would basically be
able te stockpile such weapons. That possibility had bean blocked by the
cimely conclugion of the Conventioﬁ- In addition, the Conven ion offered an
examgle of the successful soluticn of complicated sscurily pranlems and bore
cestimonv to the fact that real disarmament, resulting in the remeval of
entire c;tegories of weapons from State arsanals, was not ab ifealistic Efancy
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but a perfectly attainable objective. As the Lirst step on the road towards
general and complete dizarmament, the Conventicn had great mobilizing
potential provided that all States had the will to proceed.

34. The fact that over 100 States were currently parties to the Cenvention
constituted a recognition of its effectiveness and its contribution to
disarmament. Eis delegation noted with satisfaction that in the period
following the First Review Conference, all the permanent members of the
Security Council which had not done so earlier, had adhered to the
Convention. In its final document, the Conference should call on all
signatory States to complete the ratification process so that the Convention
became a truly universal international instrument.

35. His country had ratified the Convention by the decree of the rresidium of
the Supreme Soviet of 1l February 1975 and compliance with its provisions was
‘guaranteed by the relevant State institutions in accordance with Soviet
legislation and practice. rhe Soviet Union scrupulously observed its
obligations under articles I, 17, IIT and IV of the Conwvention. Itz did oot
possess any bacteriological agenis or toxinsg, weapons, eguipment Or means ox
delivery. T+ had never transferred such weapons to allied States or third
countries nor provided information concerning their development. It had o
stockpiles of weapons of that kiné outside its territoxy and did not carry cut
any development of such weapons on the terzitories of other States-

36. Research and development employing micro-organisms and toxins weze
carried ouwt in the Scviet Tnion enly for peaceful ends- The Soviet
microbiclegical industry specialized in products used in agriculture such as
plant protection agents and bacterial fertilizers, medical preparations.,
bioreagents for scientific research and products for use in the textile, food
processing, chemical and other industries. Genetic engineexing had made a
substantial econtribution to the production of medical products and antigens
for wariocus viruses. '

37... The Soviet Union,cppcse&mattempts_tc_undermine“;he"Convgntion qn_varigusn_
pretexts. It maintained that the efforts of all States Parties should be
concentrated on strengthening the Convention and was prepared to co—-operate
constructively with all countries interested in increasing its effectiveness.
2 number of delegations had made specific proposals, some of which seemed Lo
be sound. &s General Secretary Gorbachev has repeatedly stressed, the
Soviet Union attributed great importance to the problem of control since it
was interested irn scrupulous cbservance of agreements. The Soviet Union was
ro less, indeed rather more, concerned about verificaticn of over compllance
with the Convention than other countries. In a recent interview, ’

Mr. Gorbachev had made it clear that the Soviet {nion had the same artitude
rowards verification in commection with proposals for the prohibiticon of

nuclear weapon testing.

38. The Soviet Union had heen one of the authors of the reference document
presented to the FTirst Review Conference Qi nevw scientific and rechrological
achievements relating to the convention (BWC/CONF.L/5)- That document had
concluded that such achlevements had not given riss to new possibilities of
violating the provisions of the Convention. The Soviebt Unicon had provided
updated referance material on the subject for tha prasent Conference
BWC/CONT.IT/3/28E.1) which reached the coanclusion that the orovisions of the
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Convention covered all micro—organisms and toxins both of natural and
artificial origin which could be used for military purposes, including those
toxins which could also Le used in chemical weapons.

39. His delegatlon considered that the Convention should be effectively
strengthened by broad co-cperation in the peaceful development of bioclogical
science in the interegsts of soclo—economie, scientific and technological
progress. The Soviet Union maintained wide international relaticns in those
fields through trade and various forms of multilateral and bilateral
co—operation and technical assistance particularly with the Comecon countries
but 2lso with other countries, including negotiations with firms in a nmnber
of Western countxies.

40. ZIncreased intermational co—operation with regard to blotechnology an
genetic engineering for preventive measures and the cure of infectious
diseases and for pest control were in the interests of all States,
particularly all developing countries.

41, In compllance with the provisions of article IX of the Convention, the
Soviet Union was in favour of the intemsification of negotiaticons to conclude
an effective and verifiable conventicn on the complete prohibition of chemical
weapons. At the end of April 1986, the Soviet delegation to the Geneva
Conference on Disarmament had put forward new proposals on the verification of
the destruction of chemical weapons producticn facilities, including
systematic international on—-site inspection. Negotiations had entsred a
decisive phase. TProgress had been made on many aspects of a draft
convention. It was true that the results could have bheen greater if a
readiness to comprcomise had been shown at the appropriate time by the Westerm
side. However, the final draft of the convention on chemical weapons was
within sight and it was of crucial importance that all States should abstain
from actions that might impede negotiations, particalarly the production and
deployment of binary and other mew types of chemical weapons and the
stationing of such weapons in other countries. The Conference should support
energetic measures to ensure compliance by the States Parties to the

Convention on Bacteriological_@n@”TQXin;WEapong;with_;heir_obligatigqs;td__;;"_m_~

continue negotiations for the early conclusions of a convention on chemical
weapons..

42. The Soviet delegation would do its utmeost to create an atmosphere
conducive to the success of the Conference. He appealed for co-operation in
the quest for mmtually acceptable solutions, particularly ont the part of
Western countries which appeared to have adopted an attitude of confrontation
as was shown by theix refusal to agree to the nemination of the representative
of a socialist coumtry as President of the Conference and the intervention
just made by the Tnited States representative. )

43, ¥z, REERAD (Afchanistan), speaking in exercise of his right of reply.
said that the Tnited States represepitative’s references to Afghanistan wes

without foundation. Similar references had been wmade by the United States

delegation in other United ¥aticns forums. It was a reprehensible practice
bt it was nci difficult to undarstand the reason for it.
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GRANTING OF OBSERVER STATUS TO ALGERIA

44. The PRESIDENT announced that Algeria had applied for observer status in
accordance with rule 44, paragraph 2 of the rules of procedure. If thers was
no objection, he would take it that the Conierence wished to accede Lo that
raguest.

45, It was so decided.

46. The PRESTDENT jnvited the BRlgerian delegation to take its place.

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m.
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The meeting was liled to order at 3.20 p.m.

TROGRAMME OF WORK {agenda item 9) (continued)

1. The PRESIDENT suggested that, in addition to the two neetings on

9 September, the meetings on Wednesday 10 September and Monday 15 September
slould be devoted to the general debate. He alza guggested tlmt the speakers'®
list for the general debate should ke closed on Wednesday 10 September at nocn.

2. It was so0 decided,

CREDENTTIALS OF REPRESENTATIVES TO TEE CONFERENCE {agenda item T7)
(2} APPOINTMENT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE (contipued)

3. The PRESIDENT recalled timt,at the end of tle Conference's gecond
meeting, two members of the Credentials Commititee remained to ke appointed.
Since then there ad been two nominations, the first, tlmt of Jordan, by tle
Group of Non-aligned, Weutral and Gther States, and the second, that of

¥ew Zealand, by the Group of Western and Cther States. If thers w=s no
cbjecticn, he would take it that tlhose two States Inrties were approinted by
the Conference as mexbers of the Credenzials Commitree, -

4. It was so decided.

FEVIEW QOF TEZ OPERATICN OF THE CONVENTIGN AS PROVIDED FOR IN ITS ARTICLE XIT
{agenda item 10}

(2) GENEZRAL DERATE {continued)

5. Mr. DESPRES (Canada} said that the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Bevelopment, Production and Stockpiling of Bactexriological {biological) and
Toxin Weapons and their Destruction was the Ffirst multilateral agraament almed
2t the complete elimination of a whole category of weapons. trict observance
of the Convention by all the States Parties and universal accessica to it wera
therefore of special importance. At the time of its conclusion the Convention

~Imd-also been seen as a major step towards the effective prohibition of —— - 1

crhemical weapons, as was clear from the preamble and article IX. Megotiations
to that end lmad been keld at the recent session of the Conference on
Disarmament and the current Review (onfarence should urge the continuation and
intensification of those negotiations. In his delegation'sz view, the
participants in the Conference @ a dual task: *o examine impartially the
implementation of the Convention since its entry into force and to consider
means of strengthening it.

8. Arms control and disarmament implied 5.'1 all fields 2 race batwean the
never—ending advances of science and technology aand the means available to
statesmen and legislators to ensurs tiat those advances were used to
strengihen international peace and security. In the field of blotechnolegy,
the problem vas particularxly acuXe. Since the entry into forees of the
Conventicr, 2n even since the First Review (onference, major advances bad been
nade in verious branches of bhiotechnology. Althouch such progress <uld be of
inestimable value in enhanging the health, well-being and securilty of peoples

. . . - z A
throughout the world, it wm3 peverthe less azlso true tlat it could b= misused
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for other than peaceful purposes and that it made verification of compliance
with the provisions of the Convention, which many regarded as vital to an
agreenent on arms control and disarmament, increasingly di fFFficult.

7. Since the FPirst Review Conference, therxe rad been gewmaral allegations of
gsericus violations of the Conventicn. Canada Iad carriaed out investigations
into the question of the alleged use of toxin weapons iz Scutheast Asia.
Trmge investigations, which ad formed thke basis of three geparate reports to
the Secretary-General of the Unitad Rations, did not in thremselves provide
conclusive proof but nor did they refute tre allegations of violations *o
which he had been refexrzed. They showed tiat the abnormal epidemiclogical
phencmena occarring in Scutbeast Asia at the beginning of the 1980s remained
without adequate explanation. They pointed to the absolute necessity of full,
proapt and unreserved co-operation among all the parties dizectly concaerned.
Such co—opexation had been lacking in the case of tke investigmtions carried
cut v the Canadian Covernment, and in the case of the expert team sent ta *the
region by the Secretary=~General of th= United Mations in 1981. similarly,

. gncertainties resarding other presumed violations of the Convention k=ad not
een resolved. The situation was neitber satisfactory ror acceptable,

3. Given timt state of affairs, it would be only too easy to slip into 2n
attitude of passive despailr but such a defeatist approach could only weaken
the stand tmat had been taken agalinst biological weapons, the best expressicn
of which was the Convention, which was stiil a legal instrument binding on all
£} States Parties. The Canadian Government consideraed that the Conference
stould seek to strengthea the application of the Convention in a realistic and
practical spirit. It Boped that the Conference would result in an agrzement
on a nimber of measures th2t could be set forth in a final document adopted by
congensus and implying a political commitment. In particular, Canada daemed
i+ highly desirable to build upon the results obtained at the Tirst Review
Conference by reaffirming the xight, under article V of the Convention, to
reqguest the orcganization of consultations at the experc level open to all
States Parties and setting forth the corresponding obligation of all

States Parties directly concerned to resgond favourably to such reguests, O
participate in the consultations and to co-operate to the full in resclving

T Tany problem relating to compliance with the coavention. " The Canadian’

delecation was also xeady o give favourable consideration o any otler
measure likely to further the hope of seeing the ban on bionlegical weapons
ccmpliad with and all States Earties truly complying with the legal
oblications imposed upcen them by the Convention.

9. Canada mmd never possessed any biolegical weapons and i* continued to
obsarve all its obligations under the Conveation o the full and in all
respects. In the hope of encouraginrg a freer exchange of informatlion on
biotechnological researzch and development awong +he States Parties, his,
delecation hed given the Conference secretariat a paper describing the genexal
character and scope of biotechnolegical acrivities in Canada, and the role
played in that field by the Canadian Government, and reguested its circulaiion
as an official Confersnce document.

10, Mr. FRISTVIK (Norway) said that the eniry into force, of the Biological
Weapons Conventicn in M2 rel 1975 had been a major event in the disarmamant
£iald. Tt 'ad been the first - and wes still the oaly — multilateral

In providing oY

agresment to contain crovisions for concrete disarmament-
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the destruction of existing weapons and the banning of a whole category of
weapons of mass destruction, the Oonvention bad been zeen as a model for
multilateral disarmament agreements.

1l. DYorway, which kzd been one of the first countries o sign the Biological
Weapons Convention in 1972, was pleased to noke that 16 additicnal Btates kad
accaded to the Convention since the Pirst Review onferencs. Altugh it now
Ind more timn 100 States farties, the Convention was mowever, far from being
universal., The carrent Review Conference should uree the remaining =igratory
States and those which were not parties to adbere to the Convention a= the
earliest pogsible date.

12, though the Convention stipulated the holding of a review conference
five years after its entry intoc Fforce (article XII) it contained ne provision
for further reqular reviews. In its Final Declaration, the First Review
Conference in 19580 Iad expressed the belief that such conferences constitutad
an effective methnd of reviewing the operation of the Convention and kad
cecided that a second Review Conference should be held at Geneva at the
request of a majority of States Parties not earlier tian 1935 and, in any
case, not later than 19%90. On the basis of that decision, the Morweglan
Government had approached the Depositary Governments in 1984 with a Droposal
that a gecond Raview Conference should e convened in 1986. -
thirty-ninth session of the Unitad Mations Goneral Assembly, a draft
resclution to that effect Imd been introduced by Worvay on behalf of

42 countries from all regiomal groups and Iad been adcpted without vots on
12 December 1984. Eis delecation hoped that the current Confersmce would
decide to convene a third Review Conference aftar an apprupriate period.

13. Every effort stould ke made at the current Review Confersnce to adopt a
Final Declaration in which +he States Parties wonld, fnter alia, affirm their
Sedication to the principles and objectives of the Conveantion and their

cowmi tment to implement its provisions effectively. In his delegation's wview,
the scope of application of article T of the Convention was sufficlently clear
and comprehensive. Tke rapid developments in biotechnology, espacially in &he
arez of geretic engineering, lad caused concermn that tlat pew techmology might

be misused for weapons parposes. . His delecation believed that the _‘p‘rovisli._?j;;?_________ .

TTTSf article 1 Of the Convention clearly banned Auy such misuse. The Fret
Review Conference had welcomed the declarations of gevaral States Parties
confirming their implementation of and compliance with the prohibition of
biological and toxin weapons. Forway Iad been among the States Parties to
make such a declaration in 1980. In preparaticon for the currant Conference,
it bad submitted a statement to the Secretary—Generzl conflmming that irts
position in that reqard was uncrenged.

14. Yorway ted never developed, produced or stockpiled any blological or
toxin weapons. To fulfil its cobligations under article IV, it had included
tbe main pacrt of article I of the Convention in the Norwegian Penal Code. 1In
¥orway, 211 rasearch in micro—orgenisas and toxins was directed solely towards
the epidemiology of infectious disease, medical treatment and prophylaxis. In
accorcance with the substance a2nd the spiric of article ¥ of the Convention,
trhe research w23 unclessified and the results wers publisted In the scientific
ILttarature.
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15. At the FPirst Review (Conferenca, mich attention had been devoted toc the
provisions of the Convention concemming verification and complaints

procadura. In his delegmtion's cpinion, tre verification provisionz were
inadacuate and racent acientific and techmological develoments b2d made thelir
ipadequacy all the more apparent. The complaints procedure was another weak
point in the Convention. The current Review Conference should thersfore lssue
a2 reminder that the provisions of article V concerning consultation and
co-operation enabled interested States Parties to use various intsrpational
procedures which world make it possible to ensure effectively and adequately
+he implementation of the Conwventlon provisions. The Counference ahould
reaffizm timt those provisions included, inter alia, the right of any

State Tarty to request the convening at the expert level of a consultative
meeting open to all Stataes Farties.

16. Forway loped that all States Partles would agree tlat any repoxt of
nen-ccepliance should be taken seriously. The Final Declaration of the .

. current Review Conference should therefore state tiat alleged vioclations of

" #hs Convention should he investigated withbout delay and in a proper mANner.

17. Tie First Review Conference méd called for strict compliance with tlhe
provisions of the 1925 Geaneva Frotocool. According to documented reports,

chemical weapons tad been used repeatedly in the war bebtween Izan and Imag, in
viclation of the Protocol. Norway had expressed grave concern over those
violations and strongly condemned the use of such weapeons. The fact that such
weapons weres s5till beirng producsd and uged was a timely reminder of the uwrgent
need to conclude a global and comprehensive ban on clemical weapons. The

Statss Parties to the Convention Iad committed themselves under article IX To
negotiate an agreement on effective measures for the prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons and theiz

dastraction. After 14 years, negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament,

tad still pot produced such an agreement. Considerable progress had been

mada, Mowever, during the last few years., The draft text resulting from the

1986 session coverad all the major areas of the Convention, except proceduras

for recuesting a fact-finding misslon. Tiat ¢ap reflacted the disagreement -
concerning on-site inspection on challenge. Nor<ry., which had played a=n
active part ia the work of the Conference on Disarmament’ for several years, 7
was of the opinion that the negotiations shorid be intensified with a view &o
reaching an agreement in 1987. + wvas vital to mankind that chemical weapons
should be eliminated as soon as possible.

18. Forway was confident that the deliberations of th= current Conference
would demonstrate the importance of the Biological Weapons (onvention- It
would like to see the Conference become a constructive tool in the aeffort to
uphold the authority of the Convention. It would be useful in thzt connection
if all the States Parties to the Convention would reaffirm their coumitment O
it in the Fipal Declar=ztion.

19. Mr. MEISZTSR (Hungary) sald that the Pungarian People’s Republic had
always attached the greatest imporiance to the prohibition a2nd destyachion of
all Kinds of weapons of mass destruction, particularly means of chemical and
bacteriological warfare. That was why as eaxly as 1966, at the twenty-first
session of the United Xations General Assembly, it red sutmitted 2 dr=it
resoluticn which, in paralilel with the +rengthening of the

1923 Geneva Protocol, aized a2t the complexa pronibition of the dewvelogmenc,
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production and stockpiling of all chemical and bacteriolegical weapons anéd the
degtruction of existing stocks. It t»d also been one of the first countries
ro sign and =tify the convention, which was carrently an organtc part of
mational lagislation, in ccmpliance with article IV of the Convention.

Iastly, the Bungarian People’s Republic had gtorictly complied with 2ll the
provisions of the ¢(onvention and was determined to continue to <o 50 in the
future. It mad never possessed biological or toxin weapous and =4 no
fntenticon of acguiring them.

20. TIn the view of the Imgarian Government, +he Convention, which had more
t+imn 100 States Parties, I=d contrituted greatly to the strengtbening of
international gsacurity and to the promotion of matual trust anéd co-operation.
fts importance did not stop tbere, towever. It had in fact been followed by
further agreements on arms control and disarmament. Just 22 £he elaboration
of the Biclogical Weapons Convention I=md been influenced by previous accords,
it in its turn ad »d an impact on subsequent arms control and disarmament
activities., There was a close orgnic interrelationship, the imporiance of
which could Imrdly be over-estinmated. It was important, therefore, to utilize
the accumulatad experiences when working out new iptarpational legal
jnstruments on disarmasment. Only an ipternational legl régime based on
respect for existing agreements- and ever—increasing jpnterpational co-operation
ould effectively guarantee the security of all natioms.

2. TIn s Government's view, the Bioclogical Weapomns Convention, which =&
been in force for more tima 10 yeaIs, tad played a positive role in limiting
the arms race &Y cuslawing an entire class of deadly weIAPONS of mass
dastruction. Events Im=d morsover clearly confirmed the wvalidity and
tipeliness of bamming a type of weapon the use of which a% any point in the
world could entail umimaginable consequences for mankind as a whole.

22. At the time of the adoption of tke convention banning piological and
roxin weapons, such means of warfare md been considared to have comparatively
low military value given the ievel of science and technology. Since then
microbiology had made great advances and without the Convention the new

. @iscoveries in the field of genetic engineering might have canged that

. ‘situation. .. Tre new progress made in hiology was included in the SCOpe of the

Convention. If the convention's proviglons wers gtrictly complied wizh in
furure, it would be possible +to ensure tlmt the findings of biotaechnology
would not be used to develop new biological or toxin weapons Or to make
existing agents more effective in military ter:s.

23. At the Fizrst Review Cocfersnce, the BEungarian delegation hed expressed
rhe view that the provisions of the Convention had been propexrly complied with
and that o viclation of obligztions had taken place. In its opinicn tiat wWas
a proof of the effactiveness of the Convention and it hopad that

States Parties would continue © respect thelr obligations. It should ke
noted that during the 10 years the Comvention kad been in force no State PArTy
bad falt it necessary to set in motion the precadare provided in articles V
{erlling for cngultations 0 rasolve problems) and VI {dealing with
cocnplaints concarning violatrions of obligtions).

24. Under article IX each Stass Farty had mdertarxen ol continue negotlations
= 2 . R AT sty =
with a view to reaching agrzement on effactive measures for Lie prohibsTion O

11 L A T AP o
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the development, production and gtockpiling of chemical weapons and for their
destruction. MNecotiations to achieve guch a treaty ad recently besen
accalamtad in the framework of the Conference on Disarmament and substantial
regults ad been achiewvaed. Nevertheless, much remained to be done and
increazed efforts and flexibility would be reguired from the participants in
the pegotiations. His delegation was convinced tlzt given the necessary
political will o agr=e and unremitting efforts on the part of the negotiators
an agreement on 2 oomprehensive ban on chemical weapons, drawing on the
experience acamulated since the conclugion of the Convention, might be within
reach in the foreseeable future. There was, as e had alresady mentioned, a
closa, organic interrelztionship among existing treaties on disarmacent.
Early conclusion of a clemical weapons treaty was desirable in oxder to cover
whataver grey areas might lie hetween biclogical and chemical weapons. The
gucecesgful outcome of the current Review Conference would mumdoubtedly improve
the prospects of the early conclusion of a chemical weapons treaty.

25. Article XII of £he Convention provided timt the Feview Comference should
+ake into aceoount all ackievements of science and tachnology relevant to the
Convention. The pepers prepared by the Derositary Statas and othex

States Parties provided a satisfactory sumary of those developments. Hisg
dalegation agreed with the conclusion that the Convention covered all the
rasults of scientific and technical development relevant to the weapons it was
intended to barn and considered that cbligations assumed wmmder the Convention
did not impede sclentific progress for peaceful purposes. His delegation
consideraed it to be of the utmost importance that States Parties should
increase their co—operation in compliance with article X and was convinced
that the stronger gcientific and econcomic relations became, and the liveliex
the exchance of information in the peaceful uges of bioclegy and bhictecinology,
the stronger sould be the foundations of the Convention and the more
pos3ibilities theve would be of dispelling vnfounded suspicicns.

26. His Goversment did its utmost to that end. It was 2 matter for regret
wever that sotte of its initiatives in other intermaticnal forums to foster
eacefyl co-wperation in the field of biotechnology had not been to +the Liking
of soae States, mos" oF tnem Par"ies to "he Corvention.

27. His delegation would participate in the proceedings of the Second Feview
Conference with the firm determinmation to contribute to its success, o
achieve a fimal declaration whichk would incontrovertibly further strengtben
the Convention in all 4its aspects. TFor that purpose it was desirable in his
delecation's view that States Parties should reaffirm their commitment o ehe
obligations assumed wunder the Convention and their determinztion to prevent
misuse of the latest results of science and technology as well as their
resdiness to promote intermational co—operation in the peaceful uses of
hiotechnology with a view to increasing confidence among nations. Iz
esgsential to urge States that had not vet done so to accede to the Comve'ztﬁon
in order to achieve universal adherence as soon as possible, Eis delegation
would take part in the proceedings of the Conference in that gpiric.

28. Mr. ROSE (German Demcoratic Republic) sa2id that the Conwvention panned z
wiole class of weapons and thas furnished practical proof of tre view that
reans of masgs destraction could Be eliminated and the hxzan xa2ce freed from

the threats to its survi val- Attempts to uwndermine or weaken multilateral
agreements such as the Convention con the prefex:t of rewi sing them should be
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vigorously oprosed. Delegetions to the Second Feview Conference amuld use
the review process to give fresgh impetus to disarmazent In a genuine spirit of
co-operation.

25. The socialist countries bad recently presented new and far-reaching
initiatives, the centreplece being the Soviet proposal aimed at ridding the
world of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction by the year 2000. A
fow weaks earlier, the Soviet Unicn kad extended its anilateral nomtoriom on
nuclear tests t5 1 January 1887. After those inltiatives the ball wms in the
other court. It was incmbent on the other side td remove the obstacles
preveating the cessation of the arms race and further agreeRents in all
digarmament fields.

30. It was legitimate to ask whether the rapid development of the biological
gciencag did not make the abuse of sclientific findings for military purposes
more likely. That was particalarly true of new patrogens, the modification of
existing micro—orenisns with enbanced multiplication capacity or the creation
of new ones, increases in the drug resistance of such or@nisms by genetic
engineering, tha apolication of novel tachniques %0 davelop vacgcines and the
artificial prodaction of toxins. In the light of those risks, it shoeld be
unambigucusly affimed that article I of the Covention was periectly adequats
to cover all situations and could cover every new develogment.

31. The concern that bicological discoveries with military potential might
possibly pose a threat to the Convention bad given rise to a discussicn aboul
the verification procedures laid d&own. In tiat connection ke pointed out timt
participants had expressly recognized timt articles ¥ and VI set out flexible
intermational procedurss, including the convening of consulitative meetings at
the expert level by States parties. To date no one had ever inwwked those
procedures. Be deplored the attitude of countries which, whemever they were
about to increase their outlays on military hiology research and develommant,
Jevelled accusations at other States Parties. Instead of undexmining the
Convention in that way, it would be better to consider wiat measures which
would effectively enkance confidence in ccmpliance might be envisaged on the
basis of the present text. His delegation would welcome a frank. and

- emnstructive '-di'scnsSion"cn'“'hha.t'"subject.' U P [ ; [

32. The development of peaceful international co-operation to take advantage
of new biological findings, as called for wnder article X, was certainly an
essential means of strengthening thke Coanventicon. In recent years,
conferences, seminars and training courses rad been orcanired in the

" Gaxman Democratic Republic and contachts had been promoted between reseaxrch
institutions in the Fepublic and their counterparts in Sweden, Finland, India,
rhe (nited States of Mmerica, France, the United Kingdom and aother countries.
#ls country also co-operated closely with the other menmbers of the Counrcil for
Motnal Ecopnc@ic Assistance. In the medical £ield, his couvniry WS working
tcc_:e'ther with othker countries, primarily under WHO programmas, OR the use of
bacterial and viral strains for vaccination purroses, and the davelopment cf
i-mime toxins for tiumour therapy. '

icie IX, his country., ogether with other socialist
States, mad made great efforts at betih the glokal and

Tin zrly and comprehensive cremical weapons

33, FPursuanrt to arx
countries and ohher
recgiconal levels

rt
3]
o
!
et
g
e
it
v
2
[

pre



BWC/CONF.IT/S5R.4G
page 9

ban. It welcomed the progresa achieved in the negotiations at the Conference
on Disarmament. The object should be to oconclude the necotiations ao tztr a
draft conventicn could be gubmitted to the General Assembly not later than at
its forty—second session. Tiat effort ahould not be hanperad by plans for tie
prodiction of a nev generation of chemiecal aras, the binary weapons.

