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AGREED JOINT USSR~UNITED STATES PROPOSAL ON MAJOR BELENENTS
CGF A TREATY PROHIBITING THE LEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTION,
STOCKPILING AMD USE OF RADTIOLOCICAL WEADONS

I

Lach State Party to the Treaty—underﬁakes not to de@élop, produce, stockpile,

otherwise acquire or possess, or use radiological weapons.
iT

Tor the purpose of the Wreaty, the temm radiological weapon' means:
L. Any device, including anmy weapon op equipment, other than a nuclear explosive
device, specificall? designed to employ radicactive material by dismeninating it to
cauge destruction, damage or injury by means of the xadlat:on produced by the decay
of such material,
2. Any vadioactive materlal, other than that produced, by a nuclear explosive
device, apecifically dGSJgﬁed for employment, by ite dissemination, to cause
destruction, damage or injury by meane of the radiation produced by the decay of
such material,

IIT

Each State Paxty to the Treaty also undertakes not to empleoy deliberately, ﬁy
ity dissemination, any radicactive material not delined ag a radiological weapon in
baragraph 11, subparagyeph 2, and not.produced by a nuclear explosive device, to
cauge deatruction, damage or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material,

v

Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to asgist, encourage, or induce
any person, State, group of States or international organization to engage in any of
the activitios which the Paxrties to the Treaty. have undertaken not to engage in under

the provisiong of peragraphs T and IIT,
v

Provisions of the Treaty sholl not hinder fthe use of sources of radiation from
radicactive decay for peaceful purposes and shall be without prejudice Lo any
generally recagnimed principles and applicable rules of international law concerning

such uge,
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VI

Pach State Party to the Treaty wndertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to talke eny measures which it deeng necessary to prevent
Tosa of and to prduibit and ryevent diversion of radicactive matorials that might be
nged in radiological ﬂeapona and any activities contrary to the provieions of the
Preaty inm ito territory or at any place mnder its jurisdiction or wnder its
control,

VIT

Nothing in the Treaty shall be interpreted ag in any vay limiting or
detracting from the obligations assumed by any State under the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Wucleary Weapong, the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use
in War of Asphyxiating, Poisgonous or Other Gases, and of Baoteriological Methods of
Warfare, signed at Genevs on 17 June 1925, or any existing rules of intermational
lay governing armed conflict.

VIIT

1. The Stabtes Parties to the Treaty wndertake to conmsult one anobher end to
co-operate in golving any problems vhich may arise in relation to the objectives of,
or in the épplication of the provisions of, the Treaty. Consultation and
co-operation pursvant to this paragraph may also be undertalken through appropriate
international procedures within the Zramework of the United Hations and in
accordance with its Chavter. These iﬁternational procedures may include the
services of appropriate international organizations, as well as of & Consultative
Committee of Bxpertes as provided for in subparagraph 2 of thig paragraph.
2. TFor the purposes get forth in subparagveph 1 of this paragraph, the
Depositary shall, within one month of the reccipt of a request from any State Party,
convene a Congultative Committee of Experts. Any State Pariy may appoint an expert
Lo thig Committee, whose functions and nules of procedure are set out in the Annex, -
which constitutes an integral paxt of the Treaty. ~The Committee shall Transmit to
the Depositary a summary of its findings of fact, incorporating a1l wiewe and
information presented o the Committee during its proceedings. The Depositary shall

distribute the sunmary to all Staies Parties.

3, Any State Party t0 the Treaty which has weasong Lo believe that any other Giate

Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the provisions of the Treaty
may lodge a complaint with the SBecvrity Counecdl of the Tnited MHations. Buch a
complaint should include all relevant informetion as well as all posgible evidence

gpupporting ite validity.
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! Any State Party to the Treaty undertakes to co~operate in carrying out any

in?eeﬁigation vhich the Security Couneil may initiate, in accomdance with the
prov%eiqns of.the Chayter 0: the United Hatione, on the basis of the complaint
received by the Counecil. The Security Council shall.inforxm the States Parties to
the Treaty of the results of the investigation.
5. Bach State Party to the-Treaty undertakes to provide or support assistance, in
accordance with the provisions of +the Charter of the United Hations, to any Party fo
the Treaty which so requests, if the Security Council decides that such Party has
been harmed or is likely to be harmed as a result of violation of the Treaty.

X
1. 4 Btats Pgrty may propose amendments to the Tresaty. DBach proposed amendmnent
shall be submitted to the Dépoaiﬁary, vhich shall promptly transmit it to sll States
Parties,
2. 4n amendment ahall enter into forece for cach State Party accepting the
amendment after the deponit with the Depositary nf documents of acceplance by a
majority of the wtates Parties. Thereafter, the amendment shall enter into force

for each remaining State Party on the date of the deposit by it of the acceptance
document; . ' B

it
4

1. The Treaty shall be of unlimited duration.

2. Fach State Party to the Treaty shall in exercising its national soverelenty

have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it deoides that extraorainary eventg,
related to the subject metter of the Preaty, have Jeopardized the supreme interest
of its country. It shall give notice of guch withdrawal to all other States Parties
b0 the Treaty and to the United Wations Securily Council three months in advance.
Bueh notice shall include a stabtement of the extraordinary events it regards as
having jeopardized ite supremé interests, '

AT

L. Ten years after antry into force of the'Treaty, or earlier if requested by a

majority of States Parties, & conference of Stalies Maviies should be convened to
review the operation of the Treaty, vith a view to assuring that the purposes of the
Freamble and the provisions of the Treaty ave being realized. Such veview should

-b PR . P
Take into account any new scientific and techmological developments relevent to the
reaty,

2. W -~ 3 3 4 )
Thereafter, a mejority of the States TParties could obtain the coavening of a

conference with the same objectives,
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%, If no reviey conference has been convened within {plank) yeare following the
conolusion of a previous review conference, the Depositary should solicit the views
of all States Parties on the holding of such a conference. If (blank fraction) or
(blank number) of the Staten Pariiles, vhichever nurber is less, respond

affirmiively, the Depogitaxy should iake immediate steps to convene the conference.
1L

1., The Treaty shall be opan to all States for signature. A State which does not
gign the Treaty before its cnmtry into force in accordance with subparagraph 3 of this
paragraph may accede o 1t at any time.

2. The Treaty shall be subjeot to ratification by signatory Gtates. Instrumenta
of ratification and accession éhall be deposited with the Secre%ary—Generél of the
Tnited Nations.

3, The Treaty shall enter into force upon the deposit of the instruments of
ratification by (blank) Governments in accordance with subperagraph 2 of this
paragraph .

4. Yor States vhose instrumenta of ratificaiion or accossion are deposited
subsé@uent to the entry into force of the Treaty, it shall enter into force on the
date of the deposit of their instruments of ratification or accesgion.

5, The Depogitary shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding States of the
date of each signature, the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or
nccassion and the date of enbry into force of the Treaty, as well as of any
amendment to 1t and of the receipt of other notices.

6, ‘The Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary pursuant to Article 102 of the
Charter of the Unlted Nations.

RTIL

The Treaty, the Arabic, Chinese, Bnglish, Prench, Russian aund Spenish texts of
which ave squally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary~General of the
United Nationg, who shall tromsmit duly certified copics of the Treaty to the

Govermnents of the signatory and acceding Jtates.

L
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Annex to the Treaty

Consultative Committee of Experts

1. The Consultetive Committee of Expert: shall wnderiake o make appropriate

findings of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raived pursuent to
paragreph VIIT, subparagraph 1, of the Treaty by the State Parby requesting the
convening of the Conmittee.

2. The wark of the Consultative Commitiee of Bxperts chall be organized in such a

way ag to permit it fo perform the funchtions met forth in paragraph 1 of thie Anvex,
The Committee shall decide procedural questions relative %o the organization of its
vork, vhere posgible by consensus, but otherwise by a majority of Those present and

voting. There ehall be no voting on matters of substance.

5. The Depositary or his reprosentative shall serve as the Chairman of the
Committaee,

4. Each expert may be sssisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

5.  Each expert shall have the right, through the Chedirman, to request from States,

and from international orgomizations, such information and assistance as the exmard
A

considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Commitiee's worlk.
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Agreed Joint US-USSR Proposal on Hojor Slomentve of
g Toeoty Prohibitine the Developnent, Froduciion,

stockpiiing and Tze of Radiologicol Hoapons

T

Tech Stote Party te the Treaty uwxicrtehen not to develop, produce, atockpile,
otherriae acorire or wossess, or use radlological weapong.

1T
Tor the mrpose of the Troaty, the term “rediclogical weapon® means:

1. Any device, including any veapon or ecuipment, other than a muclear explosive

device, opecifically Cemigied To ooploy xadlicactive material by disseminting it o
canse cegtruction, demags or imjury by meent of the radiation produced by the decay
of sach matexrinl.

2. Any radiosctive material, other than that produced, by a nuclear explosive device,
specificnlly degigned for employrient, by ito discenlnetion, to cause desiruction,
danage or iajury by mcens of the padiation profvced by the decoy of such materiol.

ITT

Ench Stnte Yarty to thoe Dreaty alse underteles not to omploy deliberatbely, by
ita ddapenination, avy redisactive nmatorial not defined as a radiological weapon
in Paraproph 1T, Subparageopn 2, asd ot produced by o meelear explosive dovice,,
0 caugo deavruction, demage or Lajury by necuns of tho roadistion produced by the
decay of such material. o '

XY

Bach State Porty to the Trenty undorizkes ot o assist, encoursge, or induce
any person, Sivabte, group of Stotes or intornatlonsl organizevion, To ongagse in any
of the activities which the Fariies to the Troeaty have undertalzon not to engage
in under the provieions of Poragrapha I anc TITL.

T ol el L T LT L
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T Any State Party o thoe Treaty vhich has reasons to belicve that any othor
State Party is acting in brench of obligeltions deriving from tho provisions of ithe
Treaty may lodge a complaint with the Security Gourceil of the Thidved Dlations. Such
e complaint chould include all relevoint informetion ag well as all possible svidence
pupporsing it validity.

a, foch State Party to the Traaty wideriches to co~onerato in carrying out ony
foavestigation which the Security CUouncil moy initlate, in cccordance with the
provisions of the Chorter of the United ilations, on the bazia of the complaint
received by the Council. The Sccourity Council shell inform the States Faxties to
the Treavy of the resulis of the iluvesilpotion.

5, Zach 3tate Porty to tho Teeaty wndertelics to provide or supporit cagistance,
in accordance with the provisions of the Cherter of the United Nations, to any
Party to the Treouy vaich so repuosic, il tho SBecurily Counecil decides that much
Party hag been hermed or ic liltely o be havmed an o reswls of violation of tthe
Treaty. '

o

1. A Stote Paxrity pmay proposc enendments to the Troaty. Dach proposed amondnent
shall be submitidd to the Depositary, vhich shall promptly trensmit it to all
States Pariies,

2.  Ap amondment shall enior into Torce for cach Sitate Daxty accepiting the _
omendment after the deposit wilth the Dopository of documents of acceptance DY a
majority of the States Portics. Thercaibor, the smeadment shall enter into forxce
for coch romaining State Party on the dote of the deposid by it of the acceplanco
docunmenrs.

g

L. The Treaty chall be of uallulted durctlon.

2. Hach 8tato Pardy to the Trecty ghall in exereiplog ito nationnl sovercigaby

have the wight to yiihéraw from dic Treaty 4f 4% decifos that exirooxdinary events,
related wo the subject mottor of the Treaty, have jeopardized the suprepe iuterests
of its country. It chell give nobics of such vithdrauel bo all other Stetes Parties

o to the Treaty ond to the Urited iabions Security Cowicil $avee months in advance.

Juch notice shall include o otetenent of o exticordinevy ovents it rogards as
aving jeonnrdized iis punremc iiiorecis.

hatad
1%

- Ten yoars oftor ontry ingo fozce of the Twenty, or corliocr if requosted by a
JOXiky of States Parties, a conferonce of Stetos Poxties chould be convened to
Viou the operation of the Trepty, with a view to assuring that the purposes of fho
amble and the provicions of the Treaty are bDoiyg realimed.  Such weview ghould

ke into account any now sciontific zad toechnologiczl doevelopments relevant to the
aty.
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v Thercalter, o majorl iy of the Sintes Fonties could ohialn tho convening of a
confordnce wid the soie objectives. :
X,  Tf »o review confercnce has boen convoned within (blamk) years fﬁl}ow%ng t@e
conclusion of a previous roview confewonce, the Depositery should solicit F?e Ylﬁﬁs
LF all Stades Perbies on the holling of guch u coniercnch. If (biank £ra€t}on, oF

L lenk nuer, of the States Poriice, vhichever iwaber is lees, vespond affirnatively,
sne Depository should toke irmediste stops to convene the conferensc.

LT

1, The itroaty chall bo open Go all States Tow plguasore, A Biov vhich ?DGG not
1 e . 2ot Chn Ty s M ]
sign the Treaty boefore ite envxy invoe force in socordance with Dubparagrabdl o ol
shis raregrash moay accode to it ab eny ime.
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n. Mhe Tresty shall be subject to ratification by Lignoiony Stotes. Laplimuencs

y . ) L - U .I i s i | JO
of wotification snd accession zhall be depopited with the Seoretary General of
the United Hations.

. " - PR . ' '., oy pare o e =]
: The Treaty chell emtexr inte fomce wpon tho Coposit of whe instromenus ol
- : ‘ T e H - B e > I
posificasion by {blank) Governments in accorvdance with Subperaropl 2 of tnis
il

Paregraph.