34. In 1986 H.s country and the Czechlwslovak Soclalist Fepublic ad sulmitted
+to the Federal Fepublic of Germany broad lines for negotliations on the
establistment of a zone free of cremical weapons in Farope. His country
believed that timt initiative would have a favourable impact on the
negotiations and the implementaticn of a comprehensive chemlcl weapons ban.

35. Tre Second Conference would help to strengthen the Convention if the
s nal declaration underlined the undiminished significance of the treaty.,
reaffirmed the Parties'® support for the principles and obiactives of the
Convention and their commitment to atrict chservance of its provisions, called

‘" on all other States to accede to the Convention, demandad an intensification

of international disarmament necotiations, especially the speedy conclusgion of
a chemical weapons treaty and set forth generally acceptable measures to
gtrengthen the régime of the Convention. His delegation was prepared to do
itg bBest to achieve those goals.

36. Mr. AHMAD {(Pakistan) said that the Convention Iad been dascribed as the
first intermationally negotiated genuine disarmament ZDeasur= which outlawed an
entirs category of weapons of mass destruction. Concluded in 1972, the
Convention mad entared into force three years' latex and the First Review
Conference, beld in 1980, had belped to strengthen the régime established by
£he Convention. Several States Parties kad called for the revision of gome
provisions and the Fizst Conference tad regretted the lack of progress in
negotiating an agreement oOn chemical weapons.

37. Since then strict compliance with the Conventicn and strengthening of its
provisions whers appropriate, mad been called@ for by the internmational
community through the General Assembly, in particaiar in regolution 37/98, of
wiich his country imd been a co-sponsor. The great strides recently made i

the area of biotechnology and genetic engineering bad increaged the potential

for the development of even more destructive weapons. At the same time new
and more efficient technigques could be used to produce vaccines to protect the
aggressor’s forces. It was well known that biological weapons mad seldom been
used in the past beczuse potential users were afraid of the danger to theilr
own forces and populations. Should those limiting factors be eliminated as a
result of breakthroughs in bicotechnology. the xisk that such weapons might be
uged would be greatly increased.

35. In tinse circuagtances thers wms urgent need to review the operation of

+he Copvention and to strengthen the régime established by it and the

1925 Genava Protocol. In that connection it wes gratifying trat the numper of

Stataz Parties ad increasaed from 87 at tha last Feview Conference to 103.
recver States which kad not yet accsdad to tbe Convention were neverth2less

comaitred under the 1925 Protocol. Tt was to be boped that those States would

moon ratify the Convention, and tiat the aim of univarsal adherence wuld b=

realized in the near futura.
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39. His delecgation noted with satisfacrion that no State bad resorted to the
ccmplaints procedure provided in article VI. Thezre bad beer allegations of
infringements but in the absence of adequate verification mechanisms it md
not Peen possible to come to any conclusive f£inding, a sitvation that once
wore underlined the need for strengthening the Convention. In his country's
view efforts to strengthen the Convention should concentrate on three areas,
improved procedures for verification of compliance and settlemant of
ccmplaints, greater openness and transparency of research in hiclogical
agents, enlanced co~opexration bet‘-aeeu States in the peacaful applicstion of
biclogical sciencas.

40. -Tke Final Docuxment of the Flrst Seview Conference reflected the concern
of a large number of delegations concerming the inadequacy of article V.

Since then the General Assembly had also stressgsed the need for a more
effective verification procedure in resoalution 37/98 C. There were precedents
that could serve as a meodel for a more reliable verification system. His
delegation considered it completaly inconsistent that some countries which
approved the IAFRA inspection system under the Treaty on the Mon-Broliferation
of Naclear Weapons were now oppoged o sirengthening the verification
procedure under the Convention.

41. Tie revised verification system should provide for tke establishment of
fact-finding machinery to examine complaints made under the Convention. The
machinery should make use of technical experts who sould carzy ocut their tmask
in an impartial, non-poiitieml way. Provision should alse be made to guard
against miguse of the veto power in the Security Council when the procedure
1zid down in article VI was applied. With regard to the time and modalities
for carrying out the necessary revisions in the wverification machinery, his
delecation felt that they should be the subject of comsultations between
interested counkries.

42. Article I of the Convention probhibited the development, producticon etc.
of biclogicl agents of types and in quantities tia* k=d no justification for
prophylactic, protective or other peaceful purposes. The tvies of agents and
qt.ant:}.ties were not defined and thers was consi dev-able BCOpR for abuse. There
“wag a very fige line dividing research for peaceful purposes From reseArch for
military purposes. In order to eliminate misunderstandings there should be
greater transparency in research on biolcgical agents. Countries engaged in
such research should so inform the Tnited Mations Centre for Disaxmament and
open their laboratories to interested scientliats,

43. With recard to article X, 2 number of delegations at the First Review
Conference, including his own, had zade concrete suggestions to increase
co-operation between the developing and develored countries in regard to the
reaceful uses of hiclogical agents and toxins. The Final Deocument of that
Conference reflacted Livse concerns. Unfortunately co-operation remained
insiqnificant and the background papers produced for the Confarence contalned
scanty information on the subject. Eis delegation hoped thet the current
Conference would take concrete steps towarda the establisitment of adeguate
inmatitotional means within the United Matlions system to facilitate the
xcmange of scientific and technolagicel informaticon for peaceful purposses.
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44. ¥His delegation regretted that 15 years aftar the conclusion of the
Convention and despite the coumitment gtated in the preamble and article IX, a
tan on chemical weapons rad still not been achieved. That was principally
Aue to the fact that the cutstanding issues were viewed in an East-West
contedt. The Partles currently engagad in the negotiarions in that £ield
ghould intensify their efforts o reach fipal agresement in 13587, B3
delegation boped that reviaw conferences would continue o e held, preferably
at five year intervals.

ELECTION OF VICE-DRESIDENTS OF THE CONFERENCE AND CHATIRMEN AND VICE-CHAIRMEM
OF TEE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE, TEE DRAFTING COMMITTEE AND THE CREDENTIALS
oeMMITIEE {agenda item &) {continued)

45. Tre DRESIDENT said that candidates ted been proposaed for the remaining

posts of Vice-President of tbke African Group, which proposed Prhiopia and the

+-+in Bmerican Group, which proposed CQuba and Peru. The &sian Group stated
-re it would inform him of its candidates as soon as possible. In the

. sence of objection ke would take it ttat the Confarence appointed Cuba,

stniopia, and Peru as Vice=Presidents.

45, Tt was so decided.

mhke meeting rose at 4.35 p.m.
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Thlis record is subject teo correction.

Corrections should be sukmitted in one of the warking languagegs. Thevy
stould be set forth in a memorandum and also incorporated in a copy of tbhe
record. They should be sent within one week of the date of this document to
the Official Records Editing Secticon, room E.5108, Felais des Natlons, Ganeva.

Any correctlons to the records of the weetings of this session will be
congolidated in a single corrigendum, to be issued shortly after the end of

tha gession.
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The meeting was caxlled to oxder at 10.25 a.m-

QEVISW OF THE QPERATION OF THE CONVENTION AS PROVIDED FOR IN ITS BRTICLE XIT
{agenda item LOC)

{a} GENERAL DERATE {eoatinued}

i. Mr. ISSRASLYAN (Union of Soviet Sociallist Republics) said tizt many
delegations kad requested clarification of the information his delegation Mad
provided on new scientific and technological develogments relative to the
Convention (BWC/CONF.ILI/4/Rdd.1) and also on the position of the Soviet Unilon
with regard to questions of compliance with the provisions of the Convaention.
fn order to save the Conference's time, e would not make a special statement
et had arranged for Professor Antonov., the principal expert- of +he Soviat
Ministry of Health on the subject, to intzoduce the Soviet background material
and answer questions following the close of the afternoon meeting.

Z- Mr. LINEEAM (New Zealand) said that the 1972 Conwvention represeanted &
significant achievement in disarmament and arms control. Thers werxe now
104 States Parties to the Convention, a welcome increase from the

g7 States Parties at the time of the First Review Confexrence. The fact tRmt
so magy countries tad pledged to reject biological and toxin weapons had
greatly reduced the prospect of any biologicazl axms race.

3. The Convention remained the only comprebensive ban on 2 whole categorxy of
wapons, a fact trat empiasized its significance 2nd should ancourage grezter
efforts to achieve the successful negotiation of agresmencs in other areas of
arms control and disarmament. The Comvention's significance had further
increased with modern biotecknological developments because it reducad the
risk of misuse of tiose developments to produce new and more threatening
weapons. That was another reason for waintaining the authority cof the
Convention.

4. New Zezland strongly supported the principles and obiectives of &
Convention and was committed to the process of disarmament and 2rms control
_negotiations. The review conferences were 2n important part of tiat process
2nd helped to ensure that the prohibitions and montrols of the agréements
achieaved continued to be effective anéd realistic in the light of scientific
advances.

5. Yew Zealand r=d complied with all ti= provisions of the Coavention. It
did not possess any of the weapons covered by the provisions of article I.
Tts Government was satisfied that nore of the activities pronibitad by the
Convention was being conducted in New Zealand and furthermore, that existing
legislation contained the necessary measures to control such activities, as
raquired under ar=icle Iv. Ceompliance with the Convention would be further
strengthened by the New Zzealand Muclear-Frae Zone, pisarmament and RIMS
Control legislation at present before the New Zealand Parliamant, which would
prohibit the manufactare, srationing, acgalsitlon or possession of a1y
biologicel weapons as defined by the Convention.

5. Ta nis Selecmtion’s wview, tlre Confarence was in a position Lo cake s5CT@
stens to strengtihen the authority and eflactivenass of tre Conwention. In Lhe
first place, the adequacy of aruicie Von consultation and o —oparatiod should
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be conasidersd further, as indicated in the Final Daclaration of the
Fira: Beview Confrrence. The proposal for convening a consultative meeting
open to all States Parties at expert jevel alsc deserved furthexr consgideration.

7. New Zealand sharad some of the concermmns expreased regarding the scope and
effactiveness of some provisions of +he Convenition. In particular, wys
should be sought of improving the adequacy and effectivenass of verificaktion
procadures. The successful operation of any disarmament and arms control
agreement depended on confidence timt its provisions were belng complied
with. Ik was an important — if not actually the central - task cf the
Conference to consider ways in which that confidence could be maintained apd

strengthened.

8. The 1972 Convention had sexved tle internaticonal coumunity well. It =4
been the major inhibitor of 2 biolegical arms race. It was,owevern vital that
any shortcomings in its operation should be recognized, as well as the mutual

interast in ensuzring that it should operate as well as it possibly could.

3. Article VIIT of the Convention stated tmt it ian no way limited or
datracted from the obligations ascumed by any State under the

1925 Ceneva Protocol. In Tecent vears, reports on the use of ctemical weapous
md, however, been confirmed by teams of experts aprointed by the
Secretary—General of the United Matioms. 1Ia view of trat sericus develorment,
i+ was essentizal that the Conference spould reaffirm article VIII as well 2s
the adherence of States Parties to tle principles and objectives of the

1925 Protocol.

1. The link between bicleogical and roxin weapons on the cne hand and
chemical weapons on the other was widely recognized and was becoming.
increasingly significent with new developments in biotechology. The preamble
to the Convention recognized the link and noted that the Convention
represented a fizst step towards the achievement of a ban om ctemical
weapons. Undex article IX of the Convention States mrties ad a duty Lo
continue negotiat:‘.oﬁs on effective measures for the prohibition and
destruction of chemical weapons. The Conference should reaffirm that high

successful and early conclusion.

11. *The First Review Conference had drawn attention to the importancs of
co—opexation and the exchange of equipment, materials and mechnology in the
peaceful uses of ractericlogical agents and roxins under article X. In
New Zealand, Government research institutions, semi-governmental institutions,
universities and the private sector regularly made services available to other
countries, particularly developing countries of the South Facific, and
exchanged information on materials and@ technology with them.- The Conference
might well consider how the Convention could be made more effective by
encouraging greater exchanges of information, materials and rachmology for
peaceful purposas.
12. The Conwvention &id not specifically provide for 1Lts continuing raview.
Since biokecmolagical and related devalopments could be expectad Lo continter
riodic raviews constituted a2 suitable mecranise for ascertainiag whather thz
Convention remained appropriate to the rasks set for it and wWhnetrer it needed
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strengthening further in any resgect. The Conference should therafore
consider a further review of tie Convention at approximately the same interm 1l
ag in the past. )

13. Mr. KEISALO {Finland} said that his counbry highly walued the Convention
an@ k=d been among the first States to sign ik.

14. The Convedtion was important in its own right since it committed the
Srates Parties to abstention from an entire category of parcicularly heluaous
weapons of mass destruction. It was also the first, and so far the only.
disarmament treaty which, not only prohibited the development and possession
of cartain weapons or potential weapons but alsc provided for the destruction
or diversion to peaceful purpeses of existing stockpiles.

15. The Convention was also important as a complexent o the 1925 Genewa
Protocol., which prohibited the use of chemical and bactericlogical weapens but
did not prohibit their davelopment, production or acquisition. Moreover, a
number of militarily important States Farties had attached reservations under
which they retained the right to retaliate in kind if such weapons were used
against them. Although the Protocol remained the most widely accepted
inst-rument of internmaticonal law in its field, its limitations =4 thex=fore to
e recognized. In conkrast the Convantion wequivocally c¢ommitted '
States Parties never uader any circumstancas to produce or Tetain biological
weapons for hostile purposes- Finland saw the Convention as a step towards
£h= coumplete elimination of an even more threatening means of mass
destruction, cherical weapons.

16. ‘Turning to the key articles of thre Convention, ke said that his
delecation viewed allecations of non—compliance wiith great concerm. mlthough
allegations had not been brought kefoxe £he United Nations Security Council
for action under article VI, they threatened to undermine cenfidence in the
adherence of States Parties to their compitments under tie Convention. Full
use should bBe made of the procedurss outlined in article V o examine such
allegations with the sexiousnuess they deserved. As the First Review
onference md noted in its Final Declaration, the procedures included the
right of any State Party to request the convening of 2 consulrztive meeting at

------- —expert-level-open-to-all States Fartiesi™ -

17. Recent rapid developments in biotechnology. including genetic
engineering, had led some experts to consider that biological weapons could
now be used in tactical situations and special operations and pot simply as
weapons of mass destruction with uncontrollable effects. Others considered
thet the potential for misuse of bictechnology was no greater tlan that of
standard microbiclogical techniques. In any case, the phrase "wrataver their
origin or metrod of productlion” in arricle I clearly coversd any and all new
technigues in the field of biotecknelogy, including any apolications of.
cenetic engine=ring. Bwven if biologim'l-agents could be more easily turned
into weapons of greater militaxy utility thaa hitbezto, such activities would
still to constitute & flagrant violation of the Convention. The Conference
should emphatically and explicitly reaffirm tat the scope of article I banned,
any applications whatscever of biotechnology for hostile purpssSes. -

18. Tre Confereace could strangthen confidence 1Ln tne continued eificacy of
= ban on biological weapons DY expressEing suprors for M= traditional
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standards of openness in scieatiFfic research, including resgearch in
technolegy. Such copennessg was particmlarly important because cartalin btypes of
biotecknological regearch seemed to requixe very stricr security and safety
measures which might give rise to suspicions of clandestine activity in
contravention of the Convention. There was a good deal of merit in the
recomendation made by many scientists that Stateg Parties should declare the
nueper and location of any high-containment laboratories undexr thelr
jurisdiction such ag those sultable for use with highly wvirulent microbes. A
recommendation on those lines might usefully be included in the final
declaration. . -

19. As another confidence~building measure, the Conference might zecommend
that States Parties provide infoxmation on the inoculation programies of theix
armed forces. Tre continued vaccinatior of military perscnnel against
smallpox could give rise to suspiclon since vaccination had been discontinued
in most countries following the WHO's official certification tlat the spallpox
microbe Md besn eradicated. Such confidence-building measures would
strengthen the comnitment of States Parties under article X to facilitate the
fullest possible excitange of information for peaceful purposes.

2. Ar+icle III had given rise to little discussion. However, it should ke
noted that it listed only States, greups of States and international
organizations s bodies which must not e assisted by States Farties to
manufacturs or acquire biological weapons. In view of the growth of
terrorism, it would be appropriate for the Conference to afiim tmt the
prohibition in article III covered 2oy telp whatscever by States Farties o
any recipient whatscever, whether at the intarmaticrnal, naticnal or
sub-national level.

2L. With regard to article IV, Finland ad taken the necessary measures o
incorporate its commitments under article I into its national l=gislaticn and
urged all other States Parties which Ted not yet done so to do likewise.

22. Arwticles V, VI, and VIT did not really £alfil the exaching standards foxr
verification which were being scught, for example, in tle negotiations on
chemical weapons.  Eis delegtion falt that the concern expressed over the
inadeguacy of those provisions was justified and was prepared to consider any
sugcestions which might strengtben them. Bowewver, as the First Review
Conference had rightly pointed ocut, the provisions of article V provided a
good deal of flexibility in dealing with any problems of compliance and it was
significant that during the 11 years in which the Convention m4 been in
force, no State Party tad had recourse to the complaints procedure under
article VI.

21, In spite ¢f the clear comzitment mder article IX, negotiations on a
comprebensive prohibition of chemical weapons had still not borne.fruit.
Meanwhile, there was increasing interest in new forms of cremical weapons and
zmore States possessed the tachmological capacity to produce such wWeapons.
Furthermore, in spite of existing legal obligations under the

1925 Genmeva Protocol a United Mations team of experts had found that such
w2apons had been used on a mmber of cccasicns in the Iran—Iraq wer. Those
cminous developments indicated that the world was living on borrowed Time as
far as banninc clemical weapons Was concemed and his delagation loped trmtl
rie Conference on Disarmament could overcome the remaining obstacles to the
conslusicn of a conwvention on the subject. Such a2 convention in conjunction
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with the Biological Weapons Convention would constitute an all faclusive ban
which would allay the concern of those States which considered that the
dividing line between biclogical and chemical weapons was arbitrary and had
consequently chosen not to become parties to the 1972 Convention.

24. His delegation welcomed the fact that a majority of the members of the
international community were currently bound by the Convention, a nunber of
States, including several with comsiderable biotaechnological capability.
having become parties since the Flrst Review Conferance. The Conferance wight
encourage those States which continued to stay outside the Conventicn to
roconsider their position and also vrge signatory States ©o ratify it at an
early date.

25, Mr. GROOT (Denmark) said that his delegation fully endorsed the views
expressed at the third meating by the United Kingdom representative speaking
on behalf of the member States of the Eurcpean Community. In particular, Bis
delemtion agreed that in case of doubts reqarding compliance all necessary
steps stould be taken by the Parties concerned to clarify the matter.

26. As was stated in the Danish reply (BWC/CONE. II/3) to the
Secretary~Ganeral's gquestionnaire all the requirements set forth in the
Convention were implemented in Danish law and practice. Prioer to the
ratificakrion of the Convention, the Danish Government departments concerned
mad ascertaipned thzt no new legislation, amendments af existing national law
or otber measures would be necessary in order to secure compliance with the
oblications of the Convention. AsS a party to the Conventliorn and a signatory
of the 1925 Geneva Protocol Demmark continued to couwply fully with the
chbligations of the Convention.

27. The Conference was czlled upon to raview the operation of 2ll provisions
of the Convention including those comcerning negotiations om chemical
weapons. The necotiations at the sumer session of the Conference on
Disarmament had been comstructive and, although 3i Fficult problems such as
questions of verification remained, it should be possible to agree uUpon a
draft convention for adoption at the forty-second session of the

 United Mations General Assembly. .. .. _ S

28. His delegation hoged the Conference would be able te agres upon 2 final
document which reaffirmed the comnitments undertaken by the States Parties to
+he Convention. It also roped that the States Parties would be able to
elaborate a set of model procedures for facilities conducting biological
defence work, designed to increase the transparency of such activities.

29. FHis country had contimed iis rraditional participation in internmational
public health efforts, including co—operative scientific progravmes in the
field of microbiclogy and related sciences. Permark was the host of saveral
WHO raference centras and tad in receat vears concluded a number of bilatexral
health agreements, including agrzements for the exchange of students.

30. His country reaffirmed its recogniticn of the importance of pariodic
raviews of all new scientific tecknical developrments rela-ant to the
Coanvantion. The Convantion represented an imporant contribution to the
implemsntation of the goal of complete and cenerzl disarmament and bad

[=4

cutlawe

complate gansration of wezpon SYSTERS. Iz was ro be moped that ©he
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strong support tre Convention bkad so far received would be reaffirmea by the
Conference and that the Conference would strengthen the movement towards
universal adherence to the Convention.

3L. Mr. BIRBAUM (Austria) stressed that the practica of review conferences
reflected tre fundamentally dynamic character of arms control régimes, which
neecdad to be continuously adapted to technological develomments, chances in
military-strategic thinking and the evolving political scene. That dynamic
2spect was stressed by the provisions of article XIY of the Convention. In
that connection, he wished to pay tribute to the Stockbolm Internztional Peace
Research Institute and the tezam that had put together its newest book on +he
subject of biclogical weapons, which constituted an important contribution to
the work of the Conference.

32. At the time of the conclusion of the Convention, the <neral conviction
Fad Been that biological weapons were militarily useless, difficult to handle,
slow in action, bard to control once used and therefore razardous to onets own
troops and population, 2s well as being barbaric and amoral instruments of
war. In view of thoss generally held opinions, detailed werification
mechanisms bad not then appeared indispensable. The situation kad since
changed. Peacsful research activities mad resulted in new technolocies, scme
of which would appear to be of potential wmilitary interest. The view of
knowledgeble observers thet the military usefulness of biological weapons
might have to be reassessed was one that the Review Confarence could not
igriore. The Conference siould clearly state trat it upheld and reaffirmed the
provisicns and objectives of the Convention.

33. Since the Second Review Conference, the world had been Mmorrified by the
Teapeated use of chemical weapons in flagrant viclation of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol. It wes worth noting that use of chemical weagons med occurred
cutside the two main military alliances. The relative inexpensiveness of both
cemical and bioclogical weapons could be an element tempting governments to
acgulire them.

34. According to most indicztions, Towever, the barrier acainst biclogiecal
-weapons-was -still -bolding. - Although.sericus alleguiions_ of non—compliance
with treaty oblications had been made, no faully coaclusive evidence had been
internationally presented and the procedurs provided for by article VI =é not
been resorted to. There was, however, a widespread feeling thet the treaty
régime ne=ded to be strengthened in order to dissuade those who doubted its

viability from engaging in the build-up of a biclogical weapons capability.
The Convention and its modalities, and not the acquisition of a deterrent in
kKind, must remain the means of keeping the world free from biolgocial weapons.

35. Measures should be scught to strengthen the authority of the Convention.
His delegation would consider any proposals to that end pragmatically and with
Zn open mind.

36. Biological weapons were historically aand intriasically linked to chemical
weapons. It was a matiter for regret that the production and possession of
chenical weapons were still not outlawed. He wa leconed, howewver, the renewsd
vigour in the ongoing multilateral negotiations on the subject and the fact
that, in the area of verifimtion, there appeared to be a opeful movement
Lowzrds accommodevion of the oprosing views.
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37. It should also be noted that ila resclutlon 37/980 the United Mztions
General Assembly bad egtablished a framework to aphocld the autkority of the
1925 Geneva Protocol. BAustrla had actively participated im the follow-up o
that resolution.

33. When a convention came to be concluded on the probibition of ctemical
weapons, it would represent quite a different ljecal tecknique from the

1972 Convention. The axeas requlated by the Two instzuments would, howevet.,
be related and might even overlap. Since the convention on chemical weapons
would in all probability contain stringent verification machinery, rhere might
be an inducement te evade tmat machinery by meving to the area of bicloglical
weapons. That polnt would mve to be kept in mind when endeavouring to
strengthen the régime of thke prohibition of biological weapons.

39. As far as BMastrian implementation of the Conventicn wWa&s concerned, hbis
country had been bound by hard and fast international obligations_yhich
antadated the Convention and which obliged it not to produce, acqguire or
possess either biclogical or chemical weapons. Austria had therefore a grealt
interest in seeing thet no such weagons appeared in the region and that tlose
which were there were elimimated. ' '

40. With regard to article X, Zustria continued to be interested in
furthering peaceful co-operation. IE laoked fozward to an cpeortunity o
discuss the matter when the conference on the sabject which was to tave been
eld earlier in 1986 was convened. )

41, Finally, there weIe still too many countries which md not yet joined the
1972 Convention. It was lmpozrtant #hat the rigime omn the prohibition of
bacteriological weapons should become genuinely universal. Every State which
was not a party ¥o the 1972 Conventlion was in a way weakening it. The
conference should appeal to a1l States still outside the Convention to
recensider theixr positicn.

42. The Conference was forturately taking place at a time when the
ipternational climate appeared to be again improving. Thae Geneve sumil
____meg};ipg__qu_"__gl'g_leade::s of the Soviet Union and the Onited States rd resulted
~in positive _iﬁnpt_:;_l_seé,“'és'éhe"cia;ilymi
toped that those impulses would be felt at the present Conference .

43. Mr. FBN Cuoxiang {China} said that bioclogical weapons Were detegted by
the people of ail countries and that the prohibition of such weapons was in
accordance with the general desire and interest of peoples throughout the
world. Between its signature in 1972 and the end of 1985, 102 States md
accaded to tha Cenvention. It trus ecommanded the andorsement and SUppOrt- of
rhe majority of States aad pecples and telped to maintaln world peace and
international security. The Convention was the positive outcome of many years
of multilateral effort in the fiald of disarmament and would help to promota
further measuxes of disarmament. It srould therefore be strictly complied
with by 2all States rarties.

44. Tre Convention had, however, certain drawpbacks. provisions for effective
monitoring and verification measures weis sbeent and thers were inadequacies
n the compiaints procedure. A aumber of Gelecations rad already referrad o

.;
+na need to strangthen tha Conventicon. In his delaegation's view, 811 those
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issues could be resolved through consultations aimed at perfacting the
Coanvention. Such efforts could also bave a positive bearing on the current
negotiations for a convention on chemical weapons.

45. Since the First Review Conference, the development of science and
techmology had resulted in new achievements in biclogical research and
advances in bioteschnolegy. Such scientific and technological development md
contributed greatly to the treatment of disease and the enbancement of health,
and to social and economic progress. At the same time, a potential for the
development of new types of biclogical weapons was inherent in the new
bictechnology. Against the background of an intensifying arms race bebtween
the super-Powers, that potential danger was attracting greater attention. Eis
delegtion believed that cuxrent technological achievements still fell within
the scope of the Convention's provisioas and that the Convention could
therefore cover tie development of modern science and technology.-

46. China md always been opposed to the development, production and use of
biological weapons. Although it had itself peen a victim of bactericlogical
weapons, it Mad never produced or passassad SUCh Weapons nor would it ever do
so in the future. The fundamental spirit of the Convention RS in £:il
accordance with China's consistent position in that regard. On

20 September 1584, thexefore, the Standing Committes of the Maricnal Pecple'’s
Congress of the People's Republic of china had decided to accede to the
Convention, and on 15 November 1984 instruments of accession Ird been
deposited with the Depository Govermments.- It should be noted that the
signing of the Convention on 10 April 1972 by the Taiwan authorities usurmng
+e pame of China, as well as its ratification on 9 February 1973, mmd been
illecal and accordingly null and void.

47. &s the Government kad stated in its report on China's observance of the
Convention to the Preparatory Committee for the Conference {BWC/CONF.IL/3},
the Pecple's Republic of China hed always been cpposed to biclogical weapons
and rad strictly observed the Convention and the 1925 Genevwa Protocel. Since
it was not in possession of the bioclogiel agents o means of delivexry
specified in article I, the question of descroying them or diverting them to
peaceful purpeses oxr transferring them-in any form aid not arise.---China ad -
naver in any way assisted, encouraged oI induced any State, group of States ox
internaticnal orcanizations to manufacture or otberwise acgquire any of the
agents or means of delivery spacified in article I. China abided strictly by
the Convention and would, togetber with other States Parties, £fimly oppose
aay act tiat contrawvened it.

48. China attached great importance to the use of biotachnology for peaceful
purposes, and for solving problems relating to medicine, health and aconomic
pragress ia China, for +he benefit not only of the Chinese people but of
people all over the world. Despite its late stars in bioteckmology, China md
in recent vears achieved certain ragults in laboratory research. Ik w@s
currently playing an active xole in international scientific and teocmological
exchanges on the use of biological agaats including toxins) for the
preveation and treatment of infectious disease and for other peaceful
purposes. Remarkable successes had already been achieved in co-operation and
exchanges with internaticnal organizations such as WEO and UNICEF and with
other countries in the Fields of medicine and public nezlth. Through tiose
activities, it was complying Eully with tre prowvisions of article X of tha

1

Conwventiocn.
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49. 1In hs deleation's view, the chief purpose of article X was to promobe
rather than hamper the peaceful use of biclogical agents and toxins. The
exchange of egulpment, materials and scientlfic and technological information
in the field of biotecknology skould rherefore be promoted. In particular,
rhose countries which possessed advanced Biotechnology should intensify thelr
exchanges with other countries, especially the developing countries, in order
s enhance their capabilities in regrxd to hiotechmological research and
development and tius enable them o make their due contribution to the
feaceful use of biological agents and toxins. '

S5g. With regard to article IX and the obligtion to work for early agreemant
on the prohibition of chemical weapons, China had participated actively in thke
negotiations on a convention and md put forwerd a series of proposals.

During the 1986 segsion of the Conference on i sarmamenti, negotiations-}ad
moved forward and the prospect Imd become more promising. & great deal
remained to ke done, however. Ui fferences in regard to verification and otker
cutstanding issues still required further efforts from wvarious sides. In that
connection, his delegation welcomed the declared intention of the

rwo coumtries which possessed the largest arsenals of chemical weapons Lo
acecelerate the negotiations and hoped that their sincerity would b=
demonstrated by deeds.

51. The people of all countries were gaired in t=heir desire to oprose the
arms race and to safeguard world peace. The Coenvention on the prohibition of
bioiogical weapons should ke fully cobserved and further strengthened and the
early conclusion of a convention on chemical weapons shonld De facilitated.
Bis delecation would continue to direct its efforts to tlat end.

59, Mr. ter HAAR (Netherlands} said that e 1972 Convention »&s still wery
much aiive. If the czrrent Review Conferance was to be brought ©© a
successful conclusion, howewver, a sense of *ke Convention's place In history
wis needed, as well as of the place tiat tha conference iLtself ould occzpy-
As long as wars mad been fought, weapons md been used to kill or disable tre
enery. Until well into rhe nineteenth century, however, the greatest
devastation had been wrought not by weapons but indirackly by the diseases
that broke out in societies that were disrupteéd by war. In tie last century
—and a MALf, most of those diseases mad bedn mastered, but the first step ma
also been taken towards using those diseases for parposes of wr. The -

1925 Geneva Protocol recognized that fact when 1t prohibited the use not only
of cremical but alsc of biclogical weapons, although the military use of such
weapons was then little more than a remota possibility. Aboul the time of the
Second World War, several naticns mad actually developed and produced
biological weapong. The existence of such arsenals threatened to undermine
the purposes of the Geneva protocol and in 1972, in order Lo countar them, it
md been agraad to profibit altogether the development, production and

stockpi ling of bicleogical weapons.

$3. Tre Convention undoubtedly constituted 2 major step in the history of w&r
2nd disease. Nevertheless, work must continue in crder to keep the scientifi
2 technological powers manxind fad developed under control. ‘Biologieal
ience and bictectnology had never moved 25 fast as in the years since the
gning of the Conwention and the pace of development was still rot slowin
down. The world could well be on the brink of a period razked by inncvatlons

and

now
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in biotechnology. MNew measures were thersfore needed to raspond to the
challenge and to strengthen existing prohibitions on rhe misuse of man's new
EowWers.

4. At the First Peview Conference, it hed been agreed that the scope of the
Convention was sufficiently broad to deal with new tachnologizal
develorments. Although srat conclusion was still walid, the racant advances
of biotachnolegy posed potential problems. Scme Parxties to the Convention
might begin to believe tiat other Parties were in a position te develop new
and effective blological weapons. Over the past six years, doubts ad
mdoubtedly grown about compliance, doubts which hmd not yet been resolved.
The Conference must give priority To finding ways and means of strangthening
the provisions of articles V and VI.

55, There were several ways in whiech tFat could ke done. In the short term,
cartain confidence—building measures could play a useful role. In toe longer
term, a more formal strengthening of the provisions ralating o compliance
procedures might prove nelasSsSary. Several useful ideas md alrsady been put
forward, including the exchange of information on piologiczl facilities
handling particularly dangerous piological materials, greater openness in work
on protaction agginst viclogical weapons and proplylaxis, and the exchange of
information on unusual or large-scale outbreaks of disease. It was to be
Toped that those ideas could be developed in detail duxing the Conference.

56. Altkough articles ¥V and Vi stould be central to the review Drocess, other
articles must not be disregarded. Tt would be unwise to concentmzte
exclusively on the question of compliance at tha expensa of others that werse
egually important. For example, articie IV required each Stats Party to t=Xke
any necessary measures o implement its provisions. Trn +he Final Declaration
of the First Review Confer=nce, £inse States Parties whnich had found it
necessary to implement such measures mad been invitad to make the relevant
rawks available to the United Mations Centre for Disarmament. In accordance
with that requirement, his Govermment T=d epacted regulations for tre '
implementation of article IV and mad communicated the text to the

Tnited Metions. Such openness about jmplementaii-n could play a2 useful role

- in- building confidence about compliance.

57. In order to strengthen the Conventlion £he Conference must identify and
deal with the Cenventiou's weaknesses. In his delegation's viaw, the serious
doubts that had arisen abouk compliance wers the most threatening of those
weaknesses. The Conference's primary opjective should rharafore be to
strengthen the existing procedures for verifying compliance.

Confidence -building measures would be necassary #0 that end and his delegation
would concentrate on and work towards promoting them. Otherwise, confidence
would be eroded and in the lomng run £he Convention itself might te undermined.

Tte meeting rose at 1l.45 a.m:.
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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m-

ELECTICN OF YVICE-CRESIDENTS OF THE CONFERINCE AND CHAITMEN RND YICE-CHAIRMEN
OF THE COMMITTEEZ QF THE WHCLE, THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE AND THE CREDEMTIALS
COMMITTEE {agenda item &} (concluded)

. 1. The PRESIDENT said that the Asian Group nad nominated the representatives
of Bhutan, China, Iran and Ja2pan for election to the four vacant posts of
Vice~President. If there was no objection, he would take it that the
Conference wished to elect +hose representatives as vice-Presidents of the
Conference.

2. I+ was so decided.

3. The PRESTDENT nokted that the Conference had completed its consideration
of agenda item 6.

REVIEW OF THE COPERATION COF THE CONVENTICN AS PROVIDED FOR IN_ITS ARTICLE XIX %
(agenda item 10} (continued)} Yoo

{2) GENERAL DEBATE (continued)

4. Mr. KONSTANTINOV (Bulgaria) observed that the Second Review Conference
was being held at a time when there were calls on all sides from the
international commnity urging with increasing insistence the banning of alk
types of weapons of mass destructien, the strengthening of the peace and
security of peoples and the astablishment of multilateral co-cperation in
which States would participate on & footing of equality. In the
circumstances, it was essential that all existing disarmament agreements,
including the Convention under review, should be respected and strengthened.

5. mhe Conference's first task was +o canfirm the effectiveness of the
Conventicn and te enhance the implementation of all its provisions. The
Pecples Republic of Bulgaria, for its part, had always gcrupulously fulfilled
all the obligations arising from the provisions of the Conventlon, aspecially
—those. of. article I...The principles. enshrined ia_;hGJCODVEHti@?JE%?rP??E_;_m,
incorporated into its national legislation and nhad been reaffirmed by N
Mr. T. Jirkev, General-Secretary of the Bulgarian Communist Party and Chalzwman [
of the Council of State.

6. The Bulgarian Government ncted with satisfaction that the Convention had
fully attained its objective. Scientific and technical advances since 1its
entry into force had not created any new threats to cacurity and not a single
instance of violation of the provisions of +he -Convention had been recorded.
He rejected as entirely without foundation the doubts which had been expressed
in certain cuarters regarding +he satisfactory application of the Convention.
One delegation had actually alleged that viniations had besn committed, while
aémitting'that it was not in 2 position to adduce any evidence in support of
its allegations. It had also been suggaested in scme GuUArters +hat the recent
advances of biotechnolegy and cenetic engineexing haé already made the
Ceonvention pointless. Sach manoeuvras were bound to impair the authority of
the Convention although the situetion demanded that all States should

s : = - 5 7= 3 4 - - - =
concentrate their efforis on g-rangthening it and InCr2asing the number O«
States Parties.
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7. Turning to the provisioas of articles Vv, VI and VII relating to the
settlement of problems that might arise with regard to the application of the
Convention, he pointed cut that so far no State Party had invoked the
procedures provided, a fact which was in itself an indication that the Partles
had had no reaseon te comoplain of viclations of the provisions of the
Convention. His Government considered that the procedures for consultation,
cemplaints and assistance aestablished by articles Vv, VI and VII were broadly
sufficient, but was prepared to examine any constructive propesals dirvected
towards providing additional forms of co—operation in the matter of controls
likely to strengthen the confidence of Parties in the cbservance of the
Convention. :

g. The Review Conference should also endeavour Lo broaden international
co-operation for the application of the biclogical sciences, in particular
bictechnology and genetic engineering, in the interests of the socic—economic
and scientific development ¢f all peoples. Bulgaria, for its part, had made
£ull use of the resources available to it to facilitate the exchange of
ecuipment, materials and scientific and technclogical_information as provided
in article X. The activities in question had been undertaken for purely
peaceful purposes, principally through participation in co-operative
pregrammes witi: the more advanced countries in that field, particularly in the
framework of the CMEA. His country was interested primarily in the
application to agriculture and pharmaéology of discoveries in the field of
bactericlogy. Omne of its priority objectives in that respect was to create
jts own infrastructure for the production of equipment for bictechnology.
Bulgarian experts had already participated in 2 seminpar on biotechnology and
the chemical industry recently organized at Varna by “the Economic Commission
for Europe. The seminar had reviewed the situation in that £ield in Furcpe
and had examined the role biotechrnology could play in the socic-economic
development of the regien.

3. The Second Review Conference should give the necessary impetus to the
conclusion of other agreements in the field of disarmament, in particular an
agreement banning chemical weapons. Referring to the provisions of article IX
of the Convention, he drew attention to the important developments which had
_taken_place_since_thengi:Q;MBg?gew_Conference in the negotiations for an
agreement on effective measures to ban such weapons. The concrete
negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament at its 1986 session had been
increasingly dirscted towards the final chjective of formulating a complete
draft convention for the prohibition of chemical weapons. In that connection,
the concrete initiatives taken by the Soviet Unien and the statament made ont
15 January 1986 by Mr. Gorbachev were highly jmportant. Negotiations had
reached a critical phase and 2ll States shoulid show the political will ko
adstain from any action which might prevent the speedy azttainment of the
desired objective. In particulax, it was essential to eschew the production
and deployment of bipary and other types of chemical weapons. Bulgaria had
made its own modest contribution to the progress of the negotiations and o
the achievement of the final objective by joining with Romania in proposing
the establishment of a chemical-weapon—free zoue in.the region to all the
Balkan countries. '

10. ¥Yn conclusion, he assured +ha President of the Cconference that his
delegation would spare no effort to ensure that the work of the Confereance
proceeded in & constructive climate.
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11. Mr. LACLETA (Spain) associated himself with the statement made by the
United Kingdom representative on behalf of the European Ecgnomic Community, of
which Spain was a member. He noted that the Convention was still the only
&isarmament agreement in force which prohibited the production of a whole
category of weapons and provided for the destrxuction of existing weapons. The
1925 Protocol had prohibited omly certain weapons and the Parties had reserved
the opticn to use them in retaliation if attacked by an enemy using such
weapons. The Protocol did not prohibit either production or stockpiling.

12. In wview of the more comprehensive character of the Convention, a Pariy
which serupulously observed it might unfortunately find itself at the mercy of
a State wiolating its provisions. + was therefore highly important Lo
strengthen the Coavention and ensure its rigorous application so as o remove
any doubts that might arise. In his Government’s view the Convention®s weak
point was that it was very difficult to verify its application because of the
progress of biotechnology and gesnetic engineering.

13. The complaints procedure provided in article ¥I had not been used but, as
other delegaticns had pointed out, there might have been instances of
non-observance of the Convention. If vioclations were found to have actually
taken place, a resumption of the arms race and a spiral of accusztions and
further violations might well ensue. Those dangers could cnly be averted by
co-operation in good faith between all the States Parties on the hasis of
strict application of article V. His delegation would carefully consider any
proposals for measures to strengthen the Convention and enhance confidence in
it. Approval of a final document ewbodying such measures would, he believed,
seal the stccess of the Conference.

14. Mr. ANDRES (Switzerland) said that his country's policy and actions had
continued te be in conformity with the obligations it had assumed in ratifying
the Convention. Switzerland did not possess or produce biclogical weapons znd
it conducted no research in that field. The Swiss army's specialized
biological laboratories were concerned solely with the defence of the
population. ALl the research on micro-organisms and toxins undertaken by the
Swiss chemical industry was solely directed towards problems comnected with
T therapeutic; prophylactic and other peaceful PUXPOS@S.. . oo oo oo

15. His Covernment was gratified by the substantial increase in the number of
tates Darties to the Convention and hoped that all members of the
international community would ratify it soon. The background papers prepared
by the Secretariat showed that although not perfect, the Convention had proved
uvseful in practice. The fact remained, however, that as it did not provide
for genuine international control procedures each Party had to rely on the
assurances of the others regarding observance of the Convention. According to
experts, howaever, there were many possibilicies for clandestine viclations on
a small scale and present trends in scientific and techanical development were
bound to increase them. The satisfactory operation of the Convention
accordingly rested essentially on a climate of mutual trast. In that
connection, review conferences were of crucial importance and should be
convened at regular intervals. It wasg desirable that anv problems concexning
chservance of the provisions of the Couvention should be discussed frankly and
that there should be the broadest possible exchange of views ta ascertain
nd

whether allegatisns by States Parties were well-Ffounded. Sclentific 2
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technical developments and their impact on the Convention sheuld alse he
discussed cpenly because secrecy and the monopolization of discoveries were
not calculated to create a climate of mutual confidence. His delegation also
believed the Conference should consider the possibility of instituting
measures capable of gradually dispelling any Soubts and suspicions that might
exist in some quarters. His Government did not believe there was any need to
amend the Convention. In the present clrcumstances revision would inevitably
weaken its authority. -

16. cChemical weapons were particularly odicus and thé fact that they appeared
to have been used in recent conflicks was a matter of concern to the Swiss
Government. The 1925 Geneva Protocol retained all its force and it was
important that its provisions should be scrupulously observed by all States.

17. Eis Covernment also attached much importance +o the conclusicn of a
Convention on the complete prohibition of chemical weapons and hoped that the
~current negotliaticns in the Conference on Disarmament would scon be crowned
4ith success. Such a Conventicn would not, however, be acceptable without an
effective international control system and safequards against the breach of
commercial and indugtrial secrets. Costly precactionary measures to provide
protection against chemical weapons would cotherwise continue to be necessary
and would be more difficult te justify to the public because of the false
sense of security created by a ban. There would also be a strong temptation
te stay outside an imperfect conventicon in order to maintairn the option of
retaining chemical weapons for defensive purposes. It was desirable azlse that
the new convention should establish the same rights and obligatiecns foxr ail
States. The principle of the equality of States shouvld be observed in the
field of disarmament. In the case of chemical weapons there would be no
justification for the discrimination among States embodied in the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of NHuclear Weapons.

18. It should be noted that the Swiss chemical industry did not manufacture
chemical weapons, that Switzerland 4id not possess any such weapons and that
the Swiss army's equipment would be used only to protect the countxy against
 the effects of toxic chemical substances 1f they were used in the event of a2

°nflict- PR Sm ot ML e s e e e e e o e e e e m et m e ek ke e mm e e e s mmm———

19. Ee hoped that the Review Conference would proceed in a constructive
atmosphere and would produce concrete results that woeld strengthen the
authority of the Convention in a realistic but effective mammer.

20. Mr. CAMPORA (Argentina) said that his country attached great importance
to the Convention as a first stage in the elimination of a whole category of
weapons which, by their very nature, were primarily targeted at civilian
populations. The Convention was the first instrument to contain a genunine
element of disarmament, since in addition to the prohibition on the
development and production of bactericlogical and toxin weapons 1% provided
for the destruction of existing stocks. It cught alsc to facilitate the
realization of an agreement on the prohibition of chemical weapons. Eis
Government had always believed that chemical, bactericliogical and toxin
weapons should be regarded as a2 single category-
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21. The current Conference should evaluate cbjectiwvely the way in which the
States Parties had complied with all their obligations under the Convention
and indicdate any measures that might be necessary to ensure more scrupulous
and effective respect for both the letter and the spirit of those

cbligations. The Conference also provided an opportunity to determine whether
the implementation of the Convention had played an effective role in halting
the arms race or whether, on the contrary, the current unsatisfactory position
in regard to disarmament made the full and complete implementation of the
Convention®s provisions more d4ifficult.

22. t should be noted that, in its Final Declaration, the First Review
Conference had concluded that the provisions of article I of the Convention
had proved sufficiently comprehensive to cover recent scientific and
techneleogical developments relevant to the Convention. In his delegation's
view, the latest developments on the international scene had reaffirmed that
conclusion, but it considered that it would nevertheless ke advisable to
develop a.strictly impartial, cbjective and international method of
verification which would guarantee the egual rights and cbligations of all
States Parties as well as their right to participate. Wational and
international measures would have to be combined and problems solved at the
appropriate level, with a view .to avoiding any political clash between

tates. . That was the only way it would be possible to move forward any
preliminary investigations that proved necessary without a permaneant member of
the Security Council being able to use its right of veto to prevent
investigation of 2 complaint against it or one of its allies.

23. However, it would not be enough simply to develop detailed verification
and control procedures. Efforts must also be made to facilitate the widest
possible exchange of scientific and technical eguipment, raw materizlis and
information. The best means of building intermational confidence in that
£field, as in others xelating to high technoleogy, would be to set up a dynanmic
and nen-discriminatory system of exchanges of scientific and technological
information and to promote international co—operation. In the field of
bictechnologf which, by its very nature, influenced 21l the other sectors,
increasingly rapid scientific and techrological advances made it necessary to

have wider access to. the results of research...States would. not. otherwisé be _ __...-

able to strengthen their technological capacity and answer the needs arising
in the fields of health and food production, both of which were priority areas
for the developing countries.

24. Bacteriolegy and microbiclogy had both peaceful and military
applications, a duality inherent in any technology. The possibility of
military applications must not Le allowed to serve as a pretext for
restrictions that would hamper the transfer of techrnolegy and intermational
co—cperation in that field. It would be inappropriate to place obstacles in
the way of using a technology that was capable of premoting econcmic and
social development in accordance with the needs, priorities and interests of
each State. ELz delegation hoped that, in its Final Declaration, the

Second Review Conference would recognize the urgent need to set up a system of
co-operation that would enable all States to profit from the application of
scientific progress, on an egual feoting and with no moncpolistic or
protectionist restricticns, and that weuld facilitate the transfer of
irformation, ecuipment, raw materials ané xnowledge to the baenafiv of the
developing countries.
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23. Mr. TURBANSKI (Poland) said that his delegation expected a great deal
from the Conference, which it hoped would ke the ocrcasion of a constructive
discussion and result in strengthening the Convention. It was, however,
concerned by tne discriminatory attitude adopted by the Western countries
towards the sccialist countries, an attitude that had been demonstrated at the
first few meetings over the question of the just and equitable distribution of
posts at the Conference. ¥Wor could it be indifferent to the attempks af
certain delegations to raise the guestion of alieged viclations of the
Convention. The allegations ware totally groundless, based as thev were on
hearsay and antiguated and unconfirmed repcrts. He reczalled that very
detailed explanations had been given at the time in that respect. Such
allegations could only be intended to undermine confidence in the Convention,
thus jeopardizing its effectivensss. The Conference must eschew any action
that might prevent it from being a success.

26. The Conference's main task was to strengthen and confirm the continued
viability of the Convention on the Prchibition of the Development, Production
and Stockpiling of Bactericlogical {Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their
Destruction. B&As the first real disarmament measure, it was a great
achievement of the world community and a reason for special satisfaction on
the part of Polaand. It had been Poland which, during the drafting of the
Geneva Protocecl in 1925, had proposed that the list of the forbidden means of
war should include bacteriological weapons. As a result of that initiative,
the Geneva Protocol included such a specific prohibition. During the post-war
period, Poland had taken an active part in 21l mulitilateral negotiations aimed
at the elimination of bacteriological and chemical weapons. In 1963, it had
suggested that a report should be prepared under United Nations auspices on
the consequences of the possible use of such weapons. That report, presented
by the Secretary-Gereral of the United Nations in 1969, had shown that
bacteriological and chemical weapons were among the most abominable
instruments of war. It had been favourably received in what was then the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament, and in the United Wations

General Assembly, as a significant contridbution to the negotiations for a
complete ban on those weapons. ’

. 27. _The 1972 Convention or the prohibition of biological and toxin  weapons
was a logical contimuation of the work begun with the Geneva Protocol and
constituted a second important stage. Poland unreservedly supported the
Convention while at the same time being actively engaged in the search for an
dgreement on the prohibition and destruction of chemical weapons, thus
completing the process initiated 60 years earlier by the Genava Protocol.

28. Poland noted with satisfaction the States Parties reaffirmation of their
endorsement of the Convention and their intention to exclude completely the
possibility of bacteriological (biclogical) agents and toxins being used for
we2apons purposes. It also welccmed the assurances glven or repeated by a
number of Goveraments reéarding thelr compliance with the provisions of the
Convention. Such statements contributed greatly to confidence-~bullding among
the Statesg Parties. DPoland for its part had complied fully with the spirit.
and the letter of the Convention. It had never possessed and had no intention
of azcquiring any bacteriological (biclogical) or toxin weapons. ts
legislation was in accordance with the obligations deriving from the
Convention. It had taken part In and was ready to participate further in the
development of mutually advantageous co-operation directed towards the
peaceful application of the achisvements of the biclogical sciences.
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29. Since the First Review Conference, the number of States Partlies %o the
Conventlon had increased gubstantially and currently included all the
permanent members of the United Nationa Security Council. Furthermors, during
the 11 years of the Convention's existence as an international instrument with
binding force, no Party had found it necessary to set in motion the procedures
in article VI concerning complaints by a State Party regarding viclations by
2nother Party of obligaticns under the Conventlon_ Those twe clrcumstances
should be welcomed. :

30. His delegation had studied with interest the background papers submitted

by the Depository and other Governments on new sclentific and technological
developments relating to bioloagical and toxin weapons. It shared their common
conclusion that altheoucgh the potential to produce biological agents and toxins . -
for military purposes had increased, the Convention adeguately covered all

recent advances in science and technology with possible military applications

and remained an effective and reliable barrier to the misuse of those

achievements for military purposes.

31. 7Poland welcomed the recent progress in negotiations onm the prokhibition of
chemical weapons and on their destruction, and noted in particular the
proposals of the Soviet Union, which had contributed significantly to the
acceleration of thoss negotiations. Tt assoclated itself with those speakers
who had expressed the hope that agreement would unltimately be reached on that
topic. It would be an important step that would contribute to the full
implementation and strengthening of the Biological Weapons Convention. In
sum, Poland considered that, since its entrv into force, the Coanvention had
served its essential purposes well: it had prohibited the development, .
production and stockplilirg of bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons
_and it had helped greatly to stimulate the negotiations that should lead to
the baming of chemical weapcns.