A. Tor Statos whose instrvments of roiificntion or accession axce depesmucé .
sbserment o ihe ontry into force of the Treaty, it ghall entewr into Ioves on e
date of the deposit of moir instrutients of wavificnbion o accesalon.

. MTe Depositery shall promotly inform all signatory and accc%ing stQte?.af tge
cie of cach migmature, the dave of deposit of each instrument oL ratlflcaclon oL

coesgion and tho date of satzy ints force of the Tweaty, an vell us oi any amendment
o it and of the receipt of other nOLicoS,

LLR

o £

B n . ] . b L. N M s £ - _-:1_,_‘
. The Treaty thall be registored by whe Depositary pursuent o Article 102 of the

Charier of the United Ilnvions.

PUNES

The Tréatyg “he Arobic, Chinege, Buglizh, [reuch, Tnesian and Spanigh t%x?g of
vhich are coually authentic, snall be deposiged with the Secretary Gene?al*yf he
United Habiong, who shall transult faly corsified coples of the Trealy to ule
Govermnents of the siguatory and acceding Shates.

b/
Armnex T

Lo se the Trealy

Gonsultative Comittes of lxperts

1. The Consultstive Cominidtes of Drperis shall wmcertske to make appropriste
findings of fact and provide expert vievs relevant to any problem raised pursuant
to Paragraph VIII, Subparagraph 1, of the Treaty by the State Party requesting
the coanvening of the Gommittee,

. The work of the Consulbative Comnittec of Irperts shall be organived Ln such
way as bto permit it to perfors bthe functions sebt forth in Paragraph 1 of thin
innew, The Counitiee shall decide procedurel cuestions relative to the oxrganization
of its work, where possible by consensus, bub otherwise by = majority of those
pregent and votinz. Thore shell be no voting on matiers of substance.

@ oo

%,  The Depository o his representative shsll serve zs the Chalrman of the
Committee.

fiu Bach epert may be assisted at meelings by one or morc advisers.
5. fach erpert ehell heve the right, through the Chairpen, to request from States,

and from internationzl orgmanisations, such informstion and assistance as the expert
conaiders degirsble for the accomplishment of the Committee’s worl.
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JHION G 3OVIST SOCTALISYT REPUBLICS
Hecotiotions on the euestion of the
Deouibition of new tynos of weawons

oL oA iastrnctiop ol nev gvatouns
of sush imonong

In the conbext of the current scientific and tecimological revolution and the
¢ -unprecedented inerease in the role of geiecnce in accclerating the general progress of
menkind, there is, quite onjestively, a groving denger of molertific and technological

. : 13 and, vhat is particularly dangerous,
to develop new Gypes and ovstens of tumapons of mags destruction, Ag cveryone knoves ,
the process by wvhich neyw veapona are developed ~- onee ptarbed w- is axtfemely |

g difficult to stop, Tt ig therefore vitally impordant, without walbting for any such

g irreversible turn of svents, to obviate the vory possliility of new types of weapons

; of masp destruction being develoned,

TPo this end, the Soviet Union submitted o draft "agreemsnt on ﬁhc prohilhition _
of the develovment and ﬁanufaﬂture of new types of weepons of moss destruction and
new systems of such weapons" %o the General Aggenbly of the United Wations in 1975.
The General Assembly requested the Comuititoe on.Disarmaﬁént'tomwnrk out the text of
& draft internatioual ﬁgreoﬁoni on thiy question. -

Subject of negobiations

Taling acoount of the Hrogress wnde in the discussion of this draft agreement,
the Soviét'Union.submittod an expanded drait agrecement on the prohibition of the
development and’ mamufacture of ney types of veapons of mase degbruction and new
systems of' such weapons to the Committcs on Disaruemont in dugust 1977 (CCD/Sll/Rev.l),
In this dooument, the Soviet Union drew attenbion +o the cuegtion that nuat be
regolved before all othere, nemzly, that of the subjoct and scove of the Prohd bition,
The expanded Soviet Qrnft agreenent envigages a definition of new types and

syatomg of veapons of mass dewtruction that is as close ags pogeible to the 1948 forrmula

on which there is already broad agreemerds arong many States,

In order %o make it ecsier to arrive at a generally-acceptable selution to

‘the question of the acape of the prohibition, the Soviet Unmion considérqd that it

ould be useful for the agreement to contain bobh a general definition of the new
FYPGSIQf veapons of mage destruction to be nrohibited and a light of the specific tyves
and systems of such weapons, Thin approach is reflected in the expanded drafd
greement, the awmex to which containg an approximate list of types and sysbens of
Gapons of mass destruction, inecluding:
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Radiologiocal meana acting with the aid of radioactive materials;

(1)
(2) Technical meams of inflicting radiation injury based on the use of
charged or neutral particles to nffect biclogical targeto;

(3) TInfragonic means using acoustic radiabion to affeot biological tergets;

(4) Yeans using clectronagnebic radiation to affect biological targots.

Tn order to accommodate the views of members of the Cozmittee on Digarmament,
the Soviet side had the expanded draft agrecuent provide Ffor the possibility, should
the need arise, of prohibiting aneoific new types and systems of weadony of naeg
destruction on the basis of sevaratec agrecments.

Thug, the proposals of the USSR on the acove and subject of the prohibition
provide for: (o) The conclusion of a comprehensive agreement on the, peohibition of
the development and manufacture of new types and gysbems of weapons of masg
destruetion, with a list of goecific types of weapons to be prohihiteds (b) The
possibility of supplementing the list of prohibited new types of weapons of mass
destruction in the future; and (¢) 'The posgivility of concluding geparate agreevonts
on gpecific new bypes of wespons of mags destructlion,

Seientific and technicel basig for the
~onmible developrent of certain ney types
of weapons of mass destruction

The approximate list of possible now types and ayotems of weapons of mass
degtruction covers physical affectn, the haxmful or fatal cdnaequencea of which
for the human orgenism have already heen thoroughly investigated; the general level and
orientations of the corresponding fields of scicnce and bechnology are such thal
these physical effects might find a nractical application in real wveapons in the
foreseeable futurs. '

1. Radiological weabdong

The danger of radiological weanons beingy doveloped is based on the exiptence in
pringiple of the mogaibility of using radioactive maberials in order to injure,
damage oF cauee horm by means of the radioactive radiation produced wien such
materials decay. |

The way in which radiosctive materials affect hunen beings hos been adequately
biological structures under the influence of
There

studied snd consiabs-in the destroction of

the ionizi radistion resulting from the radtoactive docay of such materials.
_ & ay
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iseve 13 R ;o Bealinve T A 1
ry ruason.bolpJLluvc that the effects of radiological reafons,  phould they be

q’ o 2 ﬂ' Ao
developed, Lguld be ginmiler to dho offvets of 1)

- o _ I ratiosctive materinle wiich are
formed i : . ot PO : '
in nuclear explogicns and which couce the radisactive contamination of the

?;ea. .Qhe @qnger'of radiological weapong aplearing is increased by the wepid
dGVQIOﬁmeht of mielgar induslry ond technology in many countries of the wé;1é~
this oreates the objective conditions necespary for the widesnraad disaemiﬁation of
radioactive maté:ials and incrcages the sotential danger .of much mabterialy bejﬁﬂ: |
used to develoy radiclogieal wreapons. - o -
Thewe is bLroad international agresnemt on the question of the need fo nrevént
the possidble emergence of radiologiocal veanons, The Joint USSR-~United Stat;é
negptlations on major elements of a treaty prohibiting the devclojment, production,
gtockpiling and uas of radiological weapons have now been succensiully completed
snd the agreed propesals on this guestlion have been gubmitted to the Commi;tee on
Disarmament for congideration.
2.

Debltlllcdl meons C‘f iRy -l_-LCt ]-Il-é; Ic.ndal o, blo N - | 3 -
Yind bI CL,L P tiCI 5] [30 3, X 1 IJ H b 1 :
a.x =] Sl X G‘i{ blOlO;, (..E.‘..l [y 10 ¥

The demger with regerd to the development of technical means of inflicting
radistion injury based on the use of charsged oxr meutral marticles lies in the J
existence of the possibility of im princinle using burdles of ehargad or neutral
particles (electrons, protons, neutral atoms, etc.) to cause injury to biologieal

_ targets, and in the existence — even noy -~ of the scientific and technological basis
) for the possiblc fubure develosment of sowrces of such particles that sould be uased
_-:for these purposes. It has been established with a considersble degres of certainty
.ha? the way in which the particles that can be used for such purpoges cause injury

8 in many regpects sinilar to the way in vhich the radiation from a nuclear

xplogion causes injury.

Sutficlently powerful hundles of charged or neutral particles can now be

duced in, for examwle, the accelerators vhich are being widely used both for

farch on high-encray physics and the abtonic rnucleus and for work in other

8 of gei 1 tacl - . .
selence and technology, including sgriculture and medicine, Several
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ourrent accelerators of the meson facility type and hig " on the
‘Soveral cownfiries ave carrying out intensive wor
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development of fundamentally new mathods of a charg par R
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{ ’ 1le future ior th

the way in the foreseeable future i
in theory, paves the way . , - -
o o and dimensions could peymit their use as uoagonsl

curront continuous or

pulged alestron accelerakors,
accalarating

them and,

2vi <~ phoge welght
accelerator devices 3 ‘ 5 A
Direct confirmetion of the pogsibility oi this henpening 1 provided by
. e - i Cview - sloping weapons
bei onrried oubt in the Tnited States with a view to developing weap
e ticles, as may be seen from

28 and othor mauerlal that

« of work ﬂ
using hundles of accelerated chaxped or wnoeutral par

published accounts of hearings in the United States Congr

hag avmeared in the.lnited States press.
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Infrasonic maens wiing ccoustic radiation to affect biological targels

3.

Veapons hased on the utilization of the radiglion of acoustio geﬁeiétors in

~the infrasonic range may become one of the Possible new types of wegpons of masg

destruction, Datas o be found in sciontific literature convincingly demonstrate

the existence of a wide spectrum of damaging effects of infrasonic oscillations on

the humsn organism and other biclogical targets. The mechanism of such éffeotF

; cair be of the most widely varying lkind - mechanical, biclogical ox neurochemical.

! Bvidence of the danger of the damaging effecty of auch oscillationn on human bcings_'
ig, in particular, offered by the fact that many ocountries havo already introduced
health regulations in respect of maximum admissible acoustic effecfs. Pgrticular

concern ig caused by availsble data coneerning the harmful effocts of 10w~p0wer

infrasonic oscillationg on biocurrenta of the brain and the nervous syﬁtem as a

the psychic condition and intellect of human.be:nga. In
assessing the potential danger of the wtilization of infrasound as a weapon of maga
destruction, great importance attaches to its

whole and, thereby, on

bagic physical property —- that of
practically unimpeded propagation over large distances without noticeable attenuation.

The development of powerful engines in connexion with advances in rocket technology,

supersonic aircraft and in other areas of technology offers a technical bagis for bhe
creation of powerful tong-range installations with characteristics which may make

sueh ingtallations suitadle for uge a8 infrasonic weapons.

4.

Meansa using'eleatromagnetic'radiation to affect biolbgica} targetn
ﬁs a resu1+-0f ragearch into the effects of glectromagnotic radiation on

1ological targets, the existence of harmful effects of radlo-freguency radiations
hln & wide range of Trequencies on such vitally important
the heart, the brain and the central
mly established fact.

organs of the human body
nervous system may now be regarded as a
Azsessments quoted in international literature of the
nt111 danger of the developmenb of & new weapon of mass destruction ave based on
{fsulta of reseavch into the so-cglled "non-thormal™

effects of electromagnetic
lon on bioclogical targets. .

These effects may take the form of damage to or
ion af the functioning of the internal organs

t or of changes in ita fanctioning.

and eystemz of the human

xragards the posslblllhy of devising technical means of generating
gtie” Tadiation, many countries already have a highly developed technicgl
he field of radio engineering and radio elsctronics, Powerful high-

r8enerators, radar devices and other radio engineering installations
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gerving various purposes have beern developed and brought into use. The development
of these means xreflects a common -trend. in that efforts afe Ecing made to ilmprove
their characterisiics, increase their efficlency and reduce their dimensions., Data
svailable in the soientific literature sh~w that the peak cowacity of electromagnetic
radiation generatbrs hag increased almost a hundredfold during the past four years
alone.” Tt is expected that, in the nexwth five or six years, means capable of the
directional transmiseion of electromagnetic radiation of enormous power OVeL
distances of several hundred kilometres will be devised. In this comnexion it is
antibipated that levels of electromegnelic radiation density in excess of known
aafety standsrds will be attainable in areas messuring dozens of square kilomeires.
T4 is thevefore to be expected that, taking dlnto account further achievements
in ecience and technology, it may be possible in time to devise means of generating
powerful electromegnetic oscillatiens whose paramaters could meke those means

quitable for use as a new lype of weapon of mass destruction.

p—_—

Turing the course of the discusﬁion in the Committee on Digarmament of the
question of the_prohibition of nmew types and systems of weapons of maze destruction,
goviet experts as well as experts from a mubexr of osther countries adduced concretbe
gcientific data and facts which convincingly demongtrate that, in view of the pregent
lavel of science and technology in certaln areas, it is scientifically justified to
gpeak of the possibility of developing corresponding new types of weapons of mags
deatruction, and in particulex thoge 1istéd in the apuex to the expanded draft
agreement. It is practically no longer pogeible at the present time to dippute the
fact that the possibillty of developing new types and sysiems of weapbns of mass-
deshyuction -~ the consequenced cf whose cmETEENCE are as yebt difficult fo foreges -~
exists, snd that the provlem of the comprehensive prohibition of the development,
parmfacture and gtockpiling of new types and systems of such weapdns ig therefore a
presging one.