32. VNevertheless, his delecation shared some of the concern that had been
expressed by other delegations and it hoped that the current Conference would
give rise to a constructive exchange of views and that it would adopt a final
document aimed at enhancing the Convention. One of the first things that

—should be done was te call upon all States which were not yet parties to the™
Convention and the Geneva Praotocol to accede to those instruments. The
Conference might alse clearly reaffirm that the prohibition of bacterielegical
and toxin weapons in the Convention applied to all bacteriological
(biological} agents and toxins currently being produced or to be developed in
the future which could be used for hostile purposes. It should also be
stressed and generally accepted that recent achievements in genetics,
molecular biology and biotechnology not only did not undermine the
comprehensive prohibitions in the Convention but on the contrary further
enhanced their gemeral value anéd importance. At the national level, adeguate
domestic legislation and regulatory measuzres should be adopted to prevent the
misuse of bacterioclogical agents by individuals, groups or organizatiorns. It
would perhaps be advisable to include a warning in textbooks on genetics,
microblolegy and related sciences that the production and possession of
kactericlogical (biological) agents a2nd toxins for any warlike purpese was a
violation of intermational and domestic law and liable to lead to
prosecition. Such a measure would promote the purposes of the Convention and
would contribute to United Netions efforts on benalf of education for peace.
There was also a need to reflect seriously on the risks inherent in the
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current stage of development of the biological sciences and to define the
necessary safeguards and guldelines for biclogical research in crder to
prevent possible accidents. Lastly, agreement should be reached on ways and
means of international co-—operation if there should be an accident.

33. International co-operation in the field of the biclogica2l sciences was
still far from satisfactory. The exchange of information amongst States
Parties should be facilitated, there should be more tangible and direct
co—aperation, free from any pelitical or protectionist restrictions, and
technical assistance should be expanded, especially to developing countries.
It would then be seen that, in addition to its undeniable positive impact on
international security, the Convention could alse serve to promole dewvelopment
and contribute Lo the increase of agricultural production as well as improwved
health protection and nutritien in many parts of the world.

34. 1In his delegation’s opinion, the machinery for comsultation and
co-operation among the States Parties provided for in article V was
sufficiently flexible to ensure the effective implementation of the
Conventicn. ©Poland was, however, ready to censider any realistic and
constructive ideas based on the existing text of the Convention which would
lead to the improvement of that machinery, although it emphasized that one of
the best means of eliminating suspicion and ensuring that all States Parties
complied with their obligations under the Convention would be t+he further
develepment of scientific and technelogical co-operation among States.

35. The Review Conference alsc previded a useful opportunity for reflection
on the meaning of the Convention. The Convention was a significant
achievement, which had proved first of 211 that multilateral efforts based on
real political will could lead to genuine disarmament measures. It proved
2lso that such measures did increase the security of each and every nation.
Nobody could deny that all States would feel less secure if the Convention had
not been signed. The present generation could be proud of great scientific
achievements. It was, however, the duty of disarmament negotiators to make
every effort to prevent the use of those achievements for hostile purposes.
What society most needed was the demilitarization of science. That was
‘essential-if the development of civilization was not to lead to its
destruction.

36. Unfortunately there was a growing trend towards use of the basic and
applied sclences for military purposes, as was shown by the growth of the
military share in research and development expenditure. The Convention proved
however that the misuse of scientific advances could be restrained and
confirmed the wisdom of preventive action in that respect. The Convention was
a good example which should be followed in other scientlfic fields, on earth
and in outer space.

37. PFinally, despite the commitment of States Parties under the preamble to
achieve effective progress towaxrds general and complete disarmament, the
Convention was still one of the very few multilateral arms limitation

agreements concluded over the last 15 years. That was a2 sad fact wnich should
be pondered by participants in the Conference.
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38. Mr. HAYES {Ireland} said that the Convention was the irst real measure
of dsarmament to have been negotiated by the community of nations. L was
the only agreement in force in which the Parties were reguired te forego
possession as well as use of an entire category of weapons. The Convention
had been subscribed to by 103 natlions and his Government urged cther nations
to do so.

39. During the six vears since the First Review Conference, there had been
rapid technological and scientific developments. The Conference should
therefore carefully and cbjectively examine how to promote Improved
implementation of all the provisiocns of the Convention in a new context. In
that connection the United Kingdom representative had already cutlined the
general principles underlying the attitudes of the 12 member States of the
Furopean Community at the Conference. He endorsed the United Kingdom
representativets remarks and wished to focus on a few issues of particular
concern to his country.

40. He pointed cut that article I permitted the development, productien and
stockpiling of biolcgical agents or toxins for "prophylactic, protective ox
other peaceful purposes™. The Cenvention had, however, been drawn up before
the development ©f genetic engineering, a field in which advances had been
unexpectedly rapid. Although his Government helieved that recent developments
in that field continued te fall within the scope of article I, it recognized
that they had-led to fears of misuse which, whether justified or not, must be
taken into consideration by the Conference.

41. Moreover, over a number of years, allegations of non—compliance had
raised serious doubts about the credibility of the Convention. Eiz delegation
believed that unless means were found to deal objectively with such
alleqations, erosion of the authority of the Convention might well be
inevitable. It would be recalled that at the Fixst Review Conference much
attention had been paid to the gquestion of better compliance measuyres in the
Convention. The measures considered included possible amendments such as the
establishment of a consultative committee that might undertake on-site
inspections. With other countries Ireland had in the past advocated a special
conference ta establish flex;ble, obgectlve and nor—d;scrimlnato*y procedures
_to deal with issues concerning complianmce.  The Second_ Review Conference was

not the forum to amend the convention but it might pave the way towards a
special conference at which such issues could be addressed.

42. Among the valuable suggestions already made regarding ways of restoring
confidence in the Convention and ensuring compliance, one desexrving special
attention was the proposal that all States Parties should declare the number
and location of high—containment laboratories under their jurisdiction, such
as those working with highly virulent microbes. Other suggestions wmade by
delegations or by interested non-governmental organizations also deserved the
most careful consideration. He hoped that the Conference's final declaration
would not only reaffirm the Convention's validity but would also reflect the
tates Parties common commitment to undertake measures to promote confidence
in the application of its provisions. :

43. Mr. XGCHUBEZI (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that the
Convention had cperated with success for over 10 years. It was an important
multilateral agreement and 2 barvier to bactericlegical warfara. I- was thus

-y
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the first genuine medsure of disarmament in history. The Convention proved
that disarmament was possible provided States had the poiitical will to
achieve it. The Convention was in itself the product of the efforis of
progressive farces.

24. The initiative taken by the USSR and the other socialist States to
promete disarmament within the United Nations, particularly in the Conference
on Disarmament, should be recalled. On 15 January 1986 the USSR had
introduced a declaration directed towards ridding the planet of weapons of
massive destruction by the year 2000. On 18 August 1986, Mr. Gorbatchev had
also proposed to extend his country's unilareral moratorium on nuclear tests
until 1 January 1987. Those actions were proof of the sexiousness and
sincerity of the USSR's efforts te achieve disarmament. Tt was thezefore the
more regrettable that the United States did not follow that example. EY
continuing tests in Nevada the United States was preventing progress in
disarmament in the realm of deeds rather than of propaganda. AL the
forty-first session of the General Assembly of the United Nations, the USSR
lras going te present a global programme for international security with the
support of the other socialist States. The programme would be designed to
realize humanity's age-old dream of beating swords into ploughshares.

45. Since its entry into force, the Convention had shown itself te be a
viable agreement. During the years that had elapsed since the FTirst Review
Conference, there had besn 16 new accessions, bringing the rotal number of
States Parties to 103. The new accessions included those of permanent members
of the Security Council. It its final document, +the Second Conference should
appeal to other countries te accede to the Convention.

46. Tis delegation noted with satisfaction that no State had inveked the
complaints procedure provided in the Convention. For its part his country
fully respected its commitments. 1In particular, in accordance with article X.
it was participating in the application of bioclogy for peaceful purposes, in
industry, agriculture, animal husbandry, environmental protection etc. A
scientific programme initiated in Ukzaine by the Imstitute of Microbliology and
Virology of the Academy of Sciences dealt with the contamination of foodstuffls
and animal feed. Since 1981 hisIcount:y_baﬁ_prgapized seminars on the

racaful applications of biolegy for foreign students under programmes
sponsored by UNDP, FAC and WHO. His couhtry was anxious that the
Second Conference should facilitate the expansion of co—operation between
States in the peaceful uses of biclogy.

47. Article IX called for negotiations with a view to prohibition of the
development, production and stockpiling of chemical weapons. The socialist
countries had always called for the prohibition of such weapons and npad
supported a programme for their elimination bv the end of the presant

century. More recently, on 24 April 19885 +he USSR had proposed a programme cf
control measures concerning the destruction of chemical weapons and the
installations in which they were made. 1In an interview on § September 1986,
with the Czech newspaper Rude Pravo, Mr. Gorbatchewv had expressed the hope
that an agreement on the probibition of chemical weapons wouid be concluded atc
an early date. Unfortunately, the United States was simultanecusly
intensifying its chemical weapons programie, notably by developing binary
weapons, ar action completely contrary to the content of the Geneva agreemants
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between the Soviet Union and United States of America. In that context he
expressed the hope that the final document of the Second Cdnference would urge
States to abstain from any act hampering the preparation and ratification of a
convention banning chemical weapons.

43. He deplored the allegations made by certain States parties concerning
alleged viclations of the Convention. Such allegations were made solely for
bropaganda purposes. They weakened the Convention and were a regrettable
example of the policy of confrontation followed by the Western countries. In
2 cemplex intermational situatieon, everything should be dome to strengthen the
authority of the Convention. For its part his Government would contribute
constructively to the achievement of the Convention's goals and to the success
of the Conference. :

The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m.
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The meeting was called to order at 16.10 2.m.

PROGRAMME OF WORK (agenda item 3)

1. The PRESIDENT said that the General Committee recommended thabt the
Committee of the Whole should review the various articles and provisions of
+he Convention under agenda items 10 (B), 10 (c) and 1l. The Drafting
cormittee should undertake the task of preparing the draft Final document of
the Conference including the fimal declaration for submission to the plenary.
Yhe General Committee further recommended that the Committee of the Whole
should make every effort to conclude its work on Friday 19 September and adopt
at least scme parts of its report by that date. AL the latest, the Committee
of the Whole should meet early on the morning of Monday 22 September tO
complete its work and adopt the remaining parts of its report. The nrafting
committee should begin its work at 3 p.m. om Monday 22 September and conclude
it by the end of the morning of Thursday 23 September at the latest. a
plenary meeting of the Conference would be held on Tuesday 23 September to
sake note of the report of the Committee of the Whole. He took it that the

Conference wished to adopt those recommendations.

2. It was sc decided.

REVIEW OF THE CPERATION OF THE CONVENTION BAS PROVIDED FOR IN¥ ITS ARTICLE XI1
(agenda item 10)

{z} GCGENERAL DEBATE {continued}

3. Mr. EEREUS (Sweden) said that the adoption of the Convention had coincided
with a turning point in bioclogical science, marked by, among other things, the
introduction of genetic engineering. Since then, newly developed technologies
had created a number of technical possibilities for a new 2nd potent
generation of biclogical and toxin weapons. At the same time, owing in part
to the inadeguacy of the comtrol rocedures in the Conventlon, cenfidence that
such capabilities would mot be developed or introduced into the arsenals of
_natibns had tended to be eroded. His Govermment's detailed riews on those .
' “rechnological developments had bEen'fcrwaréed"tb'the”Secretary—General and —— T

were available to delegations in document EBWC/COWF.II/4.

4. Those developments underlined the galidity and importance of the
Convention and peinted to the urgency of continued commitment to its
provisions, as well as the need to enhance its implementation and strengthen
its auvthority. The conference's f£inal declaration should contain clear
undertakings to that effect. - was essential also that the Conferencs should
express an understanding rhat the technical developments that had taken place
since the First Review Conference still fell within the scope of the
Convention.

5. Rapid technological development would endoubtadly continue ard would nesed
= . . " - s P oy ] io)
careful monitoring. The Cenvention should, therefors, cenlinu& to ne
periodically raviewed at fairlv shor: intervals. The obvious ne2d Lo

strengthen the Convention, now least in respect of the yarification ang
complaints proceduras, aLso made it necessary to continue to review t

Convention’s Gper

r
tion The Final Declaration should, thezefore, <on
hold a thirdé review conference.
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6. Progress in bilology and biotechnology also pointed to the importance of
article X of the Convention and the commitment by States Parties to facilitate
international co-cperation for peaceful purposes. His Government was actively
sponsoring biotechnological research and co-operation in several developing
countries, with a focus on the improvement of agricultural production and
health care. It was also taking part in internaticnal programmes in those
areas through a number of international organizations.

7. The close relationship between biological and chemical weapons was
recognized in the preamble Lo the Convention and further underlined in
article IX. His delegation was gratified that considerable progress had been
made in the negotiations in the Conference on-Disarmament and that it now
appeared realistic to envisage the conclusion of a chemical weapons convention
before too long. 7Tt was urgent, therefore, that the final declaration shenld
strongly reiterate the commitment of the States Parties +o negotiate in good
faith and to reach early agreement on a convention on chemical weapons.

8. in order to limit the xi sk of rapid technological development creating
uncertainties about the adegquacy of the Convention or compliance with it,
various strengthening measures should be agreed to in the final declaration.
Measures to enhance the exchange of information concerning activities not
prohibited by the Conwvention could serve to prevent unnecessary doubts and
suspicions which might undermine the Convention's authority. Such measures
could include declarations of the location and operating authorities of all
high-containment laboratories. The expansion of such laboratories as well as
the modernization of their egquipment might alsc be reported. The location of
all proving or testing grounds used for biclogical weapons before the entry
into force of the Convention could be declared, as well as proving or -testing
grounds still in use, or plianned, for purposes not prohibited by the
Convention. IXInformation could ke provided concerning the orientation of
relevant research programmes in bio—science. There should be active promotion
of contact between scientists in relevant fields, including visits to- ‘
laboratories and other facilities. Information should be provided speedily on
unusual outbreaks of disease as well as epidemics occurring the vicinity of
 high-contaimment faecilities. . ... ... L. ...

9. The inciusion of such voluntary measures in the final declaration would
strengthen the Convention’'s authority and their application would help to
build confidence among the States Parties. Their adoption would also make it
possible to test what might become elements of a future more develcoped and
systematic form of data exchange. Since militarily significant guantities
tended to grow ever smaller, future measures for the exchange of information
ought to c¢over both the qualitative and quantitative aspects of possible
biclogical weapon agents.

10. Although data exchange might prevent or minimize misconceptions an
ambiquities, only well-functioning procedures for consultations and complaints
could ensure confidence once doubts and suspicions had actually arisen.
During the negotiation of the Convention, Sweden and many other States had
expressed concern about the consultation and cemplaints procadures and
Sweden's delay in signing and ratifving the Convention had largely been causad
by doubts regarding the viability of those procedures. Since then, in
particular at the First Review Conference, his delegation had stressed the
unsatisfactory nature of the relewvant provisions. Together with other
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delegaticns, it had proposed at the thirty-seventh session of the

United Nations General Assembly (in resolution 37/98 C) that 2 special
conferance should be convened to create a Flexible, objective and
non~discriminatory procedure to deal with issues relating to compliance with
rhe Comvention. Unfortunately, no such conference had yet taken place, but
his delegation welcomed the opportunity provided by the current Conference to
consider those guestions. '

11. Curxrently, under article VI, a Stale Party was entitled to lodge
complaints about breaches of the Convention with the Security Council cf the
United Nations. Notwithstanding the possibility of consultations under
azticle V, only the Security Council had 2 clearly expressed right to initiate
investigations into alleged breaches. The permanent members of the Council
might, however,/ seek toc veto inquiries concerning the nature of suspected
activities. It was important, therefore, that States Parties should make 2
serious effort to reach an understanding on concrete procedures that could be
applied under article V to make co-cperation between States with regard to
fact—finding and control more effective. One possibility that should be
further explered was that of employing the services of the Secretary-Ganeral.
Another way to enhance existing procedures would be for the Conference to
address the question of more specific tasks for the consultative meeting that
had been agreed wpon at the First Review Conference. :

1. Under article ¥, States Parties undertoock to consult one another and to
co—operate in solving any problems in relation to the application of the
Convention and its objectives. As stated in the preampble, the Convention's
chiectives ‘included the complete elimination of the possibility of
bacteriological {biological) agents and toxins being used as weapons. The
preamble also contained references to the principles and objectives of the
1925 Geneva Protocol. A cleaxr link was thus established between the
consultation provisions of article ¥ and the objective of the non-use of
biological weapons. The confirmed use of biological weapons would be 2
violation of the 1925 Geneva Protocol and would alse vioclate the Convention
since it would be contrary to its cbjectives and since the use of such weapons
- would necessarily imply a violation of the ban on developing, producing,
_stockpiling or otherwise acquiring.ox. retaining them. ... .

13. & procedure had been set up within the Dnited Natioms which could permit
the Secretary-General to investigate alleged violations of the Geneva
Protocel. A simple machinery had been established under General Assembly
resolutions 37/98 B and 39/65 E, based upon lists of qualified experts and
laborateries available to the Secretary-General for such investigaticons. A
technical procedure had alsc been worked out by a group of quglified experts.

14. ®His delegation recognized +hat the resolutigns in question had not bgen
wholly non~controversial. - It Lelieved, however, that the procedures cutlined
in them were helpful and would, if applied, support and strengthen the_control
procedures of the Convention. In the conflict between Iran and Irag, the
Secretary-General had carried out investigations at the reguest of one cf the
parties to the conflict regarding the azlleged, and subsequently confirmed, use
of chemical weapons without inveking the machinery in the resolutions. Thus,
in case of a reguest for investigation, the Secretary~General could choose
petwesrn two slichtly diffexent procedures, both of which gave him a vital role
in matters of compliance in connection with piological weapons. Thoe imgporiant
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conclusion was that it was reccgnized that the Secretary-General had the right
and the ability to carry out’investigations of alleged use of chemical *weapcns
as well as biological weapons. The Conference could agree in its final
declaration that, if a viclation of the prohibition of the use of biclogical
weapons was confirmed through an investigation on the initiative of the
Secretaxy—-General, he should repert to the States Parties. Such a procedure
woruld be consistent with the provisions of article V.

15. At the First Review Conference, the States Parties had agreed that the
provisions of article V included the right-of any State Party to reguest the
coenvening of a consultative meeting at the expert level. That had been a step
in the right direction and it should be possible to dewvelop that understanding
further at the current Cenferenrce. First, it should be confirmed in the final
declaration that such a consultative meeting could also be convenad by the
Secretary—General on the reqdest of a State Party. It should also be clearly
stated that the meeting could consider complaints and suggest ways and means
for further clarifying any matter regarded as ambiguous or umresolved. Each
State Party should undertake to co-operate:;with the consultative meeting in
censidering complaints and clarifying ambigquous and wresclved matters. The
convening of a consultative meeting should not necessarily need to be preceded
by bilateral comsultations. Lastly, an understanding should be reached and
registereé in the final declaration that the consultative meeting should be
free to bring to the Secretary-Generazl's attention information concerning acts
that might constitute a breach of the obligations deriving from the convention
and to ask him, with the assistance of experts, to asceriain the facts
following the procedurss avaeilable to him.. The States Parties should
undertake to co-coperate with him in such investigaticns.

16. Those ideas were solidly based on the provisions of article V and ithe
considerations in respect of that article in the Final Declaraticn of the
First Review Conference. They did net preclude improving the Convention
through amendments. They did, however, constitiite some practical steps that
could be taken within the framework of the existing régime and, in his
delegation’s opinion, should be adopted by the current Review Conference.
They could then he tried out, while at the same time States Parties coui@“
“consider how thé shortcomings of the Conventicn could be dealt with more
thorcughly. Some new provisions a2nd legal undertakings could be contemplated.
their form depending on the substance of the changes or additions. Their
preparation could be a task for a special conference or a future review
conference preceded by detailed preparatory work. Such work could take place
in a series of preparatory committees at the expert level or in a committee of
exparts. In that context, the development of the negotiaticns on a cenvention
on chemical weapons should be kept in view. More detailed and legally binding
improvements of the Convention should probably awazit the outcome of those
negotiations. However, a forward-locking formulation in the final declaration
was aliready called for. Pending actual reform, the Convention could ke
strengthened and its implementation enhanced through informal undertakings of
the kind proposed.

17. ¥r. BAYART {Mongolian People's Republic) said that in the system of
treaties connected with disaruvizment the Convention took pride of place. It
had removed a whole category of ore of the most perilous types of weapon from
possible use ané was the first real disarmament measure, proving that world
disarmament was fully realizasble. A number of speakers had already exprassad
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satisfaction at the implementation of the Convention and spoken in favour of
further strengthening it. Since its entry into force., no State Party had
resorted to the complaints procedure and the numbexr of adherents had expanded
to over 100, including all the permanent members of the Security Council.
Such support showed that the Convention was being strictly observed and that
it was capable of continuing to coutribute to the cause of peace and
internaticnal security. BHis delegation welcomed all the new adherents and
appealed to thosa States which had not yet done so to accede to the Convention
-‘as -soon as possible. o

18. His country had consistently supported a system of universal
ipternmational treaties for curbing the arms race, and in particular banning
niiclear weapons. It had been active at the First Review Conference, had
céfitributed to the preparation of the Convention itself, and had been one of
the first States to sign and ratify it. The Mongolian Pecple's Republic had
neéﬁ; produced of acguired biological weapeons. and possessed none of the means
reférred to in azticle I of the Conveation nor was it engaged in any research
whidh might be directed towards their creation.

19. He reaffirmed his delegation's support for the principles and purposes of
the Convention and urged that the fimal. declaration of the Second Review
Conference should call on all States Parties to continue to fulfil the
obligations they had assumed under it. The Conference should aim at
stréngtheninq the Cenvention further and enhancing its prestige and in
parﬁicular i+ should seek to build confidence among the States Parties. The
assertions of one delegaticn in regard te alleged breaches of the Conventicon
were ‘completely at variance with that purpose. Such groundless accusations
were ‘designed to cast a shadow on the Convention rather than to strengthen its
effectiveness and prestige.

20. His delegation attached great importacce to the early conclusion of a
convention on chemical weapons. The negotiations on such a treaty in the
Confe%gnce on Disarmament had reached a decisive stage. The prohibition of
such weapons was recognized as an objective of the Conventicn in article IX

- ——and that goal had been reéeateﬁiy.réaffirmed_in_resolutionS“Of;themxﬂgﬂ%%E;__
sassions of the Ganeral Assembly and at the first Special Sessicn on
Disarmament. + was the duty of the current Review Conference to speak out in
favour of the early cenclusion of the negotiations on 2 convention on chemical
Weapons .
21. The Convention left no loopholes for the use of the advances of
biclogical science for other than peaceful purposes. Its faighful
implementation would guarantee +he successful development of intermational
co-operation for the promotion of peaceful uses. In that way, the current
advan@éé of science and technology would be fully directed to the cause of
peace and progress throughout the world.

22. Mr. T™MAI (Japan) said that the Convention was an important link in the
worid's overall disarmament régime and a major contribution in the fie
non-nucdlear disarmament. As well as prohibiting the ratention of 2
toxins, weapons, eguipwent and weans of delivery, the Conventlon regu
rheir ééstruction. Tha® was a notable achievement and tne valid
Convention on that point, as well as trust in it, should ke main
icng time.
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23. Remarkable progress had been achieved in recent years in biotechnology,
in particular genetic engineering. However, serious questions of ethics arosa
with the development of such new techknology and it was the responsibility of
mankind not to subject the new capabilities to randem use and manipulaticn but
to ensure that they were used exclusively for the good of the world.
24, It was in that perspective that the Cenference should reconfirm and build
upon the results of the First Review confersnce and, through a forward-looking
examination of the issues, reach agreement on the measures needed to maintain
and strengthen the Convention. If the Convention could be improved as a
result of the second review process it would give additional impetus to the
negotiations on the closely related and very important subject -of the
prohibition of chemical weapons, on which much hard work had alxready been
done, in particular in the Conference on Disarmament. -
. n o
25. -Japan had ratified the Comvention in Junme 1882. It had developed a high
level of expertise in biotechnelogy but it was at the same time_solemnly
committed to utilizing those capabilities solely for peaceful purposes.
26. In his delegation's view, the provisions’'of article I, defining the scope
of the prohibition, wexe sufficiently ccmprehénsive to covaer recent rapid
' advances in biotechnology. Regarding article IV on implementing measures, he
noted that Japan had enacted implementing leéislation_when it ratified the
Convention in 1982 and had every intention of abiding by its obligations.

Article V was extremely important for ensuring the effective implementation of

+the Convention. Further consideration should be given to that issue,

)

therefore, on the basis of the results of the First Review Conference. It was

conceivable, for instance, that research and éxperiments in biology could e
conducted in facilities that did not meelt the standards defined by WEQ, or

that the use of eguivalent facilities might not be Iimited to biclogical

research purposes. It was important Lo ncte that the Final Declarxation of the
First Review Conference had recognized the right of any State Party o Teguest
that a consultative meeting should be convened at the expert level as one of
the appropriate international procedures xefefred to in article.v. The matter
should be further explored so that a procedure could he worked out for

“T“convening such consultative meetings, which would then become part of the ..
practical arrangements for implementation.

27. wWhile there should be a full examination of the varicous articles in order

tc strengthen the Cenvention, at the same time some basic confidence-building
measures should be contemplated in order to enhance trust among.the States
Parties. Tt was often said that advances in biotechnology had made the
verification of compliance with the Convention increasingly complicated and

technically difficult. That being so, it was imperative not to: jeopardize the

basic trust among the States Parties. His delegation would make active
aeffarts to that end so that the Conference could achieve concrete and
effective results. ' :

28. There were more than 106 States parties Yo the Convention, somewhat fawer

+han in Lthe case of the Nuclear Non-Prolifera¥ion Treaty and the partial
Test—Ban Treaty, but on a par with the other maior agreement in;the fleld of
mon-nuclezr disarmament, the 1925 Genesva Protocaol. BHe welcomed the recand
adnerance of China and France to the convention and called on 2ll States not
es to it to accede to the conwvention so that it coulé be universally

yet par
accepte

-
-
aed.
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29. Biological weapons systems had long been regarded as a rather subsidiary
issue when compared with some others. However, given the receni rapid
advances in science and technology, they would be increasingly important in
the future. Those States which had the requisite scierntific and technological
capabilities should take particular heed of that aspect so that the purposes
of the Convention could be effectively fulfilled. That was especially true of
the Soviet Union and the United States, which together possessed the majority
of nuclear weapons as well as overwnelming superiority in the field oI
non-nuclear weapons. They had special responsibilities, therefore, and a
particularly important role to play. He noted in conclusion that it was only
on the basis of sericus and unquestionable records of the implementation by
them of all the Convention's provisions that the world would be able to '
realize the full potential embodied in that instrument.

30. Mr. PESHKOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republics) said that in the
present c¢ritical phase in the history of mankind, the political will c¢f a1l
countries was required to exclude any possibility of the use of weapons of
mass destruction. On 15 Janvary 1986, the twenty-sixth Congress of the
Commanist Party of the Soviet Union had approved principles for the
establishment of a comprehensive system of intermaticnal security covering the
destruction of all such weapons by the year 2000. The socialist countries had
proposed that the forty-first session of the General Assembly should consider
the creation of such a system - a suggestion which was widely supported by
public opinion in all countries. '

31. The Biological Weapons Convention provided a model for the solution of

- practical problems in the field of disarmament. The Conference's main task

was to strengthen the Convention by increasing the npumber of States Parties to
it and by ensuring strici cbservance of its provisions. In that connection,
articles IXI andé IV, concerning the relationship of States Parties with thir
countries, constituted crucial safeguards against cover:t infractions of the
Convention.

32. There had been many references to the usefulness of article X in
harnessing the. advances in the bioclogical sciances for economic and SOClal .
progress in all countries, including the developing countries. In that
connection, his delegation deplored the fabrication of allegations regarding
the possible misuse of intermational co-operation. Such rumours were designed
to undermine the Conventicn.

33. With regard to the implementation of article IX, the Soviet Union had
recently made specific propesals at the Conference on Disarmament which should
make it possible for a convention on chemical weapons to be signed by early
1987. :

34. ZInp its final document, the Conference should affirm the purpeses of the
Convention and reitarare the determination of States parties faithfully to
observe the commitments they had undertaken, with which his own country for
its part, fully complied. ALL countries should appreciate the Convention's

contribution to international security hoth at the present time and in the
Fature.
3. Mr. VEIIVODA {Czechcslovakia‘ untry hred co-sponsored

- F
drafs Cenvanticn onr Bacterio t the Conferance ol

Committes on Disarmament in 19

'_J;_
- LQ
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36. The timely adoption of the Convention constituted & sclid guarantee that
advances in the biclogical sciences were used sclely for peaceful purposes.
The Conference's main purpese was to ensure that it would continue to do so.
The twenty-first century might well come to be called the century of bioclogy
in view of the many applications of the biologlical sciences for medical
purposes. All Czechoslovak research activities in that field were in full
compliance with the Convention, one of their aims being the prewvention of
infectious diseases. His country did not possess facilities for producing and
maintaining highly infectious agents and toxins on.a large scale nor did it
engage in gene manipulations te render current biclogical agents more
effective for military use. It had never possessed biological orx toxin
weapons and had no intention of developing or acquiring them. Strict
compliance with the Convention was assured by appropriate legisiation. The
increasing number of States becoming Parties to the Convention and the fact
that no Party had had recourse toc the complaints procedure contained in
article VI were proof of the Convention's viability. Giving a number of
examples of Czechoslovekia’s participation on both a2 bilateral and
multilateral basis in co—operation in peaceful uses of biolegical sciences in
accordance with article X of the Convention. He said that the wide
development of such co—operation could contribute towards further
strengthening the Convention. It was true that new metheds of turning
non-pathogenic bacteria into virulent agents were open £o the danger of misuse
for military purposes but in his delegation's view the Convention covered all
the achievements of recent scientific and technological progress.

37. EHis delegation did not share the preoccupations of some delegations with
regard te compliance. Czechoslovak experts had found the materials submitted
in that regard far from convincing and his delegation considered that the
spreading of unsubstantiated rumounrs was harmful to t+he autherity of the
Convention. His delegation believe the Convention had been fully complied
with and favoured preserving the existing procedure for ensuring compliance.
Aithough articles ¥V and VI were sufficiently flexibkle to resolwve any igsues
which might arise, his delegation was ready to consider constructively any
proposals to reinforce the control mechanism of the Convention. The only
criterionnCzechoslovakia_yould_apply”in_judginguspec;fic_prcposals was whether
they could centribute effectively to ensuring compliiance with all the B
provisions of the Convention in the s irit of confidence and mutual
co-operation between States Parties.

38. His delegation fully subscribed to the general opinion that the early
conclusion of a chemical weapons convention would have 2 positive effect on
the functioning ef the Convention. Czechoslovakia was actively participating
in the work of the 24 hoc Committee for Chemical Weapons and was also prepared
to undertake regional measures which could assist in the achievement of global
chemical disarmament. Eis country welcomed the recent constructive proposals
advanced in the Conference on Disarmament by the Soviet delegation.

39. Tn conclusion, he noted with satisfaction that over 100 countries ware
tates Parties Lo the Convention and expressed the hope thatl other counuries
would adheres to it.
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40. ®r. KHERAD {Afghanistan) hoped the Conference would eacourage States
which had not vet adhered to the Conventicn o do so without delay. That
would make a significnt contributicn to reinforcing it, since every new Par
to the Coavention decrsdased the chances of its being viclated and thus
promoted international détente.- Tre Convention was the logiwml outcome of the
work begun by the 1925 Geneva Protocol and had contributed to the general
disarmament process by its timely prohibition of the development of 2 heinocus
category of weapons.

41. Since its adoption, the Convention had indispetably operated effectively
as was proved by the fact that so far 103 States had adhered to the Convention
whilé no State had ever invoked its right to withdraw under article XTIT.

The Conference could put on record that the basic provisicns of the Conveation
had been faithfully observed and that no event had occurred from which it
oould be concluded that its provisions had been viclated. The fact that there
had been no complaint about the use of bioclogiml wearons was evidence of the
Convention's validity. AL the same time, the Convention in mo way counstituted
a brake on advances of the biologi@l sciences for peaceful purposes. There
was an intensive exchange of information in that field which might be expected
to increase. Such activity bad not provided an oppertunity for viglating or
circumventing the Convention. In view of the well balanced provisions on
obligtions and control procadures, it was unnecessary to consider any
supplementary measures Or modi fication of the Convention which would simply
serve to undermine it as did certzain unfounded allections which the
Conference should condemn for that reasomn.

42. Bnother positive element of the Cenvention was the commitment under
article IX to the conclusion of an international agreement on the prohikition
of chepical weapons, which was more urgent +han ever. MNecotiations on the
subject should soon be crowned with success if there was the reguisite
olitical will.

43. Eis country was committed to the promotion of peace and security for all
States, general disarmament and intermational co-operation and accordingly

atrtached great importance to all practical proposals, including those of the _

Soviet Union, aimed at halting the arms race. Afghanistan strictly ocbserved
the oblications it lad assumed under the Cecnvention. The only rationzl way of
conducting world affairs was to advance along the road to détente and
disarmament and the peaceful coexistence of States with different social
systems,. The current detaricration of the intercational situation made it
incrzasingly important to find effactive ways of limiting the arms race by
categorically banning weapons of wass destruction.

44. Finally, with reqrd to a further review conference, his delegtion
considered that such conferences could be usefrl and was prepared o examing
any constructive propesal on that subject.

A5, M~. POSAYANOND (Thailand) said that his country had become 2 State Parby
t ha Comvention iz 1975 and continued to place the highest value upon 1h.

Mora recently, his delegation bad soonsored General Rgsembdly
cesolurion 39/63 D, «lling for the coavening of 2 pragaratory commicia
prepare the curranc Sscond Raviaw Confarendz. It kaliaved trat the Convantlon

was the first real measurs of Adisarmament o D2 necol
k & atinu rtan

that b ad rads aad <o
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international security aand o rhe strecgthening of mutual trust ameng
nations. It 2iso provided a standard by which the actions of allegad
violators of the Conveantion could be judged and condemned. 1t further
committed the States Par ries not to devalop. produce, stockp le or acguire
sach agents in guantities nok justified by peaceful purpases.

46. His delegtion pelieved that the Conventioun could be made wmore effective
by increased support for information sharing and for speedy on—site
international investications of allegations of the 1mproper use of toxic
agents. BAs a nelghbouxr of Kampuchea, Thailand was deeply concerned that the
depioyment of nialogieal or chemical weapons in the conflict thexe might
directly threaten Lts own security and also pose a threat te the lives and
1ivelikood of a large pumber of Indo-Chinese refugees and Thai civilians
living near the border. It was also deeply concerned lest additional
countries might be contamplating the development of bioclogial weapons
Programnes . rhaps in parc owing to the lack of internationa2l concern about
alleged violations.

47. His deleetion urged all States Parties to adhere strictly to the lestiex
and spirit of the Convention and %o work towards ccmplebe disarmament under
effective international econtrol. though there were already more than 100
States Parties to the Convention, it could be made more Universal. all
countries which had not yet become parties to the Convention should ke urgad
1o take immediate action to accede to it and thereby enhance its value and
strength still furtber. The Counvention should be taken as an example and a
guide in the curreat negotiations om 2 convertion for the prohibition of
chemical weapons, thus belping to bring them to a successful and speedy
conclusion. ’

48. Mr. GARCLIA ROBIES (Mexico} observed that, whatever its jmperfections, the
Convention was the first interrational iastrument of real disarmament in that
its objective was the +otal elinination of biclogicl and toxin weapons. In
i+s final declaration, the Conference should uneguivocally reaffirm the
obligetions contracted under rhe convention. It showld also encourage all
 States to become _partles in accordance with article XIV, para graph 1.

49. Be noted that the recent peblication of the Srockholm International Peace
fesearch Institute (SIPRI) entitled "Biclegical and moxic Weapons of Today”
concluded that since it was aifficult to amend 2 multinational convention and
in the case under consideration it was not desirabla to blur the ciarity of
the comprehensive hasic prc-hibition, the main hope lay in informal wmeasures
raken by the States Parties by consensies or aven unilaterally. For example
the Soviet Union might be more flexible, opez and rersuasive 1in order t©
re-establish confidence and +he United States might be TOTE care ful about
accusations of viclations oy orher States Parties and with regard to iks own
militarily financed programie of secret researchn. There should be 2 )
distincition between unofficial accusaticns appearing in the media and the
official sponsorship of such accusations. The promulgaticn of domestic
legistation in scoordance with article v would alsc be a si of renewed
comnitrent to the Convention. Finally, the conclusion of 2 carallel
convantion on chemical weaplns would be usaeful. As LT tad made clsar, DOES av
she time it signed the Convention and at the Tirst Review Confer&nce. the
Maximn Goverament fully andorsed that 1ast racommendation, in respe ot of



BWC /CONF. IT/SR.7
page 12

article IX. Alttough progress had been made in rhe negotiations, particularly
on tachnical aspects, some basic problems, wmostly of a pelitical mature, still
rerained with regard to decision-making and verificeticn procedures. While
acknowledqging the complexity of the subject, his delemation could not re frain
from woicing its impatience at the fallure to comply with an oblieation
contracted over @ decade age. ~ It again exhorted the negotiating parties,
particalarly the main posSsSessors of chemical weapons, to demonstrate the
necessary political will to achieve an agreement that would strengthen the
Convention under review. '

50. Mr. TEJA {India) recalled that India, which tad never rossessed
bactericlogical or toxin weapons., bad ratified the Conventicn in 1974. It
would continue to observe both the letter and spi.rit of the instrument. The
unique importance of the Convention was universally acknowledgad and Ipdia
looked upon it as a step towards disarmament measures relating to nuclear
weapons, which were even more dangercus and morally repugnant.

51. With recard to article ¥, the Convention bad so far fulfilled its
puxpose. It should ke rega::ﬁea' in conjunction with, and as an extension of,
rhe 1925 Geneva Protocol and the absence in it of a specific prohibition in 1t
of the use of biological and toxin weapons was covered by the prohibition in
that Protocol. It was recognized that the relatively quick adoption of the
Convention had been partly Sue to the limitation at that zime on the military
gtility of such methods of wariare. The sitsation had since chenged
considerably and problems might emerge from the misuse of recent scientific
advances in genetic engineering and From research on quick-acting agents which
were similar in their effect te conventional weapoms. The danger of
dral-purpose use was therefors likely to gersist in the future, bhased on the
faar that the distinction between research and develorment was rathex
tenuous. India would be aceinst any attempt by a State Farty to interpret the
provisions of the Convention narrowly and to pursue offensive military
research in the guise of peaceful research and develoment. However, it
believed that article I was ccamprehensive encugh to cover recent scientific
and technclogieml develoments .

‘52 THith veqaid € LhE Conceri éxpressed by many representatives about the . ...

inadequacy of the ccmpliance and verification machinery, bis delecation would
support a practical, non—discriminatory ancd universally appiieble syste=m
which might be agreed by counsensus for strengthening the existing wachinery.

53. Recarding article IX, it was a matter for regret that chemical weapons
were still included in the arsenals of some countries and nad been uvsed on 2
larce scale in warfare in the past two demdes. Fortanately, there had been
some promising developments in the efforts to reach agreement on the
prohibition of chemical weapons in the Confsrence on Disarmament. It was to
be hoped that those efforts would lead to the early conclusion of a convention
on the banning of chemiaml weapous and on tihelr destruction. Special
responsibility ian tkat regard rested with States which bad amassed large
quantities of such weapous. : ’

S4. His delegtion had carefully studiad tha reports by Btates Parties on
cempliznes with thelr cbligtions under the Convention. In that connection,
e stressed that the cap between the develog2d and devaeloping countries in o5&
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availability of information on Lhe use of biotechnology and genetic
engineering for peaceful purposes had further widened since 1980. A routine
call for the free flow of information and transfer of technology would not
result in any improvement of the implementation of article X. Most of the
scientific and technological information in the area was in private hands and
would be transferred only for profit, if at all. Ongoing researches in those
arsas were highly classified industrial secrets. Institutional ways and means
shold therefore be sought of assuring co-—operation between the developed and
developing countries through the intervention of the Staktes Parties to the
Convention. TIn that connection, he referred to +he setting up of the
fnternational Centre for Genetic Engineering and Biotechnology in New Delhi
and Triaste. rates Parties to the Convention should assoclate themselives
actively with those institutions.

5. Eis delegation wished to reiterate its understanding that the cbjective
of “he Comvention was to eliminate biclogical and toxin weapons, thereby
excluding completely the possibility of their use. Exemptions in regard to
biological agents or toxins permitted for prophylactic, protective oT other
peaceful purposes should not create a loophole regarding the production or
retention of biolegical and toxin weapons. In +the fipal declaration, his
delegation wished to see the 1925 Geneva Protocol safeguarded and the
inseparable link maintained between t+he prohibition of biological and chemical
weapons. Eis delegation hoped +hat the Conference would help to ensure that
scientific and technological advances were used exciusively for pedceful
purposes and for the benefit of mankind.

56. Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republiecs) noted with
satisfaction that all the delegations participating in the discussion had
agreed on the vital need to stzengthen the 1§72 Convention and to implement
the States Parties® obligaticn to achleve an affective ban on chemical weapons
in the near future.

57. Unfortumately, there had also been echoes during the discussion of 2
certain unfounded “concern” iegarding compliance with the Convention, although
only the United States delegation had spoken more or less specifically on that
point. The reference was to allegations of Soviet Uniton involvement ina”™
programme of offensive bactexiological weapons - allegations which were mere
inventions from beginning to end. Had the United States had any sSerious
doubts as to compliance with the Conventicn rhe United States delegation wouid
have shown some interest in the Soviet Union's readiness to give appropriate
explanations at the meeting held on LO September 1986 with a Soviet expert.
Eis delegation shared the view expressed by many other delegations that
unfounded statements directly impaired the authority of the Conventicn.

Sg. The view had been expressed hy numerous delegations that the Con?ention
was not endowed with sufficiently reliable control mechanisms. The

Soviet Union delegation, for its part, was prepared to join in the search X0Y¥
2 mutuzlly acceptable compromise on the whoie set of problems giscussed at the
present Conference, including the issue of controls.

59. Concrete propocats on that point had besn put forward by many delegations
o - - =
2 1 examination. Seme of them called for the assumption O
ional legal cobligations 357 the States Parties. On thakh
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point the Soviet Union had initiated a Formazl propesal to work out and adopt 2
supplementary protocol to the Convention which would contain measures to
strengthen the control machinery. Obviously, preparatory work would be needed
and his delegation was prepared tc join in that task.

60. His delegation concurred with the Swedish proposal for the holding of a
conference at an appropriate time.

€l. In conciusion, he felt certain that all those delegations really
interested in enhancing the Convention and in strengthening its verification
mechanisms would suppeort his delegation's proposal.

§2. M. BASSOY {Turkey) said that Turkey had beccme a party te the

192S Geneva Protocol as early as 1929 and had become a party to the 1972
Ceonvention in 1974. Eis delegation welcomed the wngualified declaratiens of
States Parties to the Convention concerning their £full compliance with
articles ¥, II and IIX. Turkey for its part had never disposed of, produced,
developed or stockpiled any biological or toxin weapons or ever transferred
any such weapons to a third party. 2ll research ir micro-organisms and toxins
conducted in Turkey was directed towards medical therapy and disease
prevention.

6€3. Certain reports or allegations about viclations of the provisions of the
Conwvention which would, if founded, contravene the undertakings of the parties
to the Convention, provided further proof of the need for an adegate mechanism
through which such complaints could be investigated. Another disturbing fact
was the non—accession to the Convention of countries located in the so-called
"tension areas™. He would accordingly urge such countries to accede to the
Convention as scon as practicable. It should be borne in mind that the
decontamination process of a biological weapons test area used in the years of
the Second World War had yet to be completaed.

64. His delegation was commitied to a successful Review Conference and would
do its best to work out a consensus on a final declaration that was
satisfactory to all the parties and answered the expectations of public
OPINION. .. . e e e el

€5. Lastly, his delegation would support any proposals seeking some kind of
institutionalization of co—operation and technical assistance in the peaceful
uses of bioctechnology within the United Nations system.

66. Mr. ter HORSY (Venezuela) said that his Covernment attached the greatest
importance Lo the 1972 Convention which represented the only genuine and
effective disarmament measure so far adopted. The Convention served to avoid
the re-introduction of biological weapons into military arsenals as well as
the diversion to military purposes of the results of scientific and '
technological progress. His delegation considered that the Convention had not
constituted, 2nd did not constitute, any cbstacla to the sclentific progress
¢f mankind. There had been no shoriage of scientific and technological
advances since 1972. As far as Venerusla was concerned, they had all been
intended for peaceful purposes.
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67. The development of new technigues in genetic engineering had
revelutionized the search for solutions to the many problems faced by modexn
saciety. Venezuela attached the greatest importance to the enhancement of
internaticonal co—operation for peaceful ends in those fields. While it was
true that some of the technological developments in the matter were capable of
utilization for military purposes, there had so far been no clear evidence of
such misuse. The bread and general character of the Convention enabled it to
cover fully the new biolegical agents and toxins which had been discovered
recently.

68. is delegation agreed on the need to continue te monitor compliance with -
the Convention. In that coennection, he reiterated his delegation’™s view,
expressed at the First Review Conference, that article VI of the Convention
needed to be supplemented with a mechanism to facilitate consulitation and
co—cperation among the States Parties, and to provide for the speedy
investigaticn of any situations or problems which might arise regarding
compliance with the Convention.

69. He had heard with interest the proposal put forwazrd by the Soviet Union
delegation and looked forward tc a more detaliled explanation.

70. His delegation shared the comcern of other delegations regarding the
inadequacy of the complaints procadure under the Convention. The Conferencs
should consider the possibility of improving the procedure in the light of the
provisions of other intermational instrurments.

7i. Ee gave an assurance that Venezuela was not carrying out any activity
contrary to the Convention. His country did not possess, and had ne intention
of aceuiring, any of the weapons or materials mentioned in the Convention.
Research in the field of biology and bactericlogy by Venezuelan scientific
institutions was directed exclusively to peaceful purposes.

72. With regard to article IX, his delegation welcomed the progress being
made in the Conference on Disarmament. Negotiations in the Ad hoc Committee
on Chemical Weapons showed that there was a general desize to conclude a

- eonvention-on & chemical weapons ban and his delegation hoped that that
objective would scon be attained.

73. Turning to the Centre for Genetic Engineering, with the setting up of
which Venezuela had been closely associated, he said that the Centre would
serve as a base for the training of qualified scientists whose future work
would be of particular wvalue to the developing world. The Centre could also
serve to promote the formulation of international standards on the management
and utilization of genetic engineering and biotechnology at the international
level. His delegation hoped that all the signateories of the Statute of the
Centre would ratify it as soon as possible. '

74. ILastly, his delegation expressed its satisfaction at the fact that all
- - N z - - - -

the permanent members of the Security Council were now participating in tae&

Convention and at the further growth in the number of State Parties to it.

: — X nE
75. Mr. TONWE (Nigeria} said thatr the 1%$72 Convention occupied a Signilican
pilace in nistory. It was the first and, so far, the only international
instrument of a legallv binding nature which cutlawed the acguisition ot an



BWC/COMNF.IT/SR.7
page 16

entire categoxry of weapons of masz destruction. It had also gtrengthened ithe
contribution made by the 1925 Geneva Protocel to man's efforts to control the
means of waging warfare.

76. Migeria, which had been among the first 20 States to ratify the
convention, did not possess biological weapons and did not intend to acguire
any. It had therefore nothing to destroy under article -IT of the Convention
and was not in a position to transfer any such weapons Lo other States.

7. The concerns expressed DY Nigeria and other States Parties at the First
Review Conference in 1980 remained uaresolved. aAllegations of violations had
been made and some clauses of the Conventicn were gravely deficient, leaving
dangerous loopholes. Above all, scientific and technological advances had
outpaced the Convention. =

78. Sericus attention would therefore have to be given to finding ways of
strengthening the Convention, especially in areas where gross deficlencies had

been detected. In that connection, articles IX, IV, vT and X should receive
priority attention. :

79. For article II +n be credible, it was absolutely necessary +o adoph
concrete measures to provide for effective verification of the destruction of
tockpiles or their aiversion to peaceful purposes.

80. With regard to article IV, ke weleomed the fact that some States parties
had already promulgated national legislation to ensure compliance. In his own
country the production af biological weapons and all other weapons of mass
destructicon was prohibited. He appealed to all States Parties which had not
vetr done so to adopt without delay the necessary national legislation to
ensure compliance with the Convention.

g1. His Gelegation was dissatisfied with the complaints procedure in

article VI, under which only the Security Council had the right te initiate an
investigation. The political and practical difficulties jnvolved were obvious
and nis delegation would like to see an arrangement that would separate tke

fact-finding stagé of the complaints procedure ‘from the stage of pelitical- .. -

censideration and decision by the Security Council.

g2. Wwith regard o co-operation in the peaceful uses of biclogical agents,
greater efforts were needed to implement article X because of the pressing
health needs of the developing countries.

g83. Turning to article IX he expressed regret at the fact that 14 years after
the coneclusion of the Convention, there was still no agreement o0 the banning
of chemical weapons despite the series of General Assembly resclutions
stressing the importance of such 2 ban. The slow progress in the Conference
on Disarmament had not been due to any {ack of effort on the part cf a large
majority of its members mut rather to the lack of political «will on the part

of some militarily significant States. Eis delegation wrged those States Lo
overcome their fears and gistrust in order to facilitate the eariy conclusion
of the Convention.
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84. trastly, he expressed his delaegation's concern at reports from usually
reliable sources according to which the South African régime was engaged Ln
activities in the field of genetic englneering intended to strengthen 1its
racist policies. The intermational community must siop those activities
before they did irreparable damage Lo Africa and to humanity as a whole.

85. Mr. MEISZTER (Hungary) introduced a paper {BWC/CONF.IL/7) submittred by a
group of soclalist sStates participating in the Conference. The delegations on
whose benalf he was speaking, had attached special importance in their
statements to the gquestion of intermational co—operation in peaceful
bacteriorlogical (biclogical) activities inm all fields covered by article X.

26. TIn December 1985 the Council of Mutual Econcmic Assistance {CMEA) had
approved a programme of scientific and@ technological progress up to the yeax
2009. The paperl submitted to the Conference contained a chapter on the
accelerated development of biotechnology which related directly to the matters
considered by the Conference under article X.

87. “The document explained the main f£ields of planred CMEA activities and
testified to the readiness of its member States Lo co—operate on a mutually
advantageous basis with all interested States in that field.

eg. Mr. CHARRY SAMPER (Colombia)} said that the effectiveness of the
Convention depended primarily on the mutual confidence existing between the
parties. Imn the present instance, as in all matters relating to arms control,
the text of agreements was ineffective without the goodwill of the partles.

89. Colcmbia was a peaceful develeping country without military arsenals that
might threaten its neighbours. It believed that international secuzity could
only be ensured by compliance with ipternational law, the cobservance of
treaties, and the peaceful settlement of disputes. fis country therefore
worked for the strengthening of multilateralism and a Fairex international
economic order as a basis for the establishment of an international oxder free
from threats, violence and war.

20. It was not easy to separate”the'questicn“of'the”cbservance“of one arws
control agxeement from that of ancther. All the relevant instruments formed
an interrelated network and failure to observe omne of them would affect all.
Unfortunately, the proliferatien of meetings in the conferance On Disarmament
and elsewhere had nc power to arrest the amms race. There was a dramatic
diverce between statements and texts on the one hand and the uncontrollable
expansion of arms expenditures on the other. Apart from the danger of mass
destruction throucgh nucleax warfare. the conventional weapons build—up
represented an equally grave danger. As was well known, since the Second
viorld War, conflicts with cenventional weapons had taken place almost Qntirely
in the Third World. As a result of technical and scientific advances, the
difference between nuclear and conventional weapons was rapidiy narrowing.

The means of control in that respect were becoming increasingly inadeguate and
it was worth noting in that regard that the centres of research and production
of the weapons in guestion were far removed from sucn develaping countries as
Colombia.
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1. Colombia wished to reiterate its support £oY the Convention but noted
some of the difficulties which had occurred in iks application. For ome
thing, the new science of genetic engineering had heen wirtually non-axistent
in 1972. The advances since made in molecular biolegy had not bean foreseen
in 1972 and the provisions concerning stockpiling and varification had become
inadequate.

92. Moreover complaints regarding the use of weapons pronibited by the

1972 Convention had been made in the Onited Wations. In the cixcumstances.,
his delegation urged the Conference o seek a consensus on steps to strengthen
yhe Convention and bring it into consopance with technical and scientific
progress, wiile al the same time improving its verification mechanisms.