Organizational megsules

Taking into account the approach adopied by the Western countries to the
solution of the pwoblem of the prohibition of new types and systems of weapons of
mass destruction, the Soviet Union took yet another aongtructive step, and on
28 March 1978 proposed the eatablishment, under the auspices of the Committee on

Digarmament, of an gd hoo group of gualified governuental experts to congider the

queation of posaible areas of the development of new types and systems of weapons of 4

mass destruction to be included in the initial list of the types of such weépons to

be prohibited undexr a comprehénsive agreement. Thia would ehgure an even more

cn/35
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comprehensdive study and identification of potentially dangerous areas ag regards
thie developmen: of new Vipes o weapona of mage dectruction. A group of this kKind
could contimously obmerve developments in thig Tie®d ond, &b the wveny earliest
stage of the poge:2le emoxgence of new Ty <& of wegpons of maus destruction, male
sppropriate recommendatirns to the Committee on Disarmement. ”

Other negotiziions

The couduet of negotintions on the vrehibition of new trpe: of weapons of wass
destrvotion snd now systems of such weapons will be withoud prejudice to bilateral
and muldilateral nemotiations rolating to verlovs asspects of arymg Ilimitation and
Jdisarmanent., o

3% 3 3

The world's concern at the danger of the development of weapons of maas
destruction is meflected in paragraph 39 of the ¥Fimal Document adopted by the epeciﬁl
sonsion of the Urited Nalions General Assembly in 1978, which emphasizes that:

"omalitative and guantitetive dizarmament measures are both important for

halting the axme race. Efforts to that end must include negotiations on

the limitation apd cessation of the qualitative improvement of axmaments,
capeclally weapons of mass destruction and the development of new means of
warfare so that ultimately scientific and technological achievements wmay he
used solely for peaceful purposes”.
| The decigion proposed by the Soviet Union mekes it possible Lo achieve the
prohitition of the development and manufacture of new types and systems of weapons
\
f masa destruction in potentially dangemous arveas alveady detected and also, in
r;nciple, o erect a barrisr against the possible emergence of such weapons ag a

result of progress in other sphercs of science and techmology.
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Original: ENGLISH

HONGARY

Working paper on the drafs preambular part of the Treaty
on the Prohibition of the Development, Manufaciure,
Stockpiling and use of Radiological Weapona

The Stateg Parties to this Treaty,

Determined to further enbance international peace and security and o pave
mankind from the danger of the use of new means of varfare and to contribute to the
cause of the cessation of the arms rTace with the final gosl of achieving general
and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control and to
sontinue negotiations to achisve further progress in the digarmament field,

Lonvinced of the importance of adopting effectlive meagures to prevent the use
of scientific and technological achievements for developing nev types and aystems
of weapana of mags destruction including radiclogical weapons,

Realizing the threatening possibility of the development and deployment of
radiologlcal weapons in the arsenal of armed forces of States

Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations called for the
; prohibition of development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological Weapons,
: Lonacious that the use of radiological weapons would have devagtating

B~ consequences for mankind,

Lonvinced that! the prohibition of radiological weapons will contribute to the
~presexvation of the natural environment for the present and future generations,
llecognizing the need for peaceful uges of sources of radiation from radicactive
ecay in different fields of human sctivities,
Desiring to further confidence and peaceful relations among States and to
Tprove international atmosphere in accordance with the purposes and principles
f the Charter of the United Nations

Have agreed on $he following:
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25 July 1979

vriginel: ENGLISH

GERFAIT DRIIOCRATIC RUPUBLIC

Horldine maper on draft paragraph XI, gubparaeraph 5, and paragraph XIT,
subvaragrenh J, of the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Development,
Manufacture, Siuockpilily and Use of Radiologisal Weapons

Paragreph X1, subparagraph 3

If no reviey confercnce has been convened within ten years following the
conclusion of a previous revievw confercnce, the Depositary should solicit ihe
views of all States Parties on the holding of such a conference. If one-third or
wen of the Stales Partvies, whichever wuwier is less, regpond affirmatively, the

Deporitaxy should take immediate steps to convene theo conference.

Parsgranh X1T, subparagraph o
The Treaty shall enter into force upen the deposit of the insitruments of

ratification by 25 Govermments {including the muclear-weapon States) in accordance

. with subpavagraph 2 of this paragraph.
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17 March 1930

Original: BNGLISH

Decigion adopted at the 69th plenary meeting held on 17 Mereh 1980
(originally submitted as Working Paper No.9/Rev.l)

The Commitice on Disarmament decides to establish for the duration of its
1980 session an ad ho¢ working group of the Comittee with a viev Yo reaching
agreament on a convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and
use of radiclogical wsapons,

The ad hoe working group will report to the Cormitiee on the progress of its

work at any appropriate time and in any case before the conclusion of its 1960 sesgion.

GE 8060610




oD/104
26 June 1980

Original: ENGLISH

Compilaticn of relevant &ocumenté oﬁ radiologioai
wéapons'cévering the peripd 1979 - 1950-' ‘

(Prepared, by the Secretariat at the reqpest of
the Gommlttee on Dlaarmament)

At its 69th plenary meeting, the Committee on Disarmament
decided t- establish for the duration of its 1980 session an ad
hoc working group of the Committee with a view to reaching agreement
on a convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiiing
and use of radioclogical weapons (document OD/?9).

At its first meeting on 24 April 1380, the ad hoc working
group on radiological weaspons requested the Secretariat to prepare
a compilation of relevant documents on radiclogical weapons which
should cover the peried 1979 -~ 1980 including a short summary of
the development of the preceeding period. That compilation should
be divided into two main sections: the first dealivg with statements
of a general character and the second incorporating specific. proposals,
which ghould be prepared in a systematio manner.

In carrying ocut its task, the Secretariat adopted thes fellowing

criteriat

Ea) As requested,fthe compilation refers meinly to statementse

made at and working papers submitied to the Generall Assembly

and the Committee on Disarmament.

(b) The compilation covers the period 1979 ~ April 1960.

Only a summary of developments in the preceeding period is

included as an introduction.

(¢) The compilation congists of a summary description of the
———— main points covered in relevant documents and statemente.

(d) In the compilation views are not attributed to any

particular delegation. However, a list of references to

gources ia provided.

GE, 80-63098
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I. Intrnduction.

a 1948, a resolution adopted by the Gommission“gf
gtated that weapons

Ag early &
the United Waticons for Conventional Armaments

of mass destruction had %o be aefined to include, inbter alis,

tpadio-active material weapons".l
In 1969, the (eneral Assembly took up the issue for the firab
time snd adopted wesolution 2602 T (XXIV) by which the Confevence

of the Committee on Disarmement (CCD) was invited to consider the

question of controls against the use of radiological methods of

conducted independently of nuclear explosions.2 At that
roposal and concluded that it was

warfare
time the CCD consldered this p

aifficult to see the practical ugafulness of dlscusging mespures
7 . :

related to radiclogical weapons.”

in 1976, the CCD, teking ioto
and ‘technology,

After a lapse of slx years,

gecount the new developments and trends in science

congidered the question of the prohibition of the development and

mayafacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and of new
systems of such weapons.4 fhe Goneral Assembly, at 119 thirty-first
sesasion took up and discussed briefly the quﬁsﬁidn of the prdhibition
No draft resolubion was gubmitted on the

of radioclogical weapone.

question.5

ches on the issue emerged and ootntinued

Two divergent approa
for a compre=

to persist. Some delegations expressed preference
n of the development apd mamufacture of new types
which would contain a

hensive prohibitio

and systems of weaponsd of magp destruction,

1iat of specific weapons to be bammed. Other delegations advocated

CD/104 -
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con i
onclugion of separate conventions concerning specific new type
f g ' ' )
.o w?apons of mass deatruction which miéht emerge and
igentified.® While this ai A
o Le While hig discussion was proceeding in disarmament
odi. ' e ' .

es, the question of the prohibition of rediological weapons

became the sub;¢¢t'bf'bilatera1 USSR-USA negotiations

I .
N idn }9?8, thg Tenth Special Jession of the General Assémbly
orig i I
ﬁ ?red the_iﬂsu; gnd its Pinal Document incorporated relevant
proviSLOQQ in paragraphs 76 and 7?.7 | ’

In 197 Commit Dis
. bal d979, the Commlttee onh Disarmament decided 4o include in
agen i it 1y : |
genda an item entitled "New types of weapons of masgs destruction

and new syst i
| yl ems of much wgapona; radiological weapons™, which was
agaln ingcribed in its agenda for 1980

I -

k' |: (&) l l. ‘: =] Gene iy g 2] 1 i, i, 1, i, L Irll
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or agreement should not detract from an existing convention or any ‘¢onvention
under negétiationeazo A provision mentiening the Non~Proliferaticn Treaty
would ereate diffiouities for the States non-parties to the'Traaty,E; Co-
ordination wiih the Convention on the Physical+Proteotioﬁ-of Nuclear

Lals]

Materials cduld.be*envisaged.dd

3 Priorities snd timing

The ‘negotiations showld start and ‘the complation of the draft treaty
be pursded: with a view t6 ‘submitting it to the thirty-fifth session of the-
Generaliﬂséembly;23 The urgency of making progress in nuclear disarmsment
ig far greater than that of concluding a radiological weaponsg treaty.24-
The radioclogical weapons item is far from being one of thoss which call
for priority attention; however, if feasible, a complete draft treaty
could beg;ranamitted to the General Agsembly for examination at its next

sesaion, The negotiations on a draft treaty on radiclogical weapons are

not a matter of firet priority and should not be held at the expense of

urgent priority items agreed upon.gs

4. Peaceful gge of radioactive material

It should be made clear that the treaty does not apply to any of
the uses of radiation from radicactive decay for peaceful purposes.
The treaty should in no way prejudice the principle of the peaceful
uge of radiological rescurces, and the need for the exchange of information
in this fiéld.?e No provision of the convention on the radiclogical
weapons should impinge on the development and operation of peaceful
nuclear programmes, especially of the developing countries; it should

3
not gompromise the feedom of geientific :l.ﬂe,faeffs.:r:ch.‘"9

5, Complaints procedure and verification

Verification system provided for in the treaty prohibiting radio-
logical weapons should be without prejudice to and not binding for
any other real disarmament agreement which would be negotiated in the
30

future. The implications of the verification procedure for other

disarmament agreements should be studied.ﬁl The complaint procedures
should be non~discriminatory in character and result in an effective and
7
e

falr convention. The verification machinery should be effective, nonw

diseriminatory, and scceptable to all the countries cvncerned.35 Loopholes
in the verification machinery should be avoided.54 The envisaged complaints

procaedure should not be regarded as a model for any other fulure arms
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Il, BSvecific Jrimosals:

1. Preambular parh

Vamious suggestions, as indicated below, have been made regarding the
preambula_ paLt It wac po upuULu that 21 giwcvld note the determination of
the partLes to the treaty o furtheL enhance internationgl peace and security
and to save manklnd from the denger of the use of new means of warfare
and to contribute to the cause of the cessation of the arms race with
the final goal of achieving genersl and comﬁlete disarmament and to
conbinue negotiaticns ou disarmameﬁ%;, the importance of adopting
effective meaaﬁres.to prevant the use of scientific and technological
achievemaends for developing new types and systems of weapons of mass
destruction including radiclogical weapons; thezthreétening pogsibility
of the-deve10pment snd deployment of radiclogicai wagpons in the arsenals
of armed fouges of Stafes; that the General Assembly of the United Nations
called for the prohibition of development, production, stockpiling and use
of radiological weapcns; that the use oflradiological weapons would
have devastating consequences for -mankind; that the prohibition cf
radiclogical weapons will coniribute to the preservabion of the natural
énviromment for fthe yresent and future generations; the nsed for peaceful
uses of sources of radiation from-radioactive decay:'hand the desire to
further confidence and pesceful relations among States in accordsnce with
the Charter of the United Nationa,4o It was also suggested that refersnce
should be madz in the ypreamble to the importance and priority of nuclear

41

disarmament. It would be advisable to state in precise terms the basic

objective of nucleax disa::mament.4a

P Scone of the prohibition

The uaxelopﬁ@nt, production, stockpiling, otherwise acquiring ox
posgeszing, or uss of wadiological weapons should be proh1b1ted.4) With
regard to the scope, it was stated that no obligation undertaken by
States in the projected treaty should be interpreted'as covering the use
of radioactive materials or-any sources of radiation for the purpose of
any activity except such activities as the parties fo the treaty had 4

undertaken not to engage in pursvant to the provisions of the treaty.