$3. The Conference should encourage the work being conducted by the
ad Hoc Committee on Chemical Weapons of fhe Conference on Disarmament. His
delegation welcomed the progress made in that Committee.

94.  Colombia was gravely concerned at the doubts which had been expressed
regarding observance of the Convention as well as at the limitations which
existed with regard to verification. + was also concerned at the fact that
technical and scientific advances had opened the Joor to a threat of
bactericlogical extermination, which was no less alarming than the nuclear
menace. It had to be recognized +hat the first part of articlie VI was
inade¢mate since the vast majority of States were not in a position to furnish
evidence to the Security Council of possible violations by ancther

State Party. Foxr that reason, his delegation would welcome negotiations Lo
expand and strengthen the article. His delegation proposed that WHO, 2s an
impartial and objective entity, should be entrusted with the power of
verification at the request of any State Party to the Convention, and without
need for Security Council acticon.

95. His delegation urged that every effort should be made, pursuant to
artricle ¥ of the Counvention, Lo bring about 2 Lzn on chemical weapons.

..__,.._.The meetinq rose . at _.12.50 p-m. T e ¢ e m
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The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.i.

REVTEW OF THE OPZRATION OF THE CONVENTION AS PROVIDED FOR IN ITS ARTICLE XILX
{agenda item 1Q)

{za) GENERAL DEBATE [concluded)

1. Mr. FRANCESCHI (Italy} said that the United Kingdom representative had
already expressed the cowmmon views of the 12 menber Statas of the Turopean
Economic Cormmunity, including Italy. His counkry considered the adoption of
the Convention cne of the most significant achievements in the fleld of

di sarmament, together with the adoption of the 1925 Geneva Protocel and of the
Nuclear NMon-proliferation Treaty of 1969. Eis Governmment noted the intensity
of the present international dialogue on disarmament issues, which created 2
favourable context and was fully determined to make a positive contribution to
rhe success of the Second Review Conference as well as to the strengthening of
tlh= Convention.

2. Ttaly ted fully abided by the provisions of the Comvention. It possessad
no bacteriological or toxin weapons and Iad not assisted any other State to
acquire them. His Govermment believed that in the present circumstances
Seclarations alone were not emough to guarantes that the Conwention was fully
respected. Tt was true, as the United Kingdow representative =d
acknowledged, that a review counference could not amend the Couvention or
establish new oblications. The problem of assurance of compliance, Towaver
&d concermn the Conference. The problem was the more relavant because the
Convention did not at present provide for verification mectanisns capable of
eliminating the doubts which rad arisen regrrding effective compliance with
its provisions. The Conference should ther afore encourage grealter
transparency regarding all activities relevant to the Convention, as well as a
more general acceptance of updated and effective varificarion mechanisms. The
need for adequate guarantees regarding compliance with the tonvention and for
devising verification mechanisms agreed upon in a spirit of muetua L
understanding was incrszased by recent scientific advances in the field of
bioclogy which might enlav*ge the risk of violakions. Every possible effort

- should be made to increase tlhe effectiveness of the ban on bickogical weapons
and enhance the cr:eéz.b:.-:.ty of the Convention.

3. A number of concrete confidence-building mesures might be considered,
among them proceduraes for the notification of outo»-eaks of disease or of
accidents in laborateries or production plants, the exchange of informatica on
research in the field of bioteckhnology and on facilities rxequiring special
safety measures, wider participation in the investigaticn of ocutbreaks of
disease an@ internmational exchanges of scientists and experts engaged 1in
b_.otec‘mology, including visits to research laboratories. His Government's
"open laboratories™ proposal was particularly relevant to the field of
application 0f the Conventien.

4. ¥a hoped trose suggestions would be reflected in the final document of
the Conferenca. Be hoped alse that other participants would be 235 willing as
Iraly to accept the immediate adoption of confidence-pullding measures and
effective verificaticn wecmanisms. If that wers done, nevw impetus wculd be
civen to the disarmament process andéd in particalar the early conclusion of an
intsrpational conwvention banning chemical weapons.
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S. Mr. MORELLT PANDO (Paru} said that P=ru, which had ratified the
Convention on 5 June 1985, earnestly toped tilat a convention providing for the
complete prohibition of chemical weapons ané the destruction of existing
cremical weapons would be speedily adoptad.

5. For a number of years, the 1972 Conventicn had been weakened by variocus
ambiguities and 1%ts applica*(:ion rad bean jecpardized by the development of
piological agents and toxins capable of being used fox military purposes. It
was of the utmost importance rrerefore to avoid any weakening of mutual
confidence among the parties at the Conference. Confidence should, ‘on the
contrary, be s4rengthened, which eould be done by adopting appropriate
arrangements, without necessarily modifying article V. Under such
arrangements the scientifically advenced countries would declare the numbe
and location of facilities engaged in research on microbiol agents., okher
riological agents and roxins for prophylactic and peaceful purposes and would
accept visits by sciantists from other States Parties. In that context, i
might be possible te revive the idea of setting up 2 permanent consultative
committee of States Parties with a2 menbership of qualified experts to dissuade
States from secTetly possaessing OT using biclogical weapons.

7. Tn the light of reports concerning the use of cremical weapons in
wmarfare, it wvas evident tiAatT the implementztion of article VIII demanded major
commitment on the part of the Contracting Farties with a view &0 strict
compliance with the 1925 Protocol. Articie IX called for the adoption of 2
conwvention on chemical weapons and his delecation boped tmat that would be
achieved in 1987. "Pursuant to article X, sarly steps should be taken t2
encourage a bread exchange of information and materials among the

States Parties for the peaceful use of piological agents and toxins. In his
wview, the developing countxies should enjoy prefereatial treatment in such
broad exchanges between the parties. In addition, biclogical disarmamens by
the mors developed countries would release resources the £inal use of which
nust be compatible with the interasts of an internatioal cosmunity endowed
with a greater sense of falrmess and solidazity.

8. Mr. BUTLER (Australia) said that, as was indicated in the australian

. reply to tie Secretary—General of the Uni ted Mations, MLs country wa&s in full
compliance with the provisions of ibe Convention. That instrument was unique
among modern disarmarent agreements in that, togetbher with the 1925 Protocol,
it established an importaat nOIm of international behavioux, namely that
States should not possess OT Use biclegical agents ©r EoxXins 25 weapons.
Trose important principles were raflected in the preamble to the Convention.

9. Eleven vears after its adoption, the Conventicon was in basically gocd
shape. Trere were at present 103 States Parties, and none ad withdrawn .
Since the First Review Conference. owever, the Convention had heen placed at
risk by new developmenis in biotechnology and allegations of non—compliance.
The verification provisions tad been increasingly recagnized as inadacquate by
present~day standards and advances in blolegy tad made biologicel weapons &
more attractiwve opiion to military piaaners. :

10, Trere had been considerable dabate about tre military implications of
genetic engineering. In particulazr, it mad peen postulated that genetic
engineering techrnigques might wmake it possibnle to produce highly virmulent
bactaria resistant to anciblotics but agalnst which tre aggressor’s forees
could be protacked by vaccines. It =24 ev=2n tesn suggestec that it micght be
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possible to engineer bacteria that were preferentially effective against
certain ethnic groups. nctivities of that kind were nob proscribed by the
Convention, although the stockpiling of large guantities of biclogical agents
was prohibited. Buz if appropriate faciiities existed. it might be possible
to produce tonne aIounts from seed material within weeks. The risks were
greater in that there was an overlap, or at least a grsy arez. Tween
rdefensive™ and "offensive” research. THns, reseaxch for peaceful or
prophylactic p{zrposes could produce information that could be used to develop
biological warfars agenits with novel immunological or patbogenic
chamacteristics.

11. ‘Two events kad occurred since tre entry into force of the Couvention tiat
tad focused attention on its effectiveness. The first was the outbreak of
anthrax among pecple living near Sverdlovsk, in the OSSR, in 1979.

Allegations had been made that the outbreak had been caused by a ralease of
bacteria from a biological weapons ressarch and production facility at
Sverdlovsk and tha® the quantities involved demonstrated a clear breach of the
Convention. These charges rad been denied by the Soviet Union but appropriate
steps that would have enabled the facts of the situation To be established had
not been taken. The second event involved allegations tkat toxia weapons =d
been used against civilians and resistance fighters in Lacs and Cambodia.
Those charges mad also been denied but 2 team of experts sent by the

Onited Mations in 1981 and 1982 kad not been allowed into the area where the
allegad breaches Fad taken place. BAustralia @ad aiscussed those allegations
in an informal manner with a number of States marties.

12. TIn order to dispel ddubts and entance confidence, States should be
prerared to assume an obligation to demonstrate compliance with the provisions
of £he Convention when ctalleaged. In 2 genzral way,., States Parties smould
stow greater openness with regard to their activities of relevance ta the
Convention. With those considerzticns in =mind, Austkralia would support any
call for a strengthening of the verification mechanisms and would favour the
convening of 2 special confexence., $+f necessary, to strengthen the Convention
itself.,

13. Australia already provided a great deal of information on epidemics in
its territory. It reported anpually on a wide range of digeases to FAOC anéd ©oO
the Office Intermational des Epizooties {(0IE). As a wember of OIE, Bustraliia
was required to notify +he agency of suspicion or confirmation of cutbreaks of
+he most serious diseases by telegram oT telex within 24 Mours. In addition.
it reported annually to WHO on the national status of 46 comaunicable diseases
ranging from anthrax to yellow fever. The Recombinant DWHA Monitoring
Cormittee administered by the Australian Department of Industry. Technology
and Commerce had produced guidelines on DNA recorbinant research and the
enviroomental release of recombinant DNA products- Zustralia’s exparience
stowed that a great deal of information on comunicable diseases, animal and
mman, could be made public on a routine basis without jecopardizing any
rnational security interasts. '

1i4. EHis delegation urged all States Partiag to make full use of tre
intermational reporting and control mecranisas existing uncder, for ingtance,
F20 2nd WHO. It also favoursd grealer informaticon eXChEngeEs atang rarties as
to the pature, purpose and exiant of biclocical rasearCh ProGrammes; the
raporting of unusual o prolongad cutbreaks of diseases: rhe declaration of
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hign containment facilitles engaged in biological research; greater exchanges
of scientists; facilitation of the publication aand the dissemination of
rasearch into blotechnology) timely investigation of alleged violations of
«re Conwention. Until more permanent measures were agreed, verification of
alleged uses of biologhical weapons could be made on the basis of

General Assembly rescolutions 37/98 D and 39/5% E.

15. Tre Conference should consider Further the means by which data exchangss
could be facilitatad. A numbex of possibilities existed. Existing

United Mations machinery such as rhe Office of the United Mations
Secretary~General, the Department for Disarmament Affairs or the

Gnited Mations Office at Geneva might be used. Another possibility might re
to involve one or more of the Depositary FPowers which would undertake the task
using its own r=sources. Alternatively a small secretariat might be
established under United Mations auspices. Eis Government would prefexr o see
data exchanges take place under United Matlions auspices.

16. His delegation would give serious consideration to the sugeestions of
other delecations for strengthening +he Convention. His Govermment attached
mgh pricrity to the mapid conclusion of a convention banning chemical
weapons. The Conference om Disarmament®s Ad Boc Commitiee on Chemical Weapons
123 achieved cousiderable progress in 1986 and it was important trat the
momentim should be sustained. It was ‘important also that the close
interrelationship between the W conventions should be recognized. His
delegation would do evervthing possikle to ensure +hat the Conference
strengthened the Convention and upheld its authority.

'17. M». CLERCKX (Belgium), aftex associating himself with the statement made

by the Onited Xingdom representative on ekalf of the Turopean Comauni &y, said
it was yegrettable that the coafidence originally placed in the Convention had
been to some extent eroded. When rhe Convention Iad been adopted, the state
of intermational relations t=d hbeen such as to inspire a strong presumpticn of
compliance and biological weapons 1o & been considered to Mave little or neo
military value. Unfortumately., the original presumption of good faith had
been weakened by allegations wiich = ad not been conclusively disproved. Steps
should be taken to ensure that effective measur=s were taken in such
situations to awveid persistent uncertainty regarding compliance with =~
fundamental cowmitments. In addition, there were grounds for believing that
the use of biological weapons mad become less unlikely than it m=d been

14 years earlier as 2 rasult of the development of applications of biclogy-

18. In that context, the conference should strengthen confidence in the
Convention by appropriate Gecisions taking ianto account tke changed
gituation. Belgium for its part was ready on a basis of reciprocity to adopt
any measure calculated te promote confidence. It welcomed the growing
consensys which was emerging in favoux of international cn-—sit&'verifi_catiorx
and boped that concrete and dependable agreements would soon be reaghed. HEis
Gelegation also hoped that the regotiations on banning chemical weapons taking
place at Geneva 1ln the fragework of the Conference oOn Disarmament would lead
in the near future to a new_international instrument embodying an affective

verificztion system.

39. Tt should perhaps be emphasized that the Conwvention was not 2
ron-proliferation agreement. all States Ferties were required =0 renGunce

racteriological weagons. The prohibition of the development, production
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and stockpiling of bactericlogical weapons was a logical extansion of the
1925 Protocol and the process begun by the Protocol should be completed by
organizing the concerted, raciprocal and effective ranunciation of the
davelopwent zad possession of biological weapons on a basis of universality.
The negotiations on tre banning of chemical weapeas were directed towards a
gimilar goal.

2¢. Belgium had associated itself with the universzl condemnation of the
recent viclations of the 1925 Protocol in the ¥rag-Iran confliict. At an
earlier stage it & beea concerned by pravicus allegations of violaticus and
at the second special session of the General Assewbly had accordingly made &
proposal to ensure conrtrol of the ban on the use of chemical and
bacteriological weapons. Belgium had also been a co-sponsor of

Gemeral Assembly resolution 37/98 D. Belgium bad rever possessed
bactariclogical weapons and had fully observed its obligations under the
Convention. It I=d, morsover, participatad actively in international
exchanges to promcta the peaceful applicatiens of biology and hoped that that
tyvpe of co—operation would be strengthened in accordanca with the provisions
of article X. He trusted that the substantive issues would be examined in 2
construactive spirit and that the Conference wonld reach a consensus on a
significant final document trkat would enhance the prestice of the Conwvention.

21. Mr. JESSEL (France) observed tiat rhe risks of erosion to which the
Convention had beern exposed over the years wema matiers for serlous COncern.
They were of two kinds, technical and political. So far as the former wers
concerned, some key ideas of the Convention were now manifestly obsolete. FoX
instance, the notion that a country would have to stockpile large quantities
of prohibited agents in order to acguire an offensive capability no longer
squared with the facts. In the present state of the act, a country in that
position could be expectad to defer large-scale production as long 2as possible
and wost of the research earried out for an illegitimate purposa would inwlive
only very small guantities of agents. In addition, the appearance of new
techniquas had tended to Hiurr the distinction between legitimate and
illegitimate activities, since the di. fference between the two was now not one
of nature but of purpose. . '

22. The major cause of the erosion of confidence was, howevar, olitical
beraviour at variance with the spirit of the Convention rather than techmical
factors. France could not ignore allegations of the use of prohibited weapons
in Seouth East Asia, or for that matter in Afghanistan, any ROTe than it could
ignore certain ambigquous aspects of the outbraak of anthrax reported in 1979
at Sverdlovek. Ia all those cases, the parties concerned did not seem To have
done everything in their power to demonstrate their cood faith. However
regrettable that atritude might be, it had to e _recognized that the
Convention laid down no procedure which would help to resolve the problem in
such situations. '

23. Twe effectiveness of the Convention should be strengthened, particelariy
with regard te verification wachinery. Since, rowever, a review confers
i3 mot hawve the gower to amend the Convention, wmors limited and pragmati
solutions must be soughn. His Govermment had noted with interest the
sugoestions made by various countries 2nc welcomed the fact that the

establishing contral mechanisms had not been opposed. For irs parc, it
aroposed the reporriang of high contaizment facilities (civil or militar
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of the P3 and P4 types under WHO standards, with the indication of their
location and a short description of their activities:; the immediate regorting
of all unusual events such as ocutbreaks of disease, mass polsoning or
accidents occurring in facilities and inwlving many casualties; and the
reporting of vaccination campaigns. Countries might perhaps be invited to
supply procof that the staff of high contalinment facilities and military
personnel wers not vaccinated against presumed biological warfare agents.
Consideration might e given to the intro&uction of international fact-finding
procedures based on General Bssembly resolutlons 37/98 D and 39/35 E
concarning the 1925 Geaneva Protocel. By proposing those measures, France
hoped to contribute ko the success of the Conference.

24, Mr. NICOLAIDES (Cyprus) said that the Convention remained the only real
international arms control agreement. It required the total elimination of
such weapons of mass destruction as bioclogieal and toxin agents and
constituted a2 prelude to the banning of chemical weapons. It was part of a
series of agreements which would Inpefully lead to the final objective of
ceneral and complete disarmament. It was for that xeason of high value.

25. The Second Review Conference acquired added importance from the fact that
biclogicel research activities, in particular recent progress in genetic
engineering., provided totally new possibilities not only for the welfare of
man but also for his potential mass amnihilation. At the same time, the
increased interest of the militarv in biclogical and toxin agents coupled with
2llecztions of violations of the Conwvention, were a matter of great concern.
In that connection, he paid tribute to all the non—govermmental orcanizations
whose activities bad created a widespread awareness of the dangers inherent in
the situation.

26. In the circamstances, it was important that the Conference should make a
substantive contribution in strengthening the régime establisked by the
Convention. In particalar, it should endorse the viability and importance of
the Convention and urge all States that mad not yet acceded to it to do so
without delay. It was alse necessary to enhance confidence ameng States
Parties and to s...reng-‘-hen their ties of m-opera.tl.on-

. 27. There was no doubt that increased transparency as far as peaceful
research activities in the field of biology wers concerned would contribute
substantially to enhanced confidence among States. Even more important then
openness in that respect, however, was the existenca of effective machinery Uo
verify compliance with obligations undertaken under the Convention.
Verification procadures were a key element in the implementation of any
agreement, particularly in the field of disarmament. The complalints pr:oced:w*e
provided for in article VI of the Convention did not seem o be an entirely
satisfactory solution. Mot only did it fall short of the needs, but
verification procedures dependent on action through the United I\Eations
Secarity Council did not seem suitable to ensuring implementati on of
obligtions undertaken by sovereign States as egqual parties. Steps should be
taken to remedy the situation, the more s as the intermatl ional community
appeared *o be willing to acceph more concrete and practical forms of
verification, including on-site inspection.

d not but

23. Increasing distrust among States Parties to the Convention coul
detract from the expansion of the international co-operatieon activities
provided for in articiae X of the Convention. Under article ¥ States wers et
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merely encouraged to exchange equipment, materials and scientiflic and
recmological information related to the use of bactericlogical agents for
peaceful purposes, but tlrey had a duty to do sc. It was importani that thers
should be more tangible co—operation in the interests of mankind.

29. Turning to article IX relating to the negotiation of an agreement omn the
complete banning of chemical weapons, he welcomed the r=al progress made in
that direction in the present year within the Conference on Disarmament and
expressed the hope that the negotiations for the conclusion of a Counvention
would be intensified in the months to come. ‘ -

30. ‘Bis delegation believed that the system of review conferences served a
very useful purpose. The conferences provided an opportunity for tiorough
Jdiscnssion of the operation of the agreements, for focusing on possible
‘loopioles, for exchanging views and information and for ensuring that the
agreements conktinued o be relevant to present—day realities. The uneeasing
progress of science and technology, as well as jinternational political
developments, amply warranted the perieodic convening of review confarences.

31. Mr. CHIRILA (Romania) sa2id that the Second Review Confersnce was being
held at a time when the intermational situation was particularly tense and the
arms race reaching uwnpxecedented heights that threatened the vexry survival of
mmanity. Only genuine disarmament measures could improve the situation. He
stressed the importance his country attached to the prohibition and
eliminaticon of all weapons of mass dastracticn, whetbher muclear, chemical,
biological, radiological or any other kind.

32. Tt was with 2 view to complete and general disarzament that Romania
wished to approach the gquestion of the implementation and eEfactiveness of the
Convention. The Convention was a wmigue instrument, in the sanse thas it was
the First multilateral agreement aimed at the complete elimination of 2 whole
category of weapons and that it was, according to its own dafinition, a first
stage towards the realization'of an agreement banning chemical weapons. In
acceding to it the States Parties had actually assumued a legal obligztion to
continue negotiations in god faith with a view to reaching such an

agreement. Nevertheless, although the Convention's entry inte foxce- in- 1975 -— o

had tad positive efifects in respect of dftante and confidence ameng States, it
had pot so far been followed by other disarmament measures.

33. However, the most recent session of the Conferance on Disarmament offered
sowe hope in that connection. After seven years of labour, 2 COUSENSUS
appeared to have emerged on the vital necassity of concluding a multilateral
conveation aimed at prohibiting the developument, production and staockpiling of
chenical wea'pons and at rtheir destruction. The documents of the Conference on
Pisarmament that Mad been transmitted ro the Second Review Conference gave '
come idea of the efforts that had been made Lo that end and bore witness Lo
the progress achieved. In that connection, he evoked the Declaration and
Appeal of the Presldent of the Socialigt Republic of Remania and the Chalrman
of the Council of State of the People's Republic of Bulgaria ragerding tih=
establisment of a chemical weapoas-free zone 1o rhe Balkzn region. FRomania
would support the creation of such zones elsewhers in Buzope, apnd on other
continents, ia the lief that they would make a concrets concribution to Lte
srocess of eliminating those dangarcus and inhuman weapons.
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34. In his view, tie fipal Socument of the Peaview Conference should urge the
Confarence o0 i sarmament o move forward generally in the implementation of
its mandate and in particular to speed UP jts work on the preparation of the
draft convention on the probibiticn of cremiml weapons, which could, b=
hopad, b2 presented Lo the forty-second session of the General Assembly .-

35. wWith regard to the effectiveness of the Convention, he noted with
satisfacticn that, since the First Review Conference in 1980, the number of
States Parties tad risen from 87 to 103 and now included all the permanent
members of the United Kations Security ¢ouncil. The Counference should make
another appeal to all States which md not yet Jdone so to accede to the
Convention as soon a3 possible.

356. Te documents submitted ko the Counference by the secretzziat gave the
impression that, generally speaking, the Convention was beilag daly
implemented. HIS delegation joined with the delecations which ad stressed
the need for full compliance with the Convention'’s provisicons, on +he grounds
rhat such behaviour was a factor in building confidence among States. it also
considered that the Conference should explicitly reaffirm that the preohibition
of bacteriological and toxin weapons applied without any 1imitation to all
axisting and futurz bactericlogical agents or roxins that could be used for
stile purposes. Fecent advances in cenetlcs, microbiclogy and bictechnology
were not such as o affact the Convention adversely. Cr the conty¥ary. they
enhanced its value. ’

-

37. Reearding articie X of the Convention and international co-operation in
tne use of bactericlogical agents and toxins for peaceful purposSes. b=
considered that it would be appropriate to remind all Statss Parties
explicitly of their obligations in that respect and 0o request those of them
in a position te do so to take the necessary tilateral and mulcilateral steds
v eliminate all obstacles 0 such co-operation and to expand it and make it
more effective.

38. In <onclusion, he strassed his delecation’s readiness to examine &Ly
constructive proposal aimed at reaffirming the full wvalidity of the Convention
and assured the President of its wholehearted co-operation. IR
39, Mr. Hac Team NGO {Democratic Fampuchz2a } recalled that

Democratic Fampuchea tagd ratified the Conventicn on 4 February 1983, thus
showing, at a time when its very survival was at sr=ake, how great was its
Faith in international solidari®y and how sincerely it w23 attached to raspect
for the fundamental principles of the United Mations Charter. For almost
eight years his country md experienced the MOFIOXS of war, with Kampucheans
continuing to be the victims of flagrant violations of the 1925 Geneva
Protocol and the Convention on Biological Weapous.

40. The use of toxin weapons in Kampuchea by the vietnamese occaping forces
=d been egtablished. During every dry season sineca 1979, the occupying
forces had resorted to the spraying of toxic chemicals from MIG aircraft, the
firing of :olson ¢S stells and the contamination of Foodstuffs and walker
sources. Almost all the provinces of Kampuchea had been affected. MosT
recently, on L7 July 1986, in the towsd of Xampoi in southern Kampuchea

50 inmabitants rad died and 140 others tad been poisoned through the
oonramination of foodszuffs. On 27 Fepruary 1986, in the district of
Sisophon. in western Xampuchea, the occup ing forges mad poiscned the
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springs. Ten inhabitants d d
February 1986, in Pailin, again
fired poison gas shkells. On se
forces had succesded in capturi

ied and 169 others had been polisaned. In

in western Xampuchea, the gccupying forces had
veral occasions, the Kampuchean resistance

ng members of the occupying forces eguipped

with gasmasks. Ee said that piotographs and a2 video tagpe by a

Japanese journalist who tad agcompanied the Kampuchean forces were availlable
to interested delegations in support of his allegations, and he also guoted
extracts from 2 cocmunication dated 5 April 1983 of the Minister in Clarge of

rhe Co-ordinating Committee for

Public Health on tie syndromes presented by

the persons poisoned. There were also cases of indirect poisoning through
contagion and of "residval contamination™ in which womwen had given bizth to
children with serious birth defects. Given the formidable effects of those
chemical and bactericlogical substances, Kampuchean doctors were of the
opinion that they could nol tave been manufacturaed by a poor couniry such as
Viet Mam but only by a large country possessing an advanced biotechnological

arsenal.

41L. Of course, the perpetrators of those barbaric acks and their protectors
sought to deny the facts. e wished to make it clear tiat his country wanted
only friendly relations with all the countriass of the worlid, including the

Soviet Union, and all that it 2
support Vietnamese aggression 1
participating in the Raview (on
to do to help to put an end to

sked was that the Soviet Union should cease te
n Kampuchea. He thanked the States

ference in advance for all that they wer= ready
those crimes and acts of injustice against the

Kampuchean people. Be urged the whole interpational community to appeal for

20 end to those barbaric acts.

The ending of those injustices through a

peaceful znd equitable settlement would undoubtedly be a positive factor io
teilding intercational confidence and a concrete contribution to respect for

the Conwvention. It must not be
Kampuchea could Rppen anywhere

42_. In conclusion, he recueste

forgotten thet what was meppening today in

3 the secretariat to circulate as an official

document of the Review Conference the £ull text of the report on the use o

roxins in FKampuchea which be =

d referrad to in hisg intervention.