MlSOme delegatlons felt that the activities mentioned in the above statement

neaded ClarlflLatLOﬂ.45 In order to eliminate any doubt about the

application of Lthe treaty in time of wanr it was suggested that the parties
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It was sugpested that thd prohibition of ‘the dissemination of radicactivé

;. waberial should cover actions for defensive purposes;57'-Mil{taxﬁ'a%%acks
o¥. deliberdte damaging in war of nuclear reactore or sther nuclear—fuel-
cycle faeilities should be taken into account, and thé prohibition shonld
cover all facilities containing large smounts of radioactive substanoes.58
.A reference to the Convention on-the physical protection of nuélean

material should be considered. 9. The app?lcation of TAWA Safeguards could
be explorad.éo - B

The Convention should provide guarantees against the diversion ==
of radivcagtive material from unsafeguarded facilities in non-nuclear
weapon-States, as well asg in nuclear-—weapon States.é] The convention’
should cantain-categofical provisions regarding the obligations of
all member States to promots nuclear disarmament, to prevent the threat

of ruglear war and to-preservé international peace and seéurity.sg

2 3 Relaﬁlonshlp ) other treaties

© It was ‘proposed that nﬂthlng in the treaty should be interpreted as
*in ény way-llmltlng ox detractlng from the obligations assumed by any
State inder the Tréaty of anmProllferat1on of Nuclear Neapons, the
Genewa Protocol of 17 June ]925, or any exlsting rules of international
law governing 4rmed conflict, 63 The mention of a particular treaty could
areateé dlfflcultlas foxr cartaln delegatlons.64

3. Peaeeful uaes

proposal wan made that the provisions of the treaty should not
hinder the use of sources of radiation fgom radiocactive decay for
peaceful purposes and should bhe without Jprejudice to any generally
recognized pTlnclplGS and applicable rules of lnternatlonal iaw o
concerning such use. 65 The woxding of the provision should ensure

expllcitly tlie peaceful use of the radiation produced by radloactlve )

decays "and the developmént and operation of peaceful nucleaz programmes,

eepecially of the developlng oountriea.66

\

4{ COmpllance and verification

With reapect to the questlon of compliance and verifioation, it was

proposed that in order to solve any problems which way.avise in relation

to the cbjectives of the treaty or ites application, consunltations and
co~operation wouldlbe undertaken by the partles-themselves'and also
through apprépriate international procedures within the "framéwork of
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the United Katione and in aceordance with its Charter, The gervices of

approprmate lnternatlonal organizations, &8s well as of & consultative Committee

of hxperﬁs,axe enq;saged. Tt was also proposed. that any Btate Party which

has 1easons to believe that any other State Party is
treaty may lodge a complaint with the
which may initiate an investigation.

acting.in breach of

obligetions deriving from the
Security Council of the United Nations,
It was further proposed that each State Party, should wndertake to co=

operabs in carrying out any investigation which the Security Counail may
initiate and to provide ox support assistance %o any Party which so
requests, in agoordance with the Charter of the United Nations, if the.

cil decides that - guch Party has been harmed or is likely
Views weIre.

Seourlty Coun
to be harmed as:a regult of violation of the trealty,

expressed "that the complaint procedune involving the Security Cowacil
should be considered ingufficient as long as the permanent members may
exercise their right of veto in such matters.

ccnsultatlan and co-operakion needed careful ‘examinatiody
Fxperte should be more efflcient,

The machinery for
The prbcadure

for convening the Consultative Committes of
for the Dep031tary'and for the Commlttee ltself.To

asguring more powers
re speclflc

The procedures of oonsult
The role and powers of

atmon and co—operat¢0n need to bhe MO
the Consultative Committee and its

and effeotlve.'
Submlssion of a

activities should be regarded ag a first step before the

gpecific complaint to the Seourity Coun01l.71 Doubts were expressed

regarding the complaint procedures and the role of the Sectplty.. Gouncil,

as incongistent with. the principles of equal oblig
principle that only parties to a treaty have the right to partlclpata

ations and with the

in the implementabion of the treaty.
5, Other proyisions L

5.1 Amendmonts
It was suggested

any State Party through. +the Depositary.
force after the deposit of documents of a
Thepeafter - on the dabe of the deposlt by the State
T3 e

that amendments to the treaty might be proposed by
An amendment would entcr inte

ccepbance by & majority of State

Partieds. Party of thﬁ

acceptance document.

Be? . Duratlon and wmthdraw&l
T4 was proposed. that the treaty would be of unl

the supreme intervests of = State Party axe jempardlzed

hdxam from the treaty after priox notification.

1mi$ed_duration; Uﬁan
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right to wit TYotloe of such

]
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withdrawal ahall be
given to all other Parties
= and to the Securit
y Council

extraordinary events i
1% regards as having jeopardized its supreme interssts 76

5.3 Review Conferences

F N E ‘ - 4 . ul' : ]
y

.b . .

8 review conforen
ce 1f such a conference has not bheen convened ¢
ed during a

)

treaty for ¢
he firat review conference waes considered a more
'@ appropriate

time 1ength.?6 Fuxrth
er review conferences could be held al longer interval
£y

P

parties, whichever nmumb i
er is lewss, respond affi ;
should convene !the confersnce 18 ey, fhe fepestiesy

5.4 Adh tifi ]
erence, ratification, entry into force, Depositary

.

be subject to ratification by signatory States the treaty should

Instruments of

=}

ing truments of rati fic i
o srr—r——— L L o e - L - a- i i
L ticn ( lD.Ollldlng those of the nuclear Waapor Btates, )

5.5 Amex

d & X 3 un I1is
LA

integral par
e t? t of the treaty, the functions and rules of procedure of
ative Committee of Experts would be set out.81 o
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCTALYST REPUBLICS

Draft decision of the Committee on Disarmament on the
sstabligshment of an ad hoc group of experta to prepare
a draft comprehensive agreement and to congider the
questicn of concluding specisl agreemente on individual
new types and gystems of weapons of mass destruction

The Committee on Disarmament, taking into account the fact that the
Tnited Wations General Assembly urged Member States in geveral of its decislions to

refrain from developing new types of weapons of mass destruclion snd new systems

of such weapons, decides io establish.under its auspices an ad hoc group of experts
to prepare a draft comprehensive agreement and to conaider the question of
concluding special agreements on individual types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systems of such weapons.

. Experts appointed by any State mewber of the Committee on Disarmament may bake
part in the work of the ad hoc group. To enable the group to draw upen the
knowledge and experience of other States, experta appointed by States notb
reprasented in the Committee on Disarmament may also take part in the ad hoc i
group on the invitation of the Committee on Disarmament. .

The Group ahall hold its first meeting in the week beginning 16 Iebruary 1981.
The Committee on Disarmament suggests that the group should present its progress
report to the Committee before the end of the first part of its 1981 session.

The Committee on Disarmament decides that the group shall elect itis chairman.
It further decides that the group should aim at consensus in its reports, and
that in cases where consensus cannot be reached, each expert shall be entitled %o
state his own point of view in the reports.

The group should conduct ite werk on an informal basis preparing wnofficiasl
working papers and records where neaeded. The report to the Committee on Disarmament
shall be prepared as an official docuwent.

The Committee on Disarmament requests the Secrefariat to arrange for the

group to be given the neceasary assistance and services.

GE.80-6383%9
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Al TIOC "HORETNG CROUP ZSTABLISHED WITH A VIEW TO. RTACHING ACREEMENT
OF . CONVENITON PRONISTITHC THS DEVALOPMINI, PRODUCTION,
STOCKPTLING AKD USE OF RADTOLOGICAL VEAPOHS

Report to the Committee on Disarmament

I, INTRODUCTION
1. The Final Document of the Tenth Special Seeslon of the Ceneral Asgenbly in
ites section IIX entitled "pProgramme of Action" contains the following paragraph:

"76. A conventien should be concluded prohibiting the development,

production, etockpiling and use of radiological weapons",
2. At its 1979 sesvion the Committee on Disarmement noted with satisfaction the
submission by the USSR and the United States of fmerica of an agreed joint
proposal on major elements of a freaty prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radlological weapons (CD/31 and CD/32). Following a
preliminary discussiocn, the Committee concluded that it would conbinue consideration
of the agreed joint proposal as soon as possible at its next amnual session.
3¢ At its thivty-fourth session the General Assewbly of the United Nations
adopted resolution 34/87 A ontitled "Conolusion of an international.convention
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
“weapons", which operative paragraphs 1 and 2 read as follows:

"1, Welcomes the repoxt of tho Conmittos on Disarmament with regard

to radiological weapons and, particularly, ite stated intention

to continue consideration of proposals for a convention banning these

weapons at its next sesegion;

2, Beguests the Committee on Disarmament %o proceed as soon as

possible to achieve agreement, through negetiation, on the text of

such a convention and to report to the General Assembly on the resulte

achioved for consideratiom by the Assembly at its thirty-fifth session,?
4+ In considering item 5 of its 1980 agenda, entitled "New types of weapons of
mess destruction and new systems of such weapons radiological weapons", the
Committee on Disarmament at its 69th plenary meeting held on 1? March 1980 adopted
the following deocision:

"Tha Comaittee on Disarmament decides to establ;qh Tor the duration of

to reaching agreemani on a counvention prohibiting the developm@nt,

production, stockpiling and use of radiological WeaApons .

* Relssued for technicel reasons,

GE, R0-55226
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Yhe ad hoc vorking group vill report to the Committee on the DIogreas

of ife vork at any appreprisic time and in any case hefofé.the

a4

conclusion o~ its 1900 sepoion.-
5¢ AL its OCth mecting on 27 April the (omnluJoe npn01ﬂteﬁ
Ambaseador Dr, Imre Romives of Hungary as Lhwxrm@n of the Ad Hoo workln" Group.
Ife. B. Konstantinov, of the United Iations Cenirve For Dluarmament, vas appointed,
as Becretary of the Vorking (reoup .
1L, SHIRRY CF 78 PROCIEDINGS

6,  In accordance with the agveement regched in the Cormitice the fd Hoe Working
Group held 16 meetings betveen 24 Apwil and 1 Augnst 198¢,

7. TDolegates of all merbor States of the Committee on Dissrmanent rarticipated
in the work of the Vorking Group., Bxperts from Czechoslovalia, Loypt, France,
Domania, Indonesia, Sveden, USSR, United Siates and Yugoslavia provided additional
information and pave explanations.

Toup considered organizational matters and
agreed that it vould gtart its cubstantive vozl on Honday, 16 June, providing,

B. At ilg first meeting the Vorling

at the beginning, povsibility for a short general exchange of wiews on radiological
veapons. It was also agreed that each delegation would decide ot vhich poiht
the asaistance of experts would be needed.
Ze At its oecond meoting the Verking Group agreed that the proceedings should
cncompass three phacses:

(a) o Ldentify the main eloments of the fubure treatys bearing in

mind the Gouvaments submiited smo far and the statenents made;

() %o negotiate on cach of identified elomente;

(e) to dvoft the toxt ol the convention.
10, 2% the request of the Vorking Group the Chairman subniticd and the Group

working paper containing the “Main elements .in
the negotiations of a treaty on the neohibition of radiological veaponst, namely:
1. Freamble

2. Beope of the prohibition

5« Definition of radivlogical Ueapons

4. Aetivitios and obligavions

I l"’ﬂel J..i . ,_.‘I 1 e ‘.i;} '-} - " -~ S

5. wiavionsalp vith other disarmamont messures and agreerentu
6.  Peacefvl uses

-1

Compliance and verification

CL/13%
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8, OQther provisicns
9. Amendments

10. Turation and withdrawal

11, Review conference

12. Adherence, entry into force, depositary

13, Annewee
11. At the samé meeting the Group adopted a proposai by the Chairman concemming
the order which could serve a3 a guide in discussing the main_elémﬂnts at meetings
of the Working Group, namely: '

= Definition of radiclogical weapons

~ Sgope of the prohibition

-~ Activities and obligations

~ Peaceful uses, Relationship o other treaties

- Compliasnce and verifiecation .

~ The remaining Mmain elements" (other provigions, amendments, duration

and withdrawal, review conlerence, adheraﬁcé, entry into foroe,
deposi tary )

~  Preamble , _

It was further agreed that during ecach meeting the Working Group would tackle
all proposals and considerations of States members of the Committes on Diaarmament
which were submitted prior to the day of the meeting or might be submitted and
which refer to the main element to be discussed,

12, In the conduct of its work the Working Group had hefore it the following
doguments and working papers:

(1) ob/%L “letter dated 9 July 1979 addressed to the dhairman of the

 Committee on Disarmament from the Representative of the Union of
Boviel Socialisl Republics transmitting a document entitled o

"igreed joint USSR-United States proposal on major elements of a
treaty prohibiting the development, prc&uctioh,.sto¢kpilipg and
use of Radiological Wesapons." _

(2) Ch/32 -« letter dated 9 July 1979 addressed to the Chairman of the
Committee on Disarmament from the Representative of the -
— United States of America transmitting a document entitled "Agreed

Joint United Staltes-USSR proposal on major clements of a treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of

radiological weapons'.




(4)

(5)

{7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

OD/4O ~ Mdoxking paper on the dral+t preambular part

of the Treaty on the Prohibition of the develoyment, mamifscture,
atockpiling and uge of rediclogical weapons", dated 23 July 1979,
submitted by the delegation of H.ngarys . y
CD/42 ~ 'Working paper on draft paragraph XI, subparagrﬁph 53, and
paragraph XIE, subparsgraph 3 of the Treaty on the Prohibition of
the Development, Mamufacture, Stockpiling and Use of Radiological
Weapons", dated 25:Julj 1979, submitted by the delegation of the
German Democratic Republic,

CD/RW/MP.3 ~ Capada: Comments on major elements of a Treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and uge of
radiological weapons, '

CD/BWAP.4 - Federal Republic of Germanys Proposal for a new
Article V,

CD/RUA#P.5 ~ Tederal Republic of Germeny: Comments on major
elements of a Treaty prohibiting the development, production,

stockpiling and use of radiological waapons,

CD/RIMP.6 ~ Sweden: Proposals for Articles I, IT and III, of a
Treaty prohibiting radiological warfare'inoluding the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapong,

CD/RI AT - Italys Comments on mojor elements of a Treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiclogisal weapons (Doc. CD/3L and CD/32).