43._ Mr.. XAMYAB (Islamic Republic of Iran) said, after recalling the

principles and objectives of the 1972 Convention on Biological Weapons and the

1925 Geneva Protocel, as well as the undertakings entered inte by States which
rad acceded to those instruments, that +he world Mad chanced since tle

First Review Conference. In recent years, the Geneva Protocol had been
viclated on several occasions by one of the States Parties, pamely Izag, whose
use of chemical weapbns +ad heen confirmed by the reports of the tezms of
investigators sent to Izam by the Secretary—General of the United Natiemns im
March 1984 (S/16433), April 1985 (S/L7127) and February 1986 (S/17911i-

Mastard gas bombs and nerve age

at bombs ted been used by the Iraqi foxces

against Iranian positions. injuring many civilians and military personnel.
The inadequacy of the intarnaticual reaction to those viclations and the
absence of any provisions for collective action against the viclator had

encouraged Irag to continue o
international law in cases of 2
during the inauguration of e

fiout the fundamental ‘principle underiving
rmed conflicz. Cn 8 September 1986, actually
Second Review Confarence, Irag tad still been

using chemical weapons in the Sheik Szlah Javanmard area and in th=

Tamcu Hsichts. Thus, 81 years

afrer the adoption ol the 1925 Geneva Trotocol,

which declared the use of chemical weapons te be iphwmane and immoxal, Irag

wms still rapeatadly rasorting

o mimse weapons Lo violation of the protocol.
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44. His delegation considered the Sececnd teview (onference to be a good
opportunity to emphasize the need to respect the Geneva Protococl. It should
set up machinery through which compliance could be assured and guaranteed. It
should also press Irag to commit itself not to rapeat the use of chemical and
toxin weapons and it should once again condemn the use of chemical weapons as
2 war crime. Lastly, the Conference should call for a total ban on the export
to Irag of chemical substances and related tectmology that could ke used to

‘manufactire chemical wezpons.

45. It was, nevertbeless, encouraging to note that the number of

States Parties to the Convention had risan from 27 to 103 and now included all
+he permament members of the Security Council. It was to be oped that those
States which had not yet signed and ratified the Convention would do so and
£hat its universal acceptability would thus be enlanced.

46. Mr. BAL-KADHL (Irag) said that the Tragl Government had signed the
Conventicn on Biological Weapons in 1975 and was making arrangements to =atify
it. Irag complied with all the commitments deriving frem the Convention and
from the 1925 Geneva Protocol o whiech it was alsoc a party. In

his delegation’'s view, the best way of preventing recourse 1o bacteriological
and nuclear weapons was to prevenlb armed conflict between pecples. If, oo the
other Mand, the intermational community accapted wars and tie escalation of
violence, the countries and peoples rhreatened must defend themselves by all
rhe means at their disposal. To attain +he (onvention's objectives iL was the
responsibility of all States to prevent conflicts. The rasponsibility of the
muclear Powers, which had failed to azxive at a complete agreement On the
prohibition of nucleaxr weapons and tests, should alse be stressed. In the
absence of such agreement, the Convention could not be fully implemented.
Disarmament should lead to glokal conventions.

&7. Giwven the repeated allecations of the representative of Iran, Dis
delegation was obliged to demonstrate tmt Iran =d wolated the Convention
repeatedly whereas Irag Pad complied to the full with the obligations unéer
je#_. TFirst of all, Iran nad tried to occupy iragi territory by force, but when
trat attempt failed the Iranian Government. tad drawn up a plan for resort to
chemical weapons. At the present moment, the Iranian leaders wers striving to
put that plan inte effect. Thus, on 27 February 1986, at Goneva, the Iranian
Minister of Foreign Affairs Iad saids e have produced chexical weapons but
we are not going to use them”. That statement had been published in the
Journal de Gendve of 28 February 1986. Why produce chemical weapons if shey
were not going to be used? The Iranian Prime Minister rad made a similar
declaration on Iranian television on 28 Bugust 1986. Cnly a few days ago,
Irag tad been accused by the Irznian news media of resorting to chemical’
weapons. Through riose allegations, the Iranian avthorities were aiming at a
nunber of objectives: to use chemical weapons in the new offensive which Iran

was preparing against Im2q, t@0 Jemconstrate to the currenkt review Conference
- —n - 5 Eer

rhat Iran was not taking any reprehansible measures, and lastly to Justlroy

attacks on civilian objectives such as =hose which it had recently launched.

42. Tha- dangerous plan should e brought to the international community s

A axd
. - x . . Cp T
a-tantrion. In fact, Iran was usiadg ke Coafersnce, and other internaticna .

: Py : T nowl
meatings, to continue 1ts &ggrassion against a sovereldn State., Ik should be

rememberad that intarnational law was an jnaivisible whoie. If one of its
acoects was to be stressed, ths rast must also be =axan into account. Izan
cnly took from intarnasional law what w&s in 1ire with its régime and 1TS
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interests. Irag possessed the right to self—defence, the right to defend its
ceople and its territory. It would use every means to that end, because it
was forced to do so by Irmn.

49. Mrs. GARCTIA DONOSO (Ecuador) said that ber Governanent tad always
supperted the efforts of the internmational community to bring abouk general
ind complete disarmament. Tht nad always been iLts position in the

General Rssembly of the United Raticuns and in the Flrst Committee. + must
not be forgotten that there w2s a close link between disarmement and
development, since general disarmament would free resources that could be usaed
for the economic and social advancement of the developing countries.

S0. Ecuador complied with the multilateral agreements on halting the arms
race and on disarmament, in particular +he Geneve Protococl for the Prohibition
of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Folsonous or Cther Gages and of
Bacteriological Methods of Warfare (1925} and the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bactericlogical
{Biological} and Toxin Weapons and on Thelr Destruction {1972). Ecuador was,
morecver, one of the sponsexs of Geperal Assexbly resolution 37/98 Con 2
procedurs for enhkancing compliance with the Convention and of

resolution 37/98 D on procedures to uphold the autbority of the Protocol
Tecause it regarded them as two important instymments in the service of the
objective of the elimination of all weapons of mass destruction. The use of
chemiczl and bactericleogical weapons wWas as atrocious as that of nuclear
weapons. ‘

51. Ber delegation attachsd gzeat importance Lo +he corrent Review Conference
as providing States Parties with an opcortunity not only o reaffirm their
devoticn to the principles and objectives of the Convention but alsc to review
the effectiveness of its provisions and the compliance of States Farties. in
+hat connection, she believed that arrangements skhould te made to review the
Convention every five years, as an appropriate means of pursuing the
Convention's objectives.

5%_ Some articles of the Couvention merited the Conference’s particular
attention.  Examples were article VI {on complaints in cases OFf @l e mr s S
State Party's breach of its cobligations and the investigations tkat could be
carried out following such complaints) and article VII (on assistance of a
State Party to any other Party exposed to danger as a2 result of a viclation of
the Convention). Close attention should alsc be paid, however, to article IX.,
which recognized the effective prohibition of chemical wearpons as an important
objective, since, unfortunately, no agreement bad vet been reached on an
effective and toral ban on the production and stockpiling of clemical weapons
and on their destruction. Regarding article X, Ecuador wished to weaffirm
that it was in favour of greater international co—operation in all aspects of
the peaceful use of bacteriological agents and toxins {[transfer and exchange
of information, trmeining of personnel, etc.}. '

53. Ecuador had always faithfully complied with the obligations laid cown in
article T of the Convention. It did not possess, had never possessed, and mad
no intention of possessing or utilizing, microbiclogical or other piclogical
agents or toxins for hostile purposes. It would support all efforts to
strengthen the Convention and give favouratble eonsideraticn To any proposal to
trat end. Such efforts would entance confidenca among nations and improve ti=
{avermational atmosphera. If all States Earties, in particular the gweat
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Fowers, demonstrated the political will to eliminate arsenals of chemical and
bacteriological agents, through effective measures, the work of the Review
Conference would be an important contribution to the celabration of the
World Year of Peace-

54. Mr. SHAFT {Islamic Republic of Iran}, exercising his right of reply, said
rhat Lhe statement of the represantative of Irag contained false alliegatlons
recarding the war that bad been forced on the Islamic Republic of Iran by
Irag, and he drew attention to 2 number of untruths. For exarple, Irag denled
mving used chemical weapons, although such use had been confirmed by the
repoxts of the Security Council to which Mr, Kamyeb had referred. That siowed
rha cap betweer Irag's words, in particular those of its representative at the
current Conference, and its acts. Furthermore, the representative of Irag was
contradicting himself. In fact, while denying that Irag had used chemical
weapons, he declared that threataned countries and peoples must defend
themselves by all the wmeans available to them. By such a statement, the Imagi
Government was clearly redjecting the law and manitarian principles that
governed armmed conflict. His delegation considared those two exanmples
sufficient to place the participants in the Confersnce in a position to Jjudge
+he trathfulness of the Iragi representative's statements.

55_ Mr. AL BADDAWI (Iraqg), exercising his right of reply, said tkat the
remarks of the representative of Iran consisted of lving statements and
fallacious allegations, many of which were only too familiar. For his own
part, he could only reaffirm the position ¢f his Govermment and h.s countrys
Irag possessed no chemical or ractericlogical weapons, was not producing oT
stockpiling any, and was not using any. Irag »& already made peace proposals
to Tran, and had accepted all the initiatives in that sense, not only those
coming from the United NMations but those from other orcanizaticons such as the
recent appeals of the Movement of Non-zligned Countries or the Islamic
Confarence. The Iragl Government had recently called on the Iranian leaders
to accept peace, to conclude a non—aggrassion pact with Irxag and to establish
god-naighbourly relations batween the two countries that would be conduclve
to peace in the region and to dovelopment. His delegation urged the
Conference to persuade Iran to accept the Iragl peace imitiative and to listen

...... to the voice of reason, failing which the current Conference would lead %o

nothing but a set of resolutions leaving the chief cruse of warT antouched.

56. Mr. SHATL {Islamic Republic of Iran), exercising his right of reply., said
that he would not revert to the question of the use of chemical weapons, 2
marter on which ne had already wmade his position known. On the other hand, &s
far as the peaceful sentiments sO eloquently expressed by Iraq at the carren
Conference and at cther meetings were concernad. it should be rememberscd that
six years earlier, on 22 September 198G, the Iraqi régime had Iaunched 2 war
of aggression against the Islamic Republic of Iran by crossing the Iranian
frontier over irs length of 1,352 kilometres and penetrating 80 kilometres
into Iranian territory. As for the desire for peace supposedly inspiring the
fragi leaders, he would simply recall that accoxding o an Associated Press
report of 2% December 1980, the Iragi President had said at 2 Cabinet meesting
that all - = regions cccupied by Iragi trocpes in the Iranian province of
Khurestan or o the west of it would remain under Tragi domination and would
be annexsd to the map of Irag. According to aacother report Ifrom the s2
agency, dated 18 Januvary 19BL. the Iragi Minister of Tnformation had said
“Irag tas now rzached 1US froneier with Iran a2nd will never withdraw from tr=
prezent fzont

[

position it occuples, even if irs armed forges must stay on tha
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line for another 10 yearsS- How, in those circum
régime claim that i+ wanted peace while all thke
£ chemical weapons, COOtrary 5 all mumenitarian laws and

and generalized use ©
international convent

ions? Mot wishing to cite

rhat mera referencs +to those violations would be
real mature of the Iragi régime.

57. The PRESICENT sa

id that the conference had

debate on the operation of the Convention. The
and much Ccommon ground had emergad- Cespite a few
£ violations of obligations under rhe Convention, it had

been extremely useful
re forencas to cases ©
teen generally felt t
1=d even gained in jm

arrangemants, supplementary inst

}at the Convention ad stoo
portance. Several proposa

stapces, could the Iragl
time engaging in the massive

other examples, he believed

enough to demanstrate Lhe

rhas concluded 1ts general
wide-ranging discussion had

a the test of time well and
1s regarding institutional

ruments and milateral undermakings Tor

ensuring greater transparency and tims strengtbening confidence had already

been formulated. The general deba

+e had also shown +hat the Convention was

attracting much wmore attention than at the Firget Review Conference in 198%0.

-

In conclusion, be expressed pleasur
co—operation that tad marked the first

The meeting rose at 5.4

s at the spirit of goodwill and
part of the Conference's wWork.

S p.e
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The meeting was called to order at 5.15 p.m.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE AS A WHCLE (agends item 12} {EWC/CONF.II/2)

1. Mr-. VEJVODA {Chairman of the Committee of the waole) introduced the
report of the Committee of the Whole which had been formally adopted by the
Committee that afternoon.

2. As reguested by the Conference, the Committee of the Whole had consicdered
+he Convention article by article, in an efficient znd practical way, with
delegations expressing their views on the individual provisions of the
Convention and putting forward specific proposals. The Committee'’s
deliberations were faithfully reflected in the report and the draft proposals,
in the annex attached thereto.

3. Tt was apparent from the Committee's work that participants regarded the
Conventior as a ugseful international instrument which continued to function as
an effective barrier against the misuse of biclogy for military purpeses. It
had likewise been generally agrzed that the Convention also applied to the
latest developments in the biological sciences.

4. Many participants had taken the view that, in the light of rapid advances
in the biological sciences, the verification procedures should be strengthened
and the machinery for ensuring compliance with the Convention should be
improved through the adoption of wvariocus additional measures, incleding
confidence-building measures, but there had been nc unanimity on the specific
measures to be taken for that purpose. It nevertheless seemed that there were
several areas on which agreement could be reached at the present Conferencer
although other proposzls would have to be considered in greater detail and
decisions on them could be taken at a later stage. He hoped that the
Drafting Committee would be able to draw up some moxre definite conclusions and
recommendations.

S. He thanked the two Vice—Chairmen of the Committee of the Whole and all
the members of the Secretariat who had spared nc effort to ensuxe that the
report would be ready in time. o )

6. The DRESIDENT said that, if he heard ne objection, he would take it that
the Conference decided to take nore of the report of the Committee of the
Whole and to annex it to the final document of the Conference.

7. T+ was so decided.

B
4
=

NTION

CTHER MATTERS, INCLUDING THE QUESTION OF FUTURE REVIEW OF THE CONY
{agenda item 11}

Proposal submitted by the German Democratic Republic, Hungary and the USSR

B. Mr. BGOSE (German Democratic Republic} said that, as +he Conference began
the final stage in its work, it was apparent that all pa-ticipants were in
favour of strengthening the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developrent,
proeduction and Stockpiling of Bacterioclogiczl {2iological) and Toxin Weapous
and on their Dest-uction. The main goal was To ephance confidence in the
Cenvention and to ensurs its more effective implerentation. A numie

H
o orf
iy
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proposals had already been submitted for that purpese. In his delegation’s
view, carefully thought-out measures should be taken as soon as possible. The
German Democratic Republic, the Pesple’s Repubhlic of Fungary and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics had therefore drawn up & rroposal which might help
the Conference arrive at a decision and whose text be read ouk.

S. Bccording to the proposal, the States represented at the Second Review
Conference of the Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of Development,
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological)} and Toxin Weapons
and on their Destruction had unequivocally proncunced themselves in favour of
the comprehensive strengthening and effective implementation of the provisiens
of the Convention. The final document of the Conference should reflect that
important aspect and indicate specific ways and means of achieving that end.

10. On the basis of the numercus proposals which had been submitted during
the Conference and whick required close study, including at the expert level
it was suggested that a consultative meeting at expert level, open to all

i Cratas Parties to the Convention should be convened in Geneva in Maxrch 1987

with the aim of working out and agreeing on decisions and recommendations
cencerning: (1) The establishment of a group of scientific experts to study
the latest biological developments of relevance to compliance with the
Convention; (2) exchanges of data on biclogical reseaxch centres and epidemic
diseases and exchanges of cther informat +ion, with a view to strengthening the
mechanism of compliance with the Convention; (3) broader co-operation among
States in the peaceful development and uses of bicseciences for the purpose ef
furthering socic-economic, scientific and technological advances;

{4) preparatory work for a special conference of +he States pParties to the
Convention to draw up and adopt an additiomal protecol which would provide for
measures to strengthen the system of verification of compliance with the
Convention.

11. The States Parties attending the comsultative meeting should elect 2
chairman ané two vice-chajirmen, each for a one-year term. The consultative
meeting might, if necessary, decide to convene additional sessions to
discharge its tasks under items (1) to (4). The decisions and reccmmendations
which would be adopted at the consultative meeting in conformity with the
procedures of the Second Review Conference should be forwarded by the
depeositaries of the Ceonvention teo all States Parties to the Convention.

12. He trusted that the propesal would meet with a constructivae response.

The meeting rose at 5.2 p.m.
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The meeting was called to order at 10.405 p.T.

CREDENTIALS OF REPRESENTATIVES TO TEE CONFERENCE
{b) REPORT OF THE CREDENTIALS COMMITTEE {BWC/CONF.EL/L0 and ada.l and Corr.l)
I. The PRESIDENT invited Mr. Afande {Kenya), Chairman of the Credentials

Committee, to introduce the Committee’s report (EWC/CONF.ILZ/10 and
add.l and Corz.i}.

2. Mr. AFANDE (Kenya), Chairman of the Credentials Committee, said rhat the
Committee had accepted the credentials of the representatives of the
participating States referred to in the Secretary—General's memorandum of

23 September 1985 subject to the reservation expressed in paragraph © of
document BWC/CONF.IL/10. The report of the Credentials Commitiee
(BWC/CONF.II/10 and Add.1 and Corr.l} had been mnanimously adopted. He
thanked the members of the Committee and Secretariat who had assisted in its
preparation.

3. The PRESIDENT thanked the Chairman of the Cradentials Commitiee. Is
thera was no cbjection, he would take it that +he Conference ook note of the
Committee’s report. '

4. Tt was so decided.

S. Mr. Hac Team NGO {Democxatic gampuchea), speaking with reference to his
delegation's representation, said that one gelegation’s view 2s raferred to in
. paragraph 6 of the renort of the Credentials Committee { BWC/CONF.IX/10)}
represented a serious and arrogant challenge o General Assexbly

resolution 40/7 concerning Kampuchea. In that resolution, which had had.the
support of 114 countries, the Ceneral Assembly called for the withdrawal of
foreign forces from Kampuchea, while at the same tiwme taking note of the
legality and legitimacy of the coalition Government in Demccratic Rampuchea,
and of its effectiveness throughout the country.

Rzpom_ OE.J_ - DRB_E"I.‘I}IG CoMMT £ (agenda e 13) T T - — S

PREDARATION AND ADOPTION OF THE FINAL DOCUMENT (agenda item 14}
(BWC/CONF.II/1L)

6. The PRESIDENT said that, owing to lack of time, rhe report of the
Drafting Committee (BWC /CONF .II/11) had been issued in English only. He
invited Mr. Butler {Australial., Chairman of the D:afting Committes, tO

i ntroduce the report. '

7.  Mr. BUTLER {Australia), Chairman of the Drafting Commitiee, said that the
adoption of the Committee's report had been the outcome of detailed and
axhaustive consultations during which delegations had made clear their
commitment to the objectives of the Convention and rheir derermination TO
ensure its implemaentation and strengthening. The following working methed had
been adopted: three consultative groups nad been convened ender the
chairmananip of the represantatives of the Cerman DemccTatic Republic, Neortway
ané Sweden respectively. 0f all those who had takan part in the creparztion
of the report, which reoresented'a major achievement, he wisned 1o particuiar
chank the regpresentative of Sweden, and toe rapresantative of Bulgaria wio

it
0
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had acted as Vice~Chairman of the Committee. The Drafting Committee's report
having been adopted by consensus that afternoon, he trusted that the
Conference would swiftly proceed to its final adoption.

8. The PRESIDENT, thanking the Chairman of the Drafting Committee, said that
the Final Document, a draft of which was attached to the Committee's report,
would consist of four partss part Ir organization and work of thke
Conference; part II: Final Declaraticons; part ILX: Report of the Committes
of the Whole; and part IV: summary records of the plenary meetings of the
Conference. He invited the Conference to take note of the repert of the
Drafting Committee {BWC/CONF.IL/11} and then to considex the draft

Final Document attached thereto.

9, Ir was so decided.

16. The PRESIDENT, said that, as stated in paragraph 34 of the draft
Final Document annexed to the Drafting Committee’s repoxt {BWC/CONF.XI/11},
+he summary records of the plenaxy meetings of the Conference would be
contained in part IV of that Document. Any delegations wishing to make
corrections to the summary records should send them to the Official Records
=diting Section, as indicated on the cover page, for inclusion in the

Final Document.

i1i. The @raf: Final Declaration contained in part IL was a compromlise fext
which had been agreed on after arduous negotiations. It had been issued in
English onlys; the other language versions would be issued in the course of
the following week. Delegations wishing to make corrections to the

Final Declaration in the other working languages should communicate them in
writing to the Secretariat.

12. He invited the Conference to consider part I of the draft Final Deocument

entitled "Organization and work of the Conference”. Noting that there were no
comments on part I, he suggested that the Conference should adoot it.

13. It was so decided.

14. The PRESIDENT jinvited the Conference to consider part IX entitled "Dxazft
final Declaration®. At the end of part II, reference wWas made to a list of
the preoposals submirted to the Coaferance. That list had not in fact been
reproduced in the annex to +he Drafting Commititee's report, but had recently
been circulated cn a separate sheet without & symbol. Woting that There were
no comments om part IL, he suggested that the Conference should adcpt it.

15, It was so decided.

16. The PRESIDENT said that, if there was no comment, he would take it that
rhe Conference formally adopted the Final Document, the text of which was
annexed to the Drafting Committee's report (BWC/CONF.IT/11).

17. It was so declded.

e

12. The PRESIDENT gave the floor to delegations wishing to speak afrer the
adoption of the Final Document.
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19. Mr. ISSRAELYAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said the

Second Review Conference had proved that the Convention was still an effeqtive
arms limitarion instrument. The Conference had displayed a constructive
spirit, despite certain moves prompted by a desire for confroantation. Many
proposals had been submitted, over one third of them by socilalist countries.
The majority of those propesals were designed to strengthen the Cenvention
and, in particular, its verification mechaniswm. Rapid effect pust now be
given to the constructive ideas put forward during the Conference,
particularly regarding the appointment of a group of technical experts and the
organization of a special conference on verification mechanism. Such
mechanism should in his delegation's view be combined with intermaticnal legal
obligations. In that connection, it was a matter of regret to him that States
which claimed to be the champions of verification had not agreed that a
special conference should be convened with a wiew to the adeption of a
protocol on the guestion.

20. The unanimous adoption of the FPinal Document was, however, & positive
achievement and the USSR, for its part, was ready to co-operate with =1}
countries that were genuinely determined to strengthen the Convention and to
take action to that end rather than beirg content with mere words.
Specifically, it would co—-operate wi+h all the cther depositary States with a
view to the adoption of practical and relevant measures. '

21. He expressed appreciation in particular to the President for his conduct
of the work of the Conference and to Mz, Butler and Mr. Afande, chaizmen of
the Drafting Commitiee and the Credentials Committee raspectively. Ee also
rhanked Miss Levin, the Secretary-Genaral of the Conference, and the other
members of the Secretariat, as well as all his colleagues whe had worked for
the success of the Conference.

22. Mr. PAN Gaoxiang (China} said that the Second Review Conference had again
considered matters of crucial interest for the whole of mankind. At times the
discussion had been bitter buat, through consultations and the determination of
all delegatioms to work in a spirit of constructive compromise, & consensus
had beemr achieved. There was thus every Teason to be satisfied with the.

“positive results of the Conference. — Be welcomed in- particular the provisions ... .. . .
- adopted concerning the implementation of articles ¥ and X of the Convention, :

which in his view represented the the Conference’s most ocutstanding
achievements.

23. He thanked the chairmen of the subsidiary bodies, the Secretary~General
of the Conference, the Secretariat and, above all, the_?resident of the
Conference, all of whom had contributed by their efforts to rhe sguccess of the
Conference.

24 My, LOWITZ (United States of America) said that his delegation welcomed
she successful conclusion of the Second Review Conference. Throughout the
discussions, it had endeavoured to adept an approach that was both critical
and constructive, and ik was in that context +hat he had made clear nis
conviction that the Convention had been viclated. He noted in that connaction
rhar rhe Final Declaration reflectad the grave doudts of several Fartisg aboul
compliance with the most basic provisions of the Conwvention anéd that the
Conferance as a wnois had st
issves.

i
resged the need to deal seriously with compliance
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25. Recognizing the importance of the norm astablished by the Convention, the
United States had joined in recommending several measures intended to
strengthen that norm, particularly within the context of article ¥. He
rusted that those measures would be fully implemented by all parties to the
Convention and would thus lead to greater internaticonal transparency and
cpeness with regard to the Coavention.

36. He thanked the President of the Conference, the chairmen of the
subsidiary bodies, the Secretary-General of the Conference, the Secretariat
and Confarence Serwvices, which had contributed te_ the success of the
Conference. He alsc paid a tribute to the efforts made by the leaders of the
co~ordinating groups and, in partiewlar, Dy Mr. Lundbc of Norway.

27. Mr. SHAFFT {Islamic Republic of Iran)} welcomed the Conference’s adcption
of a Final Declaration by consensus. He regretted, however, that the
Declaration failed to condemn in clearer and stronger terms the use of
chemical weapons by Irag, particularly since cases of such use were
well~documented and had been confirmed by United Nations missions. Ee alse
noted with regret that, in the course of the Conference, one of the States
Partias to the Convention had endeavoured to obstruct such a condemnation.

28. Mr. EDIS {United Xingdom) joined other delegations in thanking the
President Of the Conference for the skill and patience with which he had
brought the Second Review Conference to a successful conclusion; in that
rask, he had been ably assisted by the chairmen of +the subsidiary bodies and
had received admirable support from the Secretariat.

25. He welcomed the successful outcome of the Conference and the foliowing
positive agpects in paxticular: the firm reaffirmation of the value of the
Conventiony agreement on strengthening measures, which would be followed up
at an expert meeting in the spring of 1987; recognition of the impoxtance of
the outcome of the negotiations for a ban on chemical weaponss and lastly,
rhe decision to convene a Third Review Conference at an early date, with a
view to considering further strengthening measures and the peogsibility of
legally-binding improvements to the Convention.