CD/RW/P.8 ~ Frence: Proposed emendments to the agraed joint
USSR~USA propoeal-con major elements of g Treaty prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapone.
CD/WW/WP,9 - Pakiagtan: Proposols for a revised Article V and a new
artiole after Article V. |

CD/RWAE.10 ~ Yugoglavia: Proposal for an artiole of the Treaty
related to the definition of radiclogical weapons.

CD/8 P11 - Axgenting: Obeervations on a Treaty prohibiting
radiological weapons,
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In addition to these documents the Working Group took into account the views
expreased by many delegntions on the question of the prohibition of rediologioal
weaponé in the Committes, as well sa during the lagt session of the General Asssmbly.
Many delegationg have alac commented upon the documents reforred to previously,
making sugeestions and also agking guestions in connexion with them,

Lt the reguest of the Group the Secreteriat compiled in twelve Conference
Room Papers and their addends all proposdle ~nd suggestions mentioned sbove, ag
well ag odditional proposals and suggestions mnde by the delegations of Australia,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Lgypt, the Federnl Republic of Germeny, Indis, Mexico, Morocco,
the Netherlands, Romonia cnd Pakistan, -

A list of doouments, working papers and conference room papers was prepared
by the Secretarial (gy/ﬁw/wPfiﬁ/ﬁev.l).

13. "4t tho request of the Working Group the Secretoriat prepared o "Compilation
of relevent documents on radiological weapons covering the period 1979-1980".
(cn/104). __

14. Alsc at the request of the Working Group the Seeretariat prepared a tabulation
of the texts of all ﬁroposnls concérniﬁé the provisions of o treaty on roadiological
woapons (CD/RW/WP.15).. '

ITI. SUMMARY OF THE DISCUSSION o

15, In cerrying out its maﬁ&ate, the ad hoc working group held sxtensive
discussions on the main elemeﬁ%s of 2 treaty prohibifing radiologicnl weapons,

The discuseion revesled that, while all delegations wers reandy to negotiate o

traaty on radiological weopons, different concepts existed with regard to approechs

the priority, the role ond séope of the trerty, the definition of radiclogioal
weapons and the proocedures of verifying compliance,. as well as in some other aress.

16, With respect to the ?pproach, the role and the acope of the treaty, the view

wag eXprassed on the one hend thet its importance coneisted of ;revanting the
emergencsg of o particular type of weapon of mass destruction not yet in existence
but which could be de#eloped and produced, Consequently, the treaty should not be
burdensd with ndditional problems.  Furthermore, the treaty would represent another
contribution to the limitation of the gualitotive erms roce and progress towards

the objective of uging scientific and technologicnl achievements solely for

" pesceful purposes. The joint USSR-United States proposal wap rogarded oo o

OD/TW /Wp.12 ~ Yenezugla: Proposals for g title and for substitution of -the
Articles I, IT and IIT of the "agreed .joint USSR-USA Proposal on major
clements of a treaty prohibiting the develomment, production, stockpiling

and use of xadiological weaponah,

(15) CD/RIMP.LA - Sweden: Proposal for a study on TABA safeguards.
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gultable basls for veaching agreement on a treaiy prdhibiting the development,
producvion, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons. Cn the other hand, in
agpesging the joint proposal, the view wos exprocsed that the text wvas too
restrictive and it should be brcadened so as to include the prohibition of

all kinds of veapons thai ueed radiation. In this reopect, it vas stressed
that any treaty prohibiting the use of radiological weapone should contain
explicit provisions concerning the wurgent priority of nuclear dlsarmament.

- The view yag held that particle beam veapons should also be covered by a
ban on radiological weapons. Hovever, othors pointed ouwt that pariicle bean
woenons arve of a difforent nature and could not be included within the gcope of
the proposed convention.

- The question of introducing the notion of radiological warfare van raised.
The viey was expressed that the term rediological warfare meant dissemination of
radloactive material, other than through the explocion of a nuclear explosive device,
in ovder te cause destruction, damage or injury by means of the wadiation produced
by the decay of cuch materinl. In this comiexion the view vag expressed that the
introduction of such a notion would léad fo confusion in the field of intermstional
lavr xelated to armed conflicta, and that the jJoint USSR-United States pfcposal
vas aimed at a proventive mrohibition of radiclonical woaﬁons ag wvell aﬁ the
prohibition of radiological warfare, i.e, milidary actions with the use of auch
VeapoNns .

-~ The view weu cxpressed that the treaty chould explicitly prohidbit deliberate
attacks on nuclear reactors or any ovher nuclear fuel facilities. On the other
hand, the viev was exprecsed that a similar prohibition wee already provided for
in Article 56 of fhe T Additional Protoval of 1977 to the Geneva Conyentipns ﬂf_h9499
on the provection of viectimg of infornational arnmed conflicts.,

- It wvas gtated that, as radiological veapons &id net yet exlst, and that
adnce it 4id not scem foresecable that they could exist as a specific type of
weapon, the work of the Cormitiee on Digayrmament should be oriented tovards the
conclusion of a convention on the prohibition of the vec of radicactive material
for hogtile purﬁoseﬂ. Thig opinion was contesied, and the viev vapo expressed that
such an approach would limit the scope of a fubure treaty and that the joint
proposal wan more comprehensive.

- The viev van expressed that morve explicit wording should he used wvith
reopect to the prohibition of vediological weapons in vartime, for defence purposes,

a8 vell as to the uge of radioactive barriers and permissible levels of wadicactivity
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17. Uith reapect to the definition, the view was expressed that the joint proposal

vas insufficient, The view vas expressed that ithe definition of vadiological

L

veapens should not he so drafted as to immly that the wse of nuclear eppons vould

have a legnl justificetion that cortain delegations did not accept, The definition

of radiological weapone should, therefore, be in terma of the gpecific attributes
of such potontial veapons and not in terme of the exelusion of nuclear explosive

devices. On the other hand, the view was exprossed thot the definition of
radiclogical veapons contained in the joint proposal had & sound scientific basis.
t the same time the view wag ;xpreasmd that it vould be uPeful to continue the
secarch for a formulation that would dofine raﬂwolowical weapons in strictly positive
terme, withioubt regord 1n~ t0 exclusion clalees.

18, Ruestlons veore raised regarding the menner in vhich the fulfilment of the
Joint USBI-United Sta

in radiclogical varfare would be monitored, especially

oblipations contained in the tes elements not to divert

radioactive mberial for usc
to radicactive materizl in nuclear facilities outside international
It weg

poupililitics of eotablishing and

with regard
saleguards, proposed in this context that an overview siudy of the
administering internationsl safeguards should
be performed by the Secretariat, Oillers expresced their disapreement with this
proposal.,

19.

vhe use of radiation fron radicactive decay for peacaliul purposes.

I% was generally accepted that the provicions of the treaty should not hinder
Vieve were

expressed conceraing vhe need for more explicit provicions for the rigitt ol the

parties Lo exchans: information as well an %o develop and acyuire nuclear technology

for peaceful purposes.

20.  In the coursc of consideration of the procedures of verifying compliance, the

view was expressed thet the related provisions of the Joint propoossl corresponded

o the subjecet and

scepe of prohibition and met the requiremento of this particular

fireaty. Some held the vicwr that the procedure of lodging complaints envisased
{f {, T L

in the joint USSR-United Dtateos pronosal

On the other hand, veservations trere msde wi

conld be reparded as a satisfactory one.

M regaird to the procedure of vcrlfylng

corpliance as proposed,

Seenrlty Council of

in particular vith re

she United Nations, as well

opect

w0 the role of the

ag the propcged mandate Tor the

Consultetive Committos of Dwperts.
anthorivy, inclvding with respect to

Congultative Commitlee of Exnmerts an

The viow vas also expresscd that greater

on~gite inspection, chould Be granted Lo the
I 9 £

en Indopendont body.  The view vas also

the vltimate authoriiy

exhredoed tho b

in the matter of compliance should be vested nob
in the Security Gauncil, but in the United Iletions Goneral Assembly or in

~ties $o0 the 7

2

¥

(

Governing Board conci the Uiates Dnx Treaty.
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2ls  The vorking grovp also briefly considered other elements of a treaty, such as
the preamble and the Tinal clauses, '

v,  concrusTon

22. There yas wide recognition of the need to reach agreement on the baxt

of a treaty Frohibitinge ratiological UQAPOTIR « However, vavious Cifferances
of approoch have yel to be resolved,

2%, To the light of the progregs made, the Ad Hoc Vorking Group recommends
that the Comnitiee on Disarmament sot up at the begimming of its 1981 gession
a further Ad Hoc Yorking Group wmder an appropriate mandate to beo determined at
that time, to continue negotiations on the alaboration of a treaty probibiting
radiological veapons,
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Oripinal: ENILISH

Degigion adopted by the Committee on ad Moo WOTING sroups
at itg 105%h plonary meeting on 172 February 1981

The Committes decldes that the ad hoc working group on
programie of disarmement established on L7 Moxch 1930 ghall
Tortiwith, in accordance with the conclusion veached Ty the
100th plenacy meebing (paragraph 68.15 of CD/139).

the comprehensive
remiie its worl
Cotmittee at its

The Committee further decides to re-egtablish, fLor the duration of its 1981
sesslon, the ad hoo vorking groups on effective internmational arrangementa to
assure non-molear weapon States against the use or $hreat of use of miclear weapons,
chemical weapons and radiclogical weapons, vhich were eastablished eon 17 YMarch for its

1980 segsion, so that they wey conbimie their work on the basis of their foruer
mandates,

1t ip understood that the Commitiee will, as soon as posgible, review the
mandates of ¥he three ad hoc working groups with a view %o adepting, as appropriate,
their mandates to advance the progress of the procens of negotiations towerds the
objective of concrete disarmament wmeapures.

It is also understood that the decision taken by the Coumittee in no ey
precludes the urgent considerstion of the proposals subwitted for the establishment
of other ad hog working groups on items 1 and 2 of the Comaittee's agenda, as well

as the consideration of the establishment of other subsidiary bodies which have heen
or Hay be mropoged,

The g8 hgg working groups will Teport 4o the Committes on the progress of their

work at any appropriate time and in any case before the consclusion of ite 1981
session. .

CE,81~60255




CD/174 ‘ |
7 April 1981 :
Original: ENGLISH j

HUNGARY.

Working paper

Proposal for informel meetings of the Committee on
Digarmament yith the parbicinabion of quelified
governmental experts on the prohibibion of development
- and wamfacture of new lypes of weapons of mass
degtruction and new sysbems of such weapons

1. Mhe Commibbee on Disarmanent hag had for long on iteg agenda the question

of the prohibition of the development and mamfacture of new types of weapons of
mase destruction and new gystems of guch weapons. But asg yet there has been no
serious negotiations on this important question in the Commitlee on Dissrmament
which reflects the different viswas as e how to approach this complicated natier.

2. 'The Hungarian delegation remains convinced that the most effective method
of handling this question would be fthe setting up of an ad hec group of qualified
govermmental experis,

Taking into account however the differing views, the various proposals and
ideas put forward to this eflfect and the recognized need bo continue the
coneideration of the issue of metbing up a group of experts in an organized
rmanner, the delegation of Hungary propnses as & firet step the holding of informal
meetings of the Commitiee on Disarmament with the participation of qualified
governmental experts preferably during the second part of its 1901 seaslon. The
length of time put agide for the meetings and the exact time of helding them
gould be scheduled in accordence with the programwe »f work of the Committee %o
be elaborated for the second part of thisg session.

3, mxperts participating in the informal meebings could adiress themselves o
the mejor areas of this broad subject zuch as:

(a) review of questions related to the definition of new types of weapons
of mags desbruction as well as the criteria on the hasis of which particular
weapons fall under certain categories of NWMD on the basis of the fornula of 1548
taking also into account the advance reached in the field of science and jechnology,

(b) review of the trends of the development ~f technology capecially in
the militaxy £ield, identifying particular areas wherve the progress may contemplate
emergencs of NWMD, :

(¢) recommendations to the Commitiee on Disarmansnt as to the methods of

experta,

- GE.81-61257




CD/174
page 2

(d) 6tﬁer relevant agpects, experts may deen necessary to bring lto the
congideyation of the Committee.

4, Expsrts of non-nmember States are welcome to participate.