30, M. ATL-XADHI (Iraq) said that he was gratified at the spirit of
co-operation which had prevailed thxoughout the Second Review Confexrence; it
was at least the sign of a genuine wish, on the part of all States Parties, to
comply fully with the provisions of rhe Convention. Bearing iz mind that th
scourge of war haé long afflicted mankxind, he called upon all participants to
put an end to all armed conflicts which ravaged the world, in the hope that it
would be possible to establish peace in 1986, proclaimed by the

General Assembly as the International Year of Peace.

21, mr. MASARWEE (Jordan), noting with satisfaction that the Conference had
been successful, thanked the President for the part he nhad played in that
respect. As for the reference made by the representative of the Islami
Republic of Iran during mis statement, to one of the States Parties, the
Jordantan delegation had never ohstructed the adoption by consensus of any
part of the Final Declaration. The Iraznian delegation, had had ample
opportunity during the Conferance to express its views on £he implementation
of article VIII of the Convention — views which the majority of States Parties
did not share.
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32, ®Mr. LUNDEC (Noxway): speaking as co-ordinator of the group of Western
countries, paid a tribute to the President, who had conducted the work of the
Review Conference in a most able way and who, by his discreet and efficient
management, had enabled 2 meaningful Final Document TO e adopted by
consensus. He also axpressed appreciation to the chairmen of the subsidiary
bodies for their skilful conduct of the work of thelir respective Committees,
and to the Secretary—General of rhe Conference and Conference Services,
without whom the Reivew Conference would net have reached a successiul
conclusion.

33, Mr. MEISZTER (Bungary) noted with satisfaction- that, aftar sometimes
aifficult negotiations, the Conference had none the less managed to adopt 2
Final Declaration by consensus. He was convinced that the success of the
Second Review Conference would, in additicn to strengthening +he Convention,
have a2 beneficial effect on +the entire disarmament Process. Speaking on
behalf of the delegations of the socialist countries, he paid a tribute te the
President of the Conference, who had secured the collaboration and matual
understanding of delegations throughout its work. He expressed the
appreciation of the Socialist countries to the chairmen of the subsidiary
bodies, who had laid the foundations for the pasitive results achieved, and
thapked the Secretary—General, the Secretariat and Conference Serivces.

34. Mr. TEFAR (India)., speaking om behalf of the group of neutral and
non-aligned countries and other countries, said that, after three weeks of
intensive and sometimes difficult debate marked by alternating hopes and
doubts, the Conference bad displayed the necessary will to preserve the main
objectives of the Convention and to strengthen the régime established by ie.
Be welcomed the adopticn'of a Final Declaration, which contained many positive
elements, particularly regarding the implementation of article X. Be paid 2
+ribute to the President, who had contributed in large measure +o the success
of the Conference, and also to the chairmen of the three Committees, who, with
skiil and patience, had performed the rasks entrusted to them within the time
alloted. He thanked the three grouwp co~ordinators for their valuable support,
and the Secretariat and Conference Services for their work.

35. The DRESIDENT said that a brief 160k backward seemed justified. To start.

with, participants had endeavoured to express rheir views on the Convention, .

on its past and future. That general discussion had been followed by 2
brain-sterming phase which had been marked by a wealth of proposals and
suggestions. Sorting chem out and reflecting +hem in the report of the
Committee of the Woole had been no easy task. The final phase had proved even
more difficult, however: choices had had to be made and pricrities assigned.
At times, many delegaticns had felt close to fallure, but the nomerous
bilateral consultations and efforts made by niddle—of-the-road delegations had
put the Conference back on the right track. The sense of innovation and
spirit of accommodation essential for success had been present in many
delegations. '

36. 1In assessing the Tesults of the Conference, one must be fully aware of
rhe particunlar features of the Convention and its review process. It was &
rreaty that was not only 2 disarmament measure, but also an important element
in jinternational humanitarian 1aw, since it gave practical substance to the
ganeral prohiblition of weapons that caused unnecesIaty guffering. At the sane
rime, since the Conventlon was highly dependent OO +ne evolution of science.
ir should be a living organism as it ware, czpable of adapting itsalf o the
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changing circumstances of scientific progress. Furthermore, the general
international climate had not been very conducive in recent years to the
maintenance among States Parties of the trust which was nevertheless essenti.l
for the functioning of any verification mechanism. However, most of the
difficulties encountered during tie previcus three weeks had stemmed from the
specific nature of review Conferences, which reflected the conviction thatr a
treaty and the performance of the parties thereto should ke subject to some
kind of permanent challenge. At the end of the three weeks of review, the
prevailing feeling seemed to be that the Convention was indeed alive and that
its lifetime could be extended if its organs and mechanisms were strengthened
and if confidence in its reliability could be reinforced. It was tc be hoped
+hat the measurss agreed in the context of the Final Declaration would imbue
the Comventicon with new strength.

37. He thanked all those delegations which throughout active negotiations,
had displayed a sense of compromise, and in particular the chairmen of the
Committees of the Conference who had spared no effort to bring it to a
successful conclusion. He expressed gratitude to Miss Levin,
Secretary-General of the Conference, to the other members of the Secretariat
and to Confarence Services, as well as to Mr. Martenson and Mr. Berasategui,
representatives of the Secretary-General of the United Nations. He hoped
that, in serving as President, he had met the expectations of delegations.

The meeting rose at 11.10 p.m.
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Mr. Salah Al~Othman Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Xowait o
+he United Natioens Qffice at
Geneva

LUXEMBOORG

Address: 28a chemin &u Petit-Saconnex, 1209

Talephone: 34 33 80, 34 33 89

S.E. M. Julien Alex Ambassadenr

Représentant Permanent &ua.
Grand—Duché de Luxembourg aupras

de 1'Office des Nations Dnies &
Gengve '

M. Jean—TLouyis Wolzfsld’ Représentant Permament adjoint du
' Grand-Duché de Limembourg aupras
de 1*0ffice des Nations Unies &
Genave

¥. Reng Zahles Conseiller
Mission Permanente cu Grand-tuché
de Luxembourg 2upras de 1'0ffice
das Nations Unies 3 Cenéve

MEXTCO

rddress: 13 avenue de Budg, 1202 Gensva
Telephone: 34 57 40

Jefe de Delegacidn

S.E. Sr. Lic. Alfonso Garcia Robles Embajadcr Emérito
Representante Permanenge de.
Maxico ante ia Conferancia de
Desarme con Sede en Ginebra

Ranrasentante Altarno

cya. Tic. Zadalinda Gonzilez ¥ Reynerd Ministro
Delegacifn Permpanenta e MEzico
ant=2 1= Confa:ancia ca Deszrme
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Asasor
Sr. Lic. Pablo Macedo Riba Segunde Secretario
Delegacidn Parmanenie de M&xico
ante la Conferencia de Desarme
con Sede en Ginebra
MONGOLIA

Address; 4 chemin des Mellies, Bellevue, Geneva 1295
Telepnonas; 74 19 74

Head of Delegation

“rELE. Mr, Luvsandeoriiin Bayart Ambassador

’ Permanent Representative of the
Mongolian People's Republic to the
United Mations Office at Geneva

Iternates
Mr. Gunchingiin ILkhagvajav Permanent Mission of the Mongolian
People's Republic to the United
Nations Office at Geneva

NETEERLANDS

Address: 56 rue da Moillebeaw, 1209 Geneva
Telephone: 33 73 50, 33 73 57, 33 73 58

Eead of Delegation

i.E. Mr. Robert J. van Schaik

Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary
Parmanent Representative of the
Xingdom of the Netherlands to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Depﬁty Head of Delegation

My. Barend ter Haar Eead
' Non-Muclear Rrms Control and
Disarmament Section
Ministrv of Foreign Rffairs

Alternates

Mxr,. Rober: Milders First Secretary
Permanent Mission of the Kingdom
of rlands o the United
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nr. J.L.F. Gerbrandy

NEW ZFALAND

Address: 284 chemin du Dakbit-~Saconnex,

Telephone: 34 a5 30

reader of Delegation

Mr. B.T. Lineham

Represantative

Mr. A.M. Bracegirdle

WIGERIA

Address: xae Richard-Wagner,
Telephone: 3% 21 40

Iaader

E.E-_ﬁr. Bensocn C. Tonwe

Celegates

Mr. Akatu A. Elli=s

¥r. I.A. Clatidoye

e - Permanent. Represent.

Head of Microbiology Departoment
Medical Biological Laboratery
Institute for Chemical and
Technological Regearch {THO},

Rijswiik

p.0. Box 84, 1211 Geneva is

Acting Permanent Representative of
New Zealand to the Unired Nations

Office aht Geneva

First SecretaXy

Permanent Mission of New Zealand
+~ the United Nations Qffice at

Gensva

1211 Ganeva 2

Ambassador

ative of

Nigeria to the United Nations

Office at Geneva

Senior Counsellor for Disarma=ment
Permanent Mission of Migeria o
rhe United Marions Office at

Geneva

Second Secretary
Ministry oF External

Affalrs
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Address: 58 rue de Moillebeaw, 1211 Geneva 19

Telephone: 34 27 30

Eead of Delegation

Mr. Bjorn Xristvik

Deputy Eead of Delegation

Mr. Sten Lundbo

Delegates

Mr. Svein 0. Socther

Ms. Turid Skancke

Mr. Tov Cmland, M.D.

Mz . Bnne-Lise Mellbye

_PRKISTEN

Directoxr General
Ministry of Foreign Afialrs

Minister Counsellor {Disarmament)
Deputy Permanent Representative
of Norway to the United Nations
Cffice at Geaeva

Head of Division
Ministry of Foreign Affalrs

Counsellor

Ministry of Foreign Affair
Director (Colonel)

Norwegian Defence ¥icrobiological

Laboratory

Advisory Council foxr Amms Control and
Disarmament

Address: 56 ture de Moillebeau, 1211 Ceneva 19

Telapnone: 34 77 80

Head of Delegation

H.E. Mr. Mansur Anmad

Reprasentative

Mr, Asif Ezdi

]

£

H

. Zami

13

200

v
K
;!

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of
Pakistan to the United Nations
£fice at Ganeva

Minister
Parmanent Missicn of Dakistan to
rhe United Nations Office at
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PERJ

Address: 63, rue de LausSanne,
Telephone: 31 11 30

Jefe de Delegacidn

S.E. Sr. Jorge Morelli Pando

gr. Félix Calderdn

Srz. Ruth Saif

Sr. Ramén Carrille

POLAND

Address: 15 chemin de 1*'3ancienne Rout=,

Telephone: 98 11 61

Head of Delegation

E.E. Mr. Stanislaw Turbanski

Alternate

Dr. Rndrzei Towpik

Mr. Janusz Rychlak

1202 Geneva

Exmbajador
Delegade Titular ante ia
Conferencia de Desarme

Consejero
Delegads Rlternc ante 1la
Conferencia de Desarme

Primera Secretaria
Misidén Permanente del Perii ante
1a Qficina de las Haciones Unidas
en Ginebra

Sequndc Secretario
Misidn Permanente del Pari ante
1z Oficipa de las Naciones Unidas
en Ginebrz

1218 Grand-SaconneXs Geneva

Ambassador

e Pormanent Representative of the

Dolish Pecple's Republic Lo the
Upnited Nations Offige at Geneva

Counsellor — Minister Plenipotentiary
Parmanent Mission of the Polish
Pecple’s Republic to the United
Wationg Qffice &t Geneva

Counsgellor
Bermanrent mission of the Bolish
TUnited

Feople’s Republic Lo the
Nations Office at Geneva
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PORIUGAL

Address: 9—-11 rue de Varembé, 1211 Geneva 20
Telephone: 33 89 42

Head of Delegation

Mr. Antdnic de Mello e Castrso Counsellor
Permanent Mission of Poritugal to
the United Nations Cffice at
Geneva

ROMAMIA

Address: 6 chemin de la Perridre, 1223 Cologny, Geneva
Talephone: 52 1€ S0

Chef de Dalégation

S.E. M. Gheorghe Dolgu . Ambassadeur
Ministdre des Bffaires Tirangares

Suppléant

M. Georghe Chirila Conseiller
Ministdre des Affajres Etrangdras

M. Virgiliu Faur Premier Secrétaire
Missicon pexrmanente de la
Républigque Socialiste de Roumanie
aupres de 170ffice des Natlions
Unies 4 Gendve

SaN MARINO

Address: 1-3 avenue de la Paix, 1202 Geneva
Telephone: 31 45 20

Eepad of Delegation

E.E. Mr. Dieter E. Thomas Ambassador Extracrdinary and
. Minister Plenipotentiary
Permanent Reprasentative of
San Marinc to the United Nations
in Switzerland

Ms. Buguette Zeiler First Secretary
FTermanent Mission of San Mazind
+o +he United Nations Office in
Switzerland
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SAJDI ARABIA

Address: 30 avenue Giuseppe Motta, 1211 Genewva 20
Telaephone: 34 57 &G0

Dr. Omar Hzlig Counsellor for Research
Permanent Mission of Saudi Arabia
to the United Makions Office at

Geneva’
SPATH
Address: 72 rue de Lausanne, 1202 Geneva
Telephones 31 22 30, 31 22 39
Jefe de Delegacidn
S.E. Don José M. Lacleta Embajador

Migidn Permanente de Espafia ante
la Oficina de las Nacionmes Unidas
en Ginebra

Don Manuel Pérez del Arco Minigtro Consejero
Misidn Permanente de Espafla ante
la Oficina de las Naciones Unidas
en Ginehra

Don José Marii Fuenbte Sinchez Tenients Corcnel

SWEDEN

Addxess: 62 rue de Vermont, Case postale-9%7, 1211 Geneva 20
Telephome: 34 36 00 =~ T TTTTUmoSmmimas el

Represenktative

E.E. Mr. Rolf Ekéus Ambassador
Swedish Mission for Disarmament,
Gaeneva

Alternatas

Mrs, Elisabet Bonnier First Secretary ‘
Swadish Mission for Disarmament,
Geneva

Mr. Lars-Ejalmar Wids First Secratary

Ministrv for Forelgnm Affalirs



Advisars

Dzr. 3ake Bovallius

Mr. Eans Berglund

Dr, Ove Bring

SWITZERLAND
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Head of Department
Swadish Natianal Defence Resaarch
Institute

Colonel
Swedish Mission for Disarmament,

Geneva

Ministry for Foreigm RIifairs

Address: 9-11 rue de Varemb&, 1211 Genewva 20

Telephone: 33 52 00

Chef de D&légation

S.E. M. E. Andres

Suppléant

M. René Pasche

Deléquis

.Brigadier H. Xoopmann

M. William Frei

Colonel Heinz Lottt
Dr. Barnhard Brunner

Praf. F. Gutzwiller

2mbassadeur
Représentan: permanent de la
Suisse aupzds de L°0fiice des
Nations Unies 3 Genéva

Adjoint diplomatigue
Service des gquestions politigues
spéciales du Département fédéral
des affaires &trangérss

Département Militaire Fédéral

Deuxidme Secrataira
Mission permanente de la Suisse
auprés de 1'Office des Nations
Unies & Genéve

Chef de la Secticn AC
Département militaire fedéral

Cref du Laboratoire AC Spilez
Département militaire fédéral

Chef dr Service E s l'armee
Département militaire £édéral
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THAZLAND

Address: 28b chemin du Petit-Saconnex., 1209 Geneva
Telephone: 34 20 14, 34 20 18, 34 20 20

Head of Delegation

HE.E. Mr. Nissai Vejjajiva : Ambassador
Permanent Representative of
Thailand to the United Nations
' Office at Geneva

Representatives

Mr. Surapong Posayanond Minister Counsellor
Deputy Permanent Representat_ve
of Thailand toc the United Nations
office at Geneva

Mr. Scthasanai Vacharasinthu . Second Secretaxry

: Permanent Mission of Thailand to

the United Mations Office at
Geneva

Migss Kanokporn Pmutragool Third Secretary
Permanent Mission of Thailand to
+the United Nations Office at
Geneva

TIRKEY

Address: 28 chemin du Petit—-Saconnex, 1211 Geneva i9
Telephone: 34 39 30, 24 39 38, 24 39 39 and 33 48 94

Head of Delegation

Mr. Ulki Bassoy advisor to the Assistant
Under-Secratary of State for
Multilateral Political Affaixs at
the Ministzry of Foreign Affajirs

Mr. Metin Ormekol Coungelior
Permenent Delegation of Turkey ta
the United Wations Office at
Geneva
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UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
Address: 15 avenue de la Paix
Telephone: 33 18 70
Eead of Delegation
Mr. Yury Nikolayevich Kochubei Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs
Member
Mr. Valery Pavlovich Kuchinsky First Secretary
Ministry for Foreign Affairs

RAéviser
Mr. Bnatceli Poncmarenko Tirst Secretary

Ministry for Foreign Affairs

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS.

Address: 15 avenue de 1z Paix, 1211 Geneva 20
Telephone: 33 18 70

Head of Delegation

H.E. Mr. Victor L. Issraelyan Apmbassador

Member of the Collegium of the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
the Union of Soviet Sccialist
Republics

Representative of the Union off
Soviet Socialist Republics to the
Conference on Disarmament |

Alternates
Mr., N.S. Antonov Professor
Ministry of Health

Mr. V.I. Ustinov Ministry of Foreigm Affairs
Rdvisers

r. L.A, Naumov Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. V.M. Ganzha Ministry of Defenca

. N.P., Smidoviich Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Mr. S.V. Xortunov Ministry of Foreign RIfalrs
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Mr. F.Y. Sidorov Ministry of
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Mr. A.N. Malinovskiy Third Secretary :
Permanent Mission of the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics to the
United Nations Office at Geneva

Mr. F.J. Bulyshev Third Secretary

Permanent Missicn of the Union of
goviet Socialist Republics to the
Tnited Mations Office at Geneva

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NMORTEERN TRELAND

Address: 37-39 rue de Vormoni, 1211 Geneva 20
Telephone: 34 38 08,

Representative
E.E. Dr. R. Xan T. Cromartie Ambassador
Per = Representative of the
Delegation of the Ynited Kingdon
+o the Conference on Disarmament
Altermate
Mr. Richard J.S. E&is Counsellor
: Delegation of the Tnited Xingdom
=5 the Conferxence O Disarmament
Advisers
Mr. Michasl Aidan Pakenham Counsellor
Foreicn and Commenwealth Office
© Mr. Franklin Delow Berman i —TLegal Counsellor ... - . o
Foresign and Commonwealth Office
Mr. Jeremy Waltex Thorpe First Secretary
Foreign and Commonwealth Office
Mr. Jean Frangols Gordon First Secretary
’ Delegation of the United Ringdom
5 the Confersnce on Disarmament
Mrs. Margot Kirk Principal
Defence Arms Control Tnilc,
Ministry of Defsnce
Dr. Timothy Rabidge Principal Scientific Officer
Chemical Derance gstablishment,
Torton Dowil
Mr. Douglas Scrafiton : Sacond Secreialy

Foreign and Commenwealth CETice



BWC/COUF.IL/13

Annex IX
page 29
Mr. John Ronald Walker Second Secrecaxry

Forelgn and Commonwealth Office

Mr. Bernard Gerrard Whiteside Third Secretary
Delegation of the United Kingdom
to the Conference on Disarmament

UNITED STATES CF AMERICH

Address: 11 route de Pregny, 1292 Chamhésy, Geneva
Telephone: 32 0% 70

Hepresentative
H.E. The Boncrablie Dcnald Lowitz Ambassador
: United States of America
Repregsentative toc the Conference
on Disarmament
Alternate
¥r. Themas Barthelemy U.5. Arms Control and Disarmsament

Agency

Permanent Mission of the United
States of Mmerica to the United
Nations QfIiice at Geneva

Executive Secretary

Px. Pilerce S. Corden J.5. Avms Control and Disarmament
Agency
Permanent Mission of the United
States of America to the United
Nations Cffice at Genevs

Livisers
Mr. Mel Christopher ' Cffice of the General Counsel
' U.S. Arms Contrel and Disarmament

Agency

Lt. Col. purrus Carmahan United States Air Force
Joint Chiefs of Stafsf
Department of Defense

Mr. Thomas R. Dashiell Office of the Secretary of Defense
Department of Defense

Dr. Sherman W. Garnett Qffice of the Secretary of Defense

Department of Defense
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Col.

g
ct
'

Ms3.

Dr.

Dr.

(Dr.) David Huxsoll

Col. David Lambert

Sherry Stetson—Mannix

Robert Mikulak

Barbara Seiders

Rarbara Mattas

Capt. Karen H. White

-
VENEZUELS

- Address:  18A-chemin
Telephone: 98 26 21

Jefe de Delegacidn

Sr. Enricue ter Horst

S.E.
legada
Sr. Lic. Hactor Rzocar

United States Army
Commander
Army Medical Research Institute
of Infectiogus Diseases
Department of Defense

Ynited States Army
Bureau of Politico-Military
Affairs -
Department of State

Buresu of Multilateral Affairs
0.S. Arms Control and Disarmament
Rgency

Bureau of Multilateral Affairs
17.S. Arms Conkrol and Disarmament

Agency

Rureau of Verification a=nd
Intelligence
T.S. Arms Conkrol and Disarmament

Agency

Bureauy of Politico-Military Affairs
Department of State

Unired States Air Force .
Office of the Secratary of Delfense
Department of Defense

Francois—Lehmann,-1218-Grand-Saconnex,.Geneva

Embajador
Representante altermo
Migidn Permanente de Venezuela
ante la Oficina de 1as Nacliones
Onidas en Ginebra

Consejero
Misidn Permanente de Venaezuela
ante la Oficina de 125 Nacicnes
Tnidas en Ginebra



Asesor

Sra. Lic. Jenny Clauwaert

YUGOSIAVIA

Address: 5 chemin Thurv, Geneva
Talephone: 46 44 33

Head of Delegation

E.B. Mr. Xazimir Vidas

Deputy HEead of Delegation

¥r. Micdrag Mihajlovig

ZALIRR
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Tercer Secretario
Misidén Permanente de Venezuela
ante la OFficina de las Nacicnes
Unidas en Ginebra

Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the
Socialist Federal Reoublic of
Yugoslavia to the United Nations
ffice at Geneva

Minister Counsellor
Permanent Mission of the
Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia at Geneva

Address: 32 rue de 1*Athénéa, 1206 Geneva

Talephone: 47 83 22/3

M. Monshemvala Omviane Niangw

II.

EGYDY

Address: 72 rue de Lausanne, 1232 Geneva

Telephon=: 31 B5 30

i

-E. Mr. Saad Rlfarargi

“Chaxgé d'Affaires a.i.’

Misidn Permanente de la
Républicue du Zaire auprés de
1'0ffice des Nations Unies &
Cendve

STATES SIGNATORIES

Amhassador
Farmanent Representative of the
Arar Republic of Egypt to ihe
Unitad Maticons Qifice att Geneva
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Mr. Marawan Badr

Mr. Parid Monib

IRAD

Address:
Telephone:

Chef de Delégation

S.E. M. A.J. Al-Haddawi

Membres

Dr. A.M. A1-Kadhi

Mile Sana Mohammad

Counsellor

Parmanent Mission of the Arab

Republic of Egypt
¥Mations Office at

Third Secretary

Permanent Missioa
Republic of Egypt
Nations Cffice at

28 chemin de Petit-Saconnex, 1209 Geneva
34 07 80

Amhassadeur

to the United
Fegeva

of the Arab
to the United
Geneva

Mission permanente d2 la
Républigque d'Irak aupriés de
110ffice des Nations Unies 2

Genave

Premier secritaire

Mission permanente de la
République a&° Irak aupréds de
1'0ffice des Nations Unies i

Gensva

Dewmdiome secrétalire

Mission permanente de La

- République: d'Trak auprds de -

1'QEfice des Nations Unieas E

Gensve

t+aché

Mission permanente de la
République a'Irak auprées de
11'QEfice des Nations Unies &

Genave
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MOROCCO

Address: 22 chemin Francois—ILehmann, 1218 Grand—-Saconnex, Geneva
Telephone: 98 15 35

Chef de Da&lBgation

S.E. M. El Ghali Benhima Embassadeur
Représentant Permanent du Rovaume
&1 Maroc auprés de 1'Cffice des
Naticns Unies 3 Genéve

M, Omar Hilale Conseillex
Mission permanente de la Royaume
du Maroc auprés de 1'0ffice des
Mations Unies & Genéve

M. Seddik Sbhiti Premier Secrétaire
Misgion permanente de la Royaume
du Maroc aupreés de 1'0Office des
Nations Unies 3 Genéve

SRY ILANKA

Address: 56 rue de Moillebeau, 1211 Genmeva 19
Telephorne: 34 93 40, 34 93 49

E.EZ. Mr. Jayantha Dhanapala Ambassador
Perpanent Representative
of the Democratic Socialist
Republic of Sxi Lanka to the
United Nations Cffice at Geneva

Mr. Prasad Kariyawasam = - C ' Second Secreltary o
Permanent Mission of the
Democratic Socialist Republic of
Sri Lanka tc the United Nations
QOffice at Geneva
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IXI. OBSERVERS
ATGERTIA

Address: 308 route de Lausanne, 1293 Bellevue, Genave
Telephone: 74 13 85/8%9

Chef de Délégation

M. Eamida Redouane Chargé draffaires a.i.
Mission permanente de la
Républigque Algérienne

Démocratique et Populaire aupres
de 1'0ffice des Nations Unies 3

Genave
Suppldant
M. Ab&-El-Naceur Belaid Secrétalre

Mission permanente de la
Répubiigue Algérienne

Démocratigue et Populaire aupraés
de 1'0ffice des Nations Unies &

Genédve

IV. UNITED NATIONS

Mr. J. Martenscon Representative of the
Secretary—General

Mz, V. Berasategul : Blternate Representative of the

Secretary—-General

V. HON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGRMNIZATIONS

Foundation on Econcomic Trends

Bddress: 1130 17th Street, NW, Suite 630, Washingtom, DC 20036

Ms, Linda Bullard

International Council of Scientific Unions

-

Address: 51 BE éa Monvmorency, 715018 Paxis

Professor Thomas Rosswall
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Eloane Xettering Institute for Cancer Ressarch
Address: 145 Soston Post Reoad, Rye, New York 10576
UZ. Barbara EHatch Rosenberg Molecular Bislogist

Cormitiee on the Military Use of
Biological Resezrch

tockholm International Peace Research Instituta {SIPRI)}

Address: DPipers Vig 28, $-17173 Soina

Professor Dr. Erhard Geissler

’ Women's Internmational League for Peace and Freedom
Address: 1 rue de Varemb&, CP 28, 1211 Geneva 20
Ms. Jillian Skeet
Ms. Hanne Benthin

Ms. Ellen Blosser