R. The Cormittee on the basls of the results of the discussion on the subjects
above could congider the elaboration of recommendations as to the methods of
further work and negontiations on agreements prohiblting the development and
mapufacture of new types of weapons of mass destruction and, in particular,
concexning a possible mandate of an ad hoe group of governmental experts on

this problem. '

6. 'The delega#ion of Hungary is convinced ‘that the informal meeting on this
matter of the CD would be a gstep forward in discharging its responsibilities
agelgned o it in commection with the prohibition of the development and

manufacture of the new types of weapons of mags desbruclhion and new gyabems of
gsuch weapons. :
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¢Dp/218
14 hugust 1981

Original: ENGLISH

REPORT OF THT AD HOG WORKING GROUP ON
RADIOLOGICAL WRAPONS

L., - INTRCDUCTION
1. At ite 105%h plenary meeting on 12 February 1981, the Committee on Disarmament
adopted the following:decision.relating,nihter alia, te item 5 of its agendat
""The, Committee furfher decides to re—establish, for the duration of its
1981 session, the ad hoc Working Groups on éffective intérnational arrangements
to assure non-nuclear weapon States ageinst the use or threat of. use..of -
nuclear weapons, chemical weapong, and - radiclogiocal weapons, which were

egtablieghed on 17 March for its: 1990 gsession, &0 that they may continue their
!

work on the basis of their former mandsteg.m

. In addition, the Committee on Disarmament decided that the ad hoo Working Groups
would report to the Committee on the progress of ite work at any appropriate time and
in any case belfore the conclusion of ite 198) seassion {document CD/ISI, paras, 2, 5}
TI. ORGANI&ATION OF VICRK AND DOCUMENTATION
2, Atklta-IOTth.plenary meeting on: kT February 1981, the Commilttee on Disarmament
appointed Ambageador Dr. Imre KSmives (Huogary) as Chairmar of the Ad Hoc Working Group,
Mr. Guennady Efimov of the United Nations Centre. for Disarmament waa appOLerd a.s
Secretary of the Working Group,

3. - The Ad Ioc Working Group held 21 weetings between 20 February to 23 Aprll 1981
and between 18 June to 14 Aupust 1981, .

4. Delegates of all member States of the Committes on Disarmamcnt partlclpatad in
the work of the Ad Hoc Working Group.

5« At the 127th plenary meeting of the Committes on Diparmament, on 24 April 1981,
the Chairman submitted a progress repori on the work done by the Ad Hoo Wbrk:ﬂg Group
{cn/Pv.127), ' _ .

& At its 129th and 132nﬁ:plenary meetings on 16 June and 24 June 1981 Tespectively,

‘Me Commitiee on Disaxmament decided to invite, st their request, the representatives

ol the following States not members of the Committes to particlpate in the meetinge of
“Abe Ad Hoo Working Group: Austria, Spadin.

GE .B1--64776
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T In fu1f117lng ltS uandate, the Ad Hoc Working Group took into congideration
paragraph T6 of the Pinal Document of the Flret Special Seﬁalon of the United Hctlons
General Asseibly devoted to ‘disavmament which stated that a conventlon should e
concluded prohibiting the do'e]opweﬁt, production, utookplL“ng end vge of radiclogical
weopons. The Working Groun also took into’ ogns&deratlon the relevent recommendations
of the United Matlong Digarmmoment Coumisgion, In particular thoge adepted in connection
with tha Second Dmcxmamat Beoeds in 1980. The Working Group further took into
aC“OHﬂb reso1u+1on 55/1)6u of the Generaj ﬁqsemnly gntitled "Congluaion of sn
Intexnational’ conventlon proh1b¢ti; “éﬁe ueve?opment, production, steckpiling and nec
of radlological weanons”, in which operative. paragraph 1 reaﬁs en follows:
M. Cglls woon vhe Committee on Digexmament to contlnue negotiations with a
riew to elabor“bxnp a trcaty prohibiting the dsvelopmenl, vproduction, stockpiling
and nge of rﬂ,dlolog,z.cal weapons and o report on-the results to the Y
Ganexral Assenbly at its thirty- vsl“{“hh pesaion.!t
8. In the conduct of its work the Ad Hoc Working Group had before it the followlng
documents and worklng papexrs:
- GD/ﬁl - Iptter daved 9 July 1979 addressed to the Chairmen of the Commitites on
o Dlsarmamant Trom the Representative of fthe Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
bransmlﬁtlnp a document entitled !Agreed joint USSR-Umited States proposal on

“maaor elements of a treaty prohibiting the development., producﬁldn, stocknlllﬁg

and use cf Rnﬁlologlcal Veapona! .
- GD/52 - Tetter dated 9 July 1979 addressed to the Chairman of the Committee on
- Disarmament from the Representative of the Unjted Stateg of Amewica tranenliting

a document entitled 'Agresd joint United States-USSR proposal on major elements
of & tmai,y prohibiting the development, productions :Jtool{pll;mg and use of
radlologloal woapens' . . L

- GD/dO - WOrkLng paper cn the draft prsambular part of the Treaty on the Prohibition
.of the develonmont, nannfacture,  atockpiling and use -of radiological weﬁponﬂ!,
-dated 2§ Ju1y J“T 0y cubmitted by the delegation of Humgary, v

- GD/@? ~ ‘Uorh;nw peper on draft pevegraph XL, subpavagraph 3, and ‘paragreph XII,

: subpqugraph of the Treaty on the Prohibition of the Development, Manufacture,

3

‘development, prodwciion, stockpiling snd use of radiological weapong.
-CD/PM}WT}4'~ Tedéral Republic of Germany:

‘prohibiting the develovment, production, stockpiling end wse of radiblogical

. CD/RWAIP.6

.GD/ﬁW/HP.lE - Venezuelas Proposals for s title and for subsgtitvtion of the

Stdckpiling and Uge of Radiologicel Weapona!, dated 25 July 1979, submitted Dby the

delegation of the Gemman Democratic Republic.

]
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CD/RWATP.3 = Comadn:

Commentd on major elements of a Treaty prohibiting the

Proposal for a new Article V,

CD /RWAIP .S

~ Federal Republic of Germgay: Commsnts on major c¢lements of a Treaty

WOHPONS »

- Wwedent  Proposels for Artiocles I, II and ITI, or a Treaty prohibiting
the development, prodvction, stockniling and use of radislogical weapons,
GD/RW}WP.? - ljg%m: Comments on major elements of a Treaty prohibiting the
development, production, stockpiling emd use of radiological weapms

(Doc. /31 and CD/52),

(D/RW/WP.3 - I'remoe: Proposed amendments o the sgreed joint USSR-United Statos
preposal on-uajor elemehts of a PTreaty prohibiting the developoent, produotlnn,
stockpiling. . mnd nee of radiological weapons, '

CR/RUAID .9 ~ Pekisten: Proposels for a revised Article V and z new articlo
after Article V. ' ' ’ : .

CD}RW}ﬁP 10 ~ Yumoglavia: Proposel for an article of the Treaty relsated to thoe
definition of radiclogical weapons.. '
Wﬂmﬂﬁgu-hgmgﬂgg:-mwmmmumama&Tmanmmﬁmtmgnmﬂﬁqﬁ%ﬂ

Weapons .,

brticies I, IT and III of the 'sgreed joint USSRUnited. 8tates proposal on

major elemcnts of a treaty prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling
and use of radiclogical wwapons!, S

CD/RWATP.14 - Swedens Proposal for a study on TAEA sefeguerds..

GD/RW/HP.lﬁ - Tabulation of proposals submitited to the Ad Hoe Working Group om
Radiological Vesnons on a traaty prohibiting radiologicel weapons

(prepared by the Seoretariat),

/AW /UEL5/844,1/Rev,1 ~ Indie: Proposals for amendments of Article I, II, III, V
and VIT of the elewents of The. prénosad Draft Treaty on the vprohibition of
Radlological VWeanong.

(D/RWAP.15/0dd.2 ~ Tadonesia: Stotement delivered by.the delegation of Tndumesia
al the fourth meating of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Rwdxo1oglcal Weapunsg held

on 13 March 1981. '




.bf21s

hage

4

(‘}J/RW/UP 15/Add, 2/‘3u}:p.l - Tndonesiaz (‘omment on the agrood Jomt .
USSR-Tnided Siates CD/31-CD/32 e uec.ke..lly pavagraph 3 Article VIII concerming
compliance .and verification qnd on the French pvouosal contained in. CJ)/T‘l ARG,

' o /RUAIP.5/8ad. 5 - ugmlc‘u’la PTOpoqu.l for amemdments to. Article II of the

¢lemenis of the proposed Draflt ’J.‘r(,a,ty on the Prohibition of RaamloglcaJ Veppona,
CD/RWﬂfP.léf‘lcv. - Report to the Committes on Disarmzment. :
G‘_D/R‘:I/L‘IP.l? « The Chalrant s h:t?ie:‘.‘ delivered at the First meseting of the Ad Too
Working Group malll'adiological Weavons held on 20 February 1981.

CD/BWAIP.10 - The Cheimman's Working Paper containing altemative bexts of |
Articles on definition and scope of probibition of a future i;ree;ty.
EID/RW/‘\-‘JP.IU/A.drl.l - The Chairman’s working paper containing altemative toxts
of Articles on activities and obligations and peaceful uses, ._ i
CD/fW AP ,10/1ad.2 - The Chaimsan's Working Paper containing alternative texts
of Articles on relationghip with other Disarmament measurea snd agreewents and
compliance end verification. _ R .
CD/RW/WP,18/4dd..2/Supp.] - The Chairman!s Working Paper conbaining altemative

text for Annex,

CD/BW/P.18/48d .5 « The Chairmen's Working Paper containing alternabive tcla::lzfts

of Articles on Auvendments, Duration and Withdrawal, Review Conferences, Aduorence,
Entry into TForce, Deposgitary. | :
CD/RW/WP.H ~ puedens HMemorandum on certain aspects of a convention prohibiting
radiolggical warfove, | : |
CD/RWAD .20 - The Chairman's Vorking Paper containing crasolidated text based

-on proposals submitéed by the Chairman.

CD /R AP . 20/4dd.1 - Syeden: Proposal for Article VI of the consolidated text

by the Chalmian,

CD/RWAIP .20/804 .1 /Supp 1 ~ iloroccos Proposal for Avticle VI of the é:onsolidated
text by the Chairman.. \

CD/RY/MP.20/2d4.2 ~ Japen: Proposed amendwent to Article V of c:>/‘mf/m-> 20.
C{D/BW/WP 20/f*c1c1. 5 - Iederal Republic of Gexmany: Proposal Tor Article VIT mad
Annex of the congolidated ®ext by the Chaimman. , _
CD/RWAIP 20/A44 A — Syeden: Proposal for Article VIIT of the consolidated foxt
by~ the Chairmen. : |

(ID/RWNP.&TO/M&.B - Venezuelas Proposed amendment to Article IX of

document CD/MAIP.20.
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«  CD/BW/WP.20/40d.6 = Morocco: Proposed amendment to Articls VII of
~ document OD/RW/WP.20. S : '

- - (D/RW/WP,20/Add.7 - Phe Chairman's Working Paper on definition and scope of
probibitiaon, ' L '

- CD/RW/WP .20/Add.B ~ The Chairman's Working Paper on peaceful uqes.

- CD/Ri/WP.21 ~ The Chairman's Working Paper.containing time-table for the work
of the Working Group during the Second part of the CD 1981 seagion, :

- CD/RW/WP.22 - Auslralis: Working paper on Scope and Definition of the future
Preaty om Radiological Weapcons. ' '

-~ UD/RW/WP.2% - Working Paper of the Group of 21 on certain elements of the
Convention on the Prohibition of Radiological Weapons, - '

- OD/HW/WP 24 —= Draft Report of the 4d Hoc Working Group on Rédiolﬁgioal Weapons.

- OD/RW/WP.24/Rev.2 ~ Draft Report of the Ad Moo Wbrklng Group on RadlologlCal
Weapons ..

3. Tn addition to these documents, the Working Group tock into considerstion the

views expressed by delegations on the question of the prohibition of radiological

weapong. in’ the Committes on Disarmament as well as during the thirty-fourth and

“thirty-fifth :sessions of the Genera] Assembly.

10, ‘At the request of the Group, the Secretariat compiled in 15 conference room
papers and their addenda proposals and suggestions mede by Australia, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Cenada, Bgypt, France, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Foderal
Republic of, Hungary, India, Ttaly, Mexico, Moroccon, Netherlands, Pakisban, Romania;'
Swedens Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United States of Amsrica, Venezuela and
Yugoslavia, A list of documents, working papers and conference roow papers was

also prepared by the Secratarist (CD/RW/WP.1%/Rev.2). '

1l. A% the request of one delegation the Ad Hoc Working Group agreed that it would
benefit the work of ‘the Group if, in conformity with Article 4L of the rules of |
procedure: of the Committee on Disarmament, the Director-General of the IAEA could be
invited to provide information on the poggible relationship between a draft:cbnventidn
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiologicalfﬁeapone.
and the Vienna Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclesr Material as well ag
the guidelines for physicsl protection of nuclear material. Congequently the Chairman
of the Ad Hoe Working Group wrote a letter to the Chairman of the CoMmittee on

- Disarmament asking him to initiate consultations with the Cowmittee on this reques{.
Some delegations expressed their vegervations to this proposal. Some delegathns
stated that the information should be techmical and in the nature of'providing felevant

facts to delegations who mey require them,” Sows delegatioaﬁ'stated that it should
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have no bearing on the process of negotiation on the élﬁboration of a treaty
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use .of radiological weapons .
within the Ad Hoe Working Group. '
IIL. SUMMARY OF THE DISCUSSION _ _
12, In_fulfiiling_its mandate the Ad Foc Working Group'considered the main elements
of a.treaty prohibiting. radiclogical weapons cn the basis of the Chairman's
consolidated text and other documents and proposals submitted with a view fo
elaborating draft provisions for the fulure treaty. The activitics of the
Ad Hoc Working Group showed that while further efforte were made to marrow down the
existing differences, divergences still exist, particularly on the scope of
probibition, the definition of radlological weapons, the procedure for verifying
compliance, peaceful uses and the relationship of the proposed treaty with other
international agreements and Other.meagures in the field of disarmament including
niclear disarmament. _
13, In;cﬁnnection with the scope of the treaty, several apecific suggestions were put
forward, SJome delegations stated that the development of specific radiological
Weapons as defined in the Chairman's cousolidated text and the joint USSR/United States
proposal, wag a very remote posslibility. They recalled that these weapons did not
exist and in their view they could hardly become practical weapons of maas
destruction. They considered howsver that there exigted a very real risk of mass
destruction from dissemination of radicactive substancee through attacks on nuelear
facilities; a poseibllity which was not adequately covered by existing intermational
agreements. Therefore these delegations believed thab the treaty should conbtain g
provigion for an undertaking not to attack nuclear facilities or to deliberately
damage such facilities and that the treaty on radiological weapons weuld be the
appropriate legal framework for elsboration of such an infernational legal noxm.
They censidered that such a provision should nob be seen as an obstacle to the
conclusion af the treaty.

Tﬁe view was also expressed thal as radiological weapons did netl exist and their
existence ag a specific type of weapon could not be foreseen the work of the
Commiitee on Disarmament in thig field should be oriented towards the prohibition of

radiological warfare and all uge of radiation produced by radicactive malerials to ,
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before such weapons come inte existence. These delegetions beld the view that the
sggpe_ofi;he prohibition-as defined in the joint USSR/United States proposal and in-
the Chairman's consgolidated text fully corresponds to the purpose of the treaty to
prohibit the development, production and use of radiclogical weapons. In their view
an attempt to deal in tha sawe negotistions with the probibition of ‘radiological
weapons and with the protection of muclear facilities would lead to confugion and make
elaboration of any agreements on. both watters practically imposgible. They believed
that provisions concerming. thig matter were already covered.by the Gereva Protocol -
additional fo the Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the prolection
of victims of intermational armed. confliiets (Protocol 1), 1977, and that any additional
measureg to protect nuclear facilities should bhe considered within the frameworic of -
international humanitarian law applicable. in armed conflict.

A view was expreased that there exists a very real risk of mags destruction from
digsemination of radioactive substances through atlacks on nuclear facilities.
However, reservations were expressed as to vhether a treaty prohiblting radiclogical:
wegpons would be the appropriate instrument to deal with this problem pavrtiéulsrly in
view of: the complexities involved. . R : 5

Sowe delegations alsc.expressed the view that ag a compromise the idea of holding
separate negotiations on this guestion should be reflected in the text of the treaty
or in a separate statement. . '

Some. delegations stressed that the futuze treaty on the prohibition of
radiological weapons should contain an expliclt. commitwent to pursue urgently the goal
of the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the achlevement of nuclear digarmament .
They stated that the ltreaty should be looked upon as a posltive stap in the process of
future negotiations aimed at basoning all weapouns of mass destruchion. '

14. There wa#s a gereral agreement that the scope of the treaty should, inter alia,
cover a prohibition on the transfer of radiclogical weapons.

15, As regards the definition, some delegations continued to maintain the position
according to which radiological weapons could be defined with sn exclusion olause
congerning nuclear weapons. .On the other hand, other delegations maintained #he view
that definition of radiclogical weapons ahonld not contain auch en exclusion clause
because they fthought that it would legitimime nuelear weaponsg, Sone delegations did

not agree with such inlerpretation of an exclugion clsuge. The Chairmen submitted g

wage radiological warfare.

Other delegations considered that the possibllity of the emergence of
radiological weapons in the future should not be exciuded. These delegations
believed that the poseibility of the development of radiclogical weapons and the

consequent, threat of their use should be dealt with now as a matter of foresight

new proposal for the definition.

16, With regard to peacaful uses, iﬁ_ya; stated by some delegationa that the treaty
on radiological weapons should recognize the inalienable rights of 211 States

to davelop-and apply their programmes for peaceful use of radicactive

materials and sources of radistion, including ruclear enerpgy and right of free
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accesyg and'acquisition of related materials, equipment, information and technology.
The view was expresged by these delegations that ell States ghould undertake %o
conbribute fully to the strengthening of internaticnal co-operation on peaceful

uses of radicactive materials and sources of radiation inecluding exchange and

tranefer of technology, equiphent, materials, geientific information and know-how,

taking into account the parbicvlar needs of developing countries for their‘ -
economic and socizl development. Soma delegations stated that a new provision
should be included on promotion of intermational co-operation for the development
of protective measures against harmful effects of vadiation for the benefit of
all countries, especially in providing nssisbance in this field to developing
countries. On the other hand, the view was expressed by some delegations that
the provisions on peaceful uses in the treaty should net be too comprehengive or
detailed, baking into account ‘the main purpose of the treaty and in any event
should not run counter to the goal of preventing the proliferation of nuclear
weapons and to the commitments of States assumed under vespective international
agreements in this field. Thesge delegations held that, under ;nte?natlonal law
the provisions of a treaty can only apply to States parties to the glven treaty.
The Chairman submitbed a new proposal on questions related to peaceful uses.
17. In considering the procedures of verifying compliance it wqb nmaintained
by soms delegations that the procedures provided in_the'chairman's conaolidaﬁed
text to solve problems which may arise with regard to the objectives and
application of the fubure treaty correspond to the subject and scope of the
prohibition of radiclogical weapons and conld be regarded as relevant‘ﬁq the
purpose of the future trealy. - Some delegations maintained thatb the "
Security Council was the most puitable organ to take up the guestion when &
party to the treaty considered that there had been a breach of obligations
deriving from the provisions of the treaty,'considering that such a breach may
constitute a threat to international peace and gacurity.,

Other delegations disagreed with these views and stated that the procedurs
to be devised for lodging of complaints under the treaty should not specifically
refer to the United Nations iecurity Council. Some delegations believed thatb
complainte ghould instead be lodged with the General Aggembly.

The view wag expressed that the role of the Congultative Committee of Bxperts
should be strengthened so as to include,lnter alia, provisions for on-~gite
inspectiona and that all States Parties should undertske to co-operate fully wiﬁh.
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the Consultat:ve Committee of Exports with a view to facilitating the executlon of

g task. It was also suggesbed that if agreement cannot be reached in that
Comnittee a report should be submitted containing all different opinions “and the
reagons given, _ _ _

18. Some progress was made in the EQ;EQEIWOrking“Group in finﬁing formulations
for the proﬁisjons relating to activitiér and obligatiohs and rb]a%ionship-with
other disarmament agreemcnts (Artlclee IV and VI of The™ Cha;rman 8 conaolldateﬁ
text} but dliference& still exiat regarding the reference to “1nternatlonal
arrdngementa" in Artlcle IV and in connection with a propobwl to refer to
”oxlutlng rules of international law® in Article VI of the Chalrmaﬂ s consolidated
text.

19, With respect to the procedure for submisgion of amendments to the treaty, the
view wag maintained that the Committee on Disarmament should be given the task of
gtudying proposed amendments. On the other hand, some delegations believed that
only the parties to the treaty should be entitled to participate in the procedure
for amendments. An additional provision was suggested according to which, if
regquested to do so by one-third or more of the parties to the treaty, the
depogitary should convene a conference to which all the parties would be lnvited
to consider amendment to the treaty.

20. In connection with the clause on duration and withdrawal, while it was
generally accepted that the treaty should be of unlimifed duration, some
reservations were expresped concerning the wording of the provision on withdrawal
as contained in Article TX of the Chairman's consolidated Gext. In this context
an alternative formalaetion was proposed.

21.. Some delegations suggested that review conferences should be convened at

five year intervals, while others preferred 10 year intervéls.

22. ©dome delegatione maintained that the treaty should eniter into force upon

the deposit of the instrument of ratification hy 29 governments (including the
nuclear weapon btates). Other delegationa suggesled that the number of guch
ratifications should be reduced. Some delegations expregsed the view that
the requirement of ratification by the muclear weapon States sghould be deleted.
TV, CONCLUSION |

- 25: During the current session, the Ad Hoe Working Group was able to make some

progress towards the slaboration of a treaty banning radiological waapons.
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Nbverthclvss, considergble work remging to be

done and some important and coiplex

issues need to be resolved. In regponse to the desire that the elaboration of

such a treaty be concluded belfore the second special gegsion of the Gereral Assenbly
devoted to disarmament,

the Ad Hoo Working Group agreed 1o recommend to Lhe
Committee on Disarmament that it consider whe ther

on ]8 Janwary 19682,

v the Gruup should resume ity work
The Ad Hoo Working Group also recommends that the

Committee vn Disermament set up at the beginning of its 1992 session an -

Ad Hoe WOrklng Group under an appropriate mandate, to be determined at that time,

io conilnue negotlatlons on the elaboration of g trealy prohibiting
Weapons '

radiological
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15 llarch 1582

Original: BHGLIZH

BURGARY

Yorlting Paper

PROHIBITION OF IR DEVETOPMEWY AND MANUFACTURR

OF W TYPES OF
WEAPOHS O TAST DESTRUCPION AMD NEW SYSTEM

5 OF SUCI WRAPONS

isarmament has beon dealing with
prohibition of +he fevelopment ang manufacture of new types of weapons of mass
destruction and new gystens of such veapans ever since 1976, following the submigsion
of documents CCD/511 ang CCD/514, A substantive summary of the 2iscuszsions ang

- exchanges of viewg ia eontained in document'CD/iﬁ of 10 July 1279, The proceedings

t revealed important differences concerning the bagic approach as to how to prevent

L effectively the ellergence o

; f new types of weapons of masg desgtruction, and the
b organizational aspects of handling the lssue,

1. The Committee on DI

the question of the

The analysis of the droceedings, however,
| differing positions agree on the necessity to take appropriate steps imn the
. Committee on Disarmament, leading to the ef

Tective prevention of the smersence
L of MWMD, and to Tind the appropriate framework to reach that aim,

clearly indicates that even the

- 2. atbaimment of this aim,

. submitted g working papex‘@D/i?4} on 7 April 1981, and proponed the holding of

i i e Committee with the participation of qualified governmental
I neetings toq%/place in July 1931, 'This fact hag been noted

the Hungarian Delepation

f experte,  The informa
 "with satisfaction™ j

89 by the United Mations General Assembly,
f 6Xpressing also the conviotion that “all ways and means should be utilized to prevent
- the development ang manufacture of new types of we

apong of mass destruction and
knew systems of guch veapons™,

3. Requesting the Cormittes on Disarmament "o intensify negotiations" on this
fitem resolution 36/

9 also "calls upon the btates pormanent members of the
vell as upon other militarily significant States, to make

refugal to create new types
1 anc nev systems of euch veapong, as g first step
of a commiehensive agreement on the subject!, which "™would
by a deciaion of the recurity Council".

EE approved thereafier

. Following the lines suggested in resolution 36/39, ang taking into sccount
hat similar ldeas had been exnressed by several delegationg of the Commi ttee to
o Same effect, 1% geems feasible to give serioug consideration to appropriate
?Unmulations, by which all States, especially the pemmanent memberas of the
ﬁﬁcurity Council and other militarily significant vtates, would make solemn
g°Clarations, identical in substance, condemning any fubture efforts to develon,
genufacture and deploy new types of weapons of mass destruction and new ayatems
p*_such weapons,
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5. On the basis of the succegsful experisnce of the 1951 scgsion, the

Hungarian Delegation. proposes to hold informal meetinge of . the Commitiee on
Disarmament with the agsigtance of qualified governmental experts, to be provided
by interested delegations, during the second part of its 1982 sesgion. The exacl
timing of two or three such meetings could be agreed upon vhen appropriate. The
participation of non-member Hlates, including thet of their exports, is welcome.

6e Tn addition to the stbetantive congideration of the declaratiors as proposad
in paragraph 4, delegations and experis could also discuss the possible tasks that
an ad hoc greup of qualified govornmentsl experts could be entrugted uith, as well
as alternative vays and means of keeping under continuing review the question

of the prohikition of MWD, including the posgible setiing wp of the propoged

ad hoo group of gualified povermmental experte. Subjects for digcussion proposed
in working paper CD/1?4, night still be relevant. : : ‘

The Committee on Disarmament could record in an appropriate manner the
findings and conclusisng of puch meetings, and gubmit them to the United Nations
General Assembly as requested in resolution 36/89, ap an amex to the report |
which the Committee on Digarmament will prepare for its thirty-seventh session.
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1. Telting into consiceraiion
gnecial Segaion of the Cererxal aa: e senent, vhich statac that
a ennvertion choulld T poncl;ﬂed NI i3 develoniment, oroduciion, gleclpiling

and uge 2 macdiolesical rons, ihe Comniilze on Disarmoment conaldarec the
guegtion of concluding & fresty on radiclorsical uvespong in it 1979 session.
During this sessgicn, the USER ard the Uniied States sulmitied their joint
USER/United dtates proposcl on nojor elements cf fhe Lrea tyr (/31 and C0/52).
Other proposals were also puimilied. ' -

2. Bearing in mind Generanl Agcembly recolution )ﬂ,LF & entitled "Conc TUUan of
an international convention nroliibiting the development, produacticn, smockallag
and use of ﬂnul@TOfLﬂq1 veanous’, the Committee on Liscrmament at ite 69th Plencry

)

leeting held on 17 Mavch 1950 wdopied the decision reading, inter alia,
"The Committee on Zisnrmranent decldéed to eswanlish for the duration of its
1950 geselon an ad hoe wvorking groun of the Committes with a viev to reaching

agrecnent on a conventicn prohibiting the develodnent, mroduction,
stoclwiling and age of radiclo-ical veapons,”
™ (] Y

3. The Uerking Jroun vuoe re-esiablished by the Committee iu 1901 at itd
105tk Tlenary leeting on 12 Febiuery 12971 to continue ite vork on +the laeis of

former mandate.

10
t

=
-
e

[N

T

org of the Comtities on Diuwarmasent, the Uorking Grouws
von \ﬂuugajvﬁ held further
wting rajiolosgical weznons on

4. Turinsg the 1930/1951 sencd
cnder the Chalrmonshiin of Ambaczacor Dr. Inre Ldnmi
fiscuscione on the mmin clorents of o frecty ool
the basin of the Chairmoan's Conztilidated ‘ext {CH;RH/UP.20} and other documents
and propogale submitoed vith o vicu to eloborniing the draff provisiong for the

L] =L

treaty on radioloiical veancns {t0/1%5 and “D/29”).

5. The setivities of the Ad doc Vorking Group during thot period shored that,
vhile Turther efforid uvere rade o navrou dcun the axictine difficultisa,
dLvev”er193 23111 existed, particularly the zcope of the prohibition, the
fefinition of radiolopical Ueapons,' the 0¢00edure Tor verifyiny comnliance, peaceful
uses and the relationghin of the nroposcd trcalty with oilher internaticns]l agreements
and obhier measures in ihoe field of disermunent, incloding nuclear dissrmanent.

f/ i 1ied of Docunento, Vorking Papers and (onference lloom Papers
1979-1.962) submitted in connection uith. the quection of radiological weapons
attached as annex T to %thiz repors.
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6. In 1980 and 1981, several specific suggestiors were put forward in the

Workivg Group in connection with the scope of the treaty. It was stated that the
work of the Commitfee on Disarmament should be oriented towards the conclusicn of

a conventior on the prohitition of use of radicactive material for hostile purposes.

7. Some delegatiors argued that there existed a very real risk of mass destruction
from dissemination of radicactive substances through attacks od ruclear facilities.
Those delegations believed that the treaty on radiclogical weapons would form an
appropriate legal framework for an undertaking vot to attack nuclear facilities

or to deliberately damage such facilities., S .

8, Other delegatiors considered that ar obligation to this effect would fall
outeside the framework of & treaty prohiviting radiological weapons. It was also
felt that an attempt to:deal in the same negotiations with the prohibition of - .
radiological weapouns and with the ban on attacks ouw nuclear facilities would
comnlicate the negotiations and.make elaboration of any agreemevt on either matter
impractiecacle., Thoy belibved that the issues relating to ruclear facilities were
already covered by the Genoeva Protocoel additional to the Geneva Conventions of -
12 Auguzt 1949, and relating to the protection: of victims of international armed
conflicts (Protocol 1), 1977, ard that any additional measures to protect nuclear”
faciiities should be considered within the framework of international humanitarian
law applicable in armed corflict. o Co S

9.L,fOthér?ﬁelegations exnresszed the view that rthe existiﬁg international
instruments on the subject were partial and amblgucus,’ and that the Committee om .
Digarmament was fully competert tHe comsider the matter.

10, Gome delegations aiao expressed the view that ds a-compromise the idea’ of
holding separate negotiatiorns on this gquesticn should be reflected in the text
of the treaty or in a separate statemoant. T

II. Present state of regotiatiorg on elaboration of the Trealy prohibiting
radiological weapons

L. Organization of work and procedures

11. In pursuance of the Committee's decision ovn subsidiary bodies, oOn

18 February 1982 (CD/243), the id Hoe Werking Group on Radiclogical Weapons was
re—cstablished on the basis of its former mandate. The Working Group held. . -

11 meetings between 20 February and 16 April 1982 under the Chairmanship cf. ;
Limbassador Dr, Henning Wegener (Federal Republie of Gernany).  Mr. Guennady Efimov

of the United Nations Certre for Disarmament served as Secretary of the Working Group.

12. 4t their request, represenfétifes of tHé;folloﬁing States, nop-members of i
the Uommittee or Disarmament, were invited to participate in the meéetings of the-
Working Group during its 1982 gession: Austria, Norway. : BTENE

1%, TIn additiov to the eariier resolutions the Working Group also took into
account resgolution 36/97 B of the General Assembly which contained an appeal to
complete its negotiations in order to aliow a treaty to be submitted if possible
to the General Assembly at its Second Special Session devoted to Disarmament.

14. Following consultaticns, the Chairman, or ¢ March 1382, gave a comprehensive
report (CD/RW/WP.25), advancing on a personal basis a cerfain number of suggestions
as %o the procedure to adopt, and as to possible compromises for the still
unresclved problems..
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15. At the suggestion of the Chairmar, or 15'Narcb 1952 the Working Groun agrecd,
as a procedural hypotnesis anc without prejudice to later decigions, to conduct
separate mectings on the "traditional 7/ radiclegical weanons subject matter;

on the one hand, and on The questicn of wrohibitis«w of attacks on nuclear
facilities on thn other (CD/WP.25/6dd.1 Rev.1).

16. In this commection, some reservations 4ere ex¥ressed. Some delegaticne
maintained that such a procedural hypothesis shocld not be intercreted as gigmifying
the commencement of negotiations or the subjeat of prohibition of attacks on nuclear
facilities., Some delegations, vhile propared to varticipate ir the meetirgs,
expressaed doubte as to the cempetence of the Commities on Disarrement (or competence
of the Working Group) to negctiate the question of wroteeting miclear facilities
from atfack. Some delegatiows expressly reserved their position as to the competence
of the Committee to deal with this matier. Some ciher delegations made clear that
the consideration cf that question could, in their view, only be of an gxploratory
nature at this time. Some delegaticns belicved that the two subjscta on which
negotiations were heing conducied iw accordance with fthe rroposed procedure should
be treated equally on & nonediscriminztory basis with a view to incorporating them
in the same legal itstrument. Other delegations expressly veservel their position
with respect to the vnumber znd form of thr Tuture legal instrument(s) on the
subjects under consideration.

B, "raditional" RY subject matter

L7. The Workiog Group on Radioclogiecal Weamons held thye e meetings devoted to
consideraticn of the mafters related to the ”trdultLOD&l" radiclogical weapcons
subject matter. While some new possible compromise formulations were advanced,

the negotiations showed that differevces still exigt regerding, in pardicular, the
definiticn of radiological weapons, the scope of probibitioun, verificatiom and
compliance, peaceful uses, relationshin of the iresty on ranOLOglCal WeApons with
nuclear disarmament, and some aspects of the final clauvscs. Some delegations
reminded the warking Group of their view that scwe draft articles might have
be reviged, in view of their intention to have The ban on attacks on nuclear
facilities inciuded as av irtegral part ~f the Treaty.

to

18. With rogard to the fermulation of a defiction of radiol vgical weapons and
beoauﬂo of the objecticns by some delepations to the inclusion of an explicit
clause excluding ruclesr woapcus from the treauv, attempts were made to develop
a "positive defipition® which would ot include such a clause. Some gpeciiie
suggestlong were made in this respect (CD/RW/WD.26, 30, 31 ard s#ad.l),

19. Although ne formulation was fourd to ha entirel Ly acceptable, frcom either

the technical or legal solvt of view, the Worlking Group felt that efforts in this
¢irection should be continucd. While some delepalions exoresuzed their readiness

to participete in those efforts, they still believed that the most effective way

to define radiclogical weapons could be through maintaining an exclusion clausc.
Other delegations continued to believe that this would amour® %0 a lagitimization

of nuclear weapons. Some delegations mainrtaired their doubts as to the feagibility
of including ceritain radioactive materials in the definition of radiological weapons.

l/ The Working Group agrzed th t for the purposes of this report the term
"traditional™ should be employed as a convenient reference to the scope of ,
prohibltion envisaged in the joint proposal contaired in documents CD/31 and CD/32,
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20, . In commection with the scope of prohibiticn some delegaticns maintained thatb -
the use of the term radiological warfare would deperd on the scope of thé future
treaty. - Other delegations felt that the concept of radl“loglcal warfare has no”
nlace in the framework of such a treaty ' .

21. The view was alsn expressed that the treaty should not orly address the
preventior of the emergence of radiological weawons am a specific type of weapon, -
hut: alsc to the prohibition of the use of radiation from thp decay of radloactlve
material s fov ‘hostile murposes :

22, Somo-delegatiorﬁ-maihtained trat the Tuture treaty on the nrohibition of -
radiological weapons should cortain an explicit commitzent to urgently pursue
pegotiations'for the z2essation of;tke niclear arms race, the concluzion of effective
TCASUre s zvent the use. or threas. of use of muclear weapons and the achievement.
of vuclear. disarmament, In thie correction fhe text of an article for incluaion

in the treaty was .pror)cnf*eﬂ by the Grous of 21 %/ (Co/RW/wP.36). Other delegations
were of the view thatb *his article iras inappropriate for iwclusion in a radiclogical
x-rea_,—pon:s treaty. ' ' ’ : C

23 ﬂs regards peaceful uses, there was widespread recognitian that the freaty
should confain an aprropriately balarced article which would inclide a proviegion
relating to the strengthening of intarnational co-operation ir the peaceful uses
a7 soureccs of radiation from radicactive decay and a'provigion-stating that vothing
in the treaty should be Interprcted as affecting the inalienakble right of the
Partizs to the LreaLJ to apply erd develon their vrogrammes for the peaceful us

of miclear energy, and to internatisnal cowoperailon in this field; the Worhlh”
Group,- however; had: not PommLPtod its consideration of the precise wording of '
these nr0v151ﬁn%. Do, : ' o

24, O the cuestlon of comn“mance and Varlfldatlmﬂ, some delegaiions were-of the

view that the vrocedures provided in She joint US8E/United States- proposal uorrenpond
to the subject ard scope of the treaty on prohibitisn of radioclogical weapdne and’ -
should be Fully meintaired, ineluding the proviszioun for lodglﬂw complalrts, in’ oa 3@
of an alleged breach of the Treaty; with the United Nations Security Jouricil. :

25. Some delegations disagreed with.these views ard held that the procedures for
lodging complaints under the Treaty should not refer to the Security Council or
other orgaris of the United MNations, since such procedures were,; in any event,
available under the Urited Nations Charter, and that the Consultative Committee of
Experts should be the focal noint for.complaivts and verification matters under the
treaty. It was susgested *hat the Cormsultative Committes of Experts should be
provided with broad iuvestigatory nowers so as to inelude, Znthe view of some
dclegations, provisions for opn-site inspections.. Some delcgations advocaled a
two-tiered struchure {or the verification régime usder the treaty, with a

Comsul bative Committee of Bxperte as a fact-Tinding and evaluating body, and a -
General Assembly of Statas Partiesn as a political forum for consideration of
alleged breaches of the treasy. It was agreed thaf the issues of gompliance and

I3

verifidation under the trsaty resdad further comsidérabion.

ff . 4dlgeria, Argenti“a Brazil, 3urmz, Cuna, hgypt, Sthiopia, India,
Irdonesia, Iran, Kenya, Yexico, JPIOF o, Figeria, Damwmtan Peru, 5ri Lanka,
uthPﬁ, Vﬁh@zupl ay Yugoslavia, Zaire.
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26. Some delegations pointed cut that the detailed elaboration of the nrovigions
on verification and cempliarce. would require the pricr soluticon of the outstanding
issues relsting to the szcope of prohibitiom.

27. With regard to the final cleuses, the proposal was made for a more elaborate
vrocedure o act upon nroponad amendments (CF/BN/FP.EO/ﬁdd.Q/RQu.l); the general
dldea of this amevdment was suprvorted by some delegations. While some divergencies
persisted as to the Time irtervals belween entry irto force and holding of a first
and subgeguent review conferences, the view was expressed that these differcnces
could, perhaps, be overcome.

28. The view was widely held that the treaty should erter inio force vaﬂ the

deposit of the instruments of ratificaticn by & lover vwumber thar 25 hitherte

discussed and the rumber of 15 was advanced iv this cortext, while some delegations

reaffirmed their position that the freaty should enter into force upon its
lflOathD by 25 gﬂverﬂmentq, mnrludlwg the nuclear weapon 3tates.

C. Congideraticn cf the guestion r@latlrg to tne prohibition cf atiacks on
nuclear facilities

20, The'Working Group also held threc meetings devoted to corsideration of scme
. issues of relevance relating %o the guesticn of protectirg nuclear facilities.
During these meetings a vumber of delegations reiterated their reservation as
stated in paragraph 16 above. Ore delevatlcﬂ did pnot take part iv the meetings.

30. The discussion on the prohibition of attack on nuclear Tacilities followed
the outlire in the working paper CD/RW/WE.33 wroposcd hy the Chairman and
centered around the definition of facilities tc be vrotected and the scope of

a pdssible prdhibition.

2R, Thc Jorklpg Group heard technical evnlarablonq from some delegatiovns as to
the destructive effects that could result from attacks on rucicar pouer Teactors
exceeding a certain minimom thermal power, renrocessing plants and ctorage
facilities ¢f irradiated material and wante. It wvas pointed out that attacks on
such facilities could possibly result in mass destructicn, whéreas in the case of
certain other facilities, attacks on them would not rezult in mass destruction
because of their low invenlory of radicaciive material or the lack of .such

inventory. A certain vumber of divergencies iv relation to these issues appeared

32. Bome delegations proposed That the wrohibition of attacks on nuclear
facilities should be as comnrehersive as nossible. Since the basic objective was,
in their view, to prevent mass desstructior, therc could bhe no justification to
differertiate between civilian ard rilitavy facilities. They also believed that
mass destruction would result from attacks on either kind of facilities. Howsver,
iv their view, mass destruction was not the only oriterion relevart -fo thle.ussue.
They argued that an important ohjective of the preonosed instrument was to restore
confidence ameong the countries regarding theiv peaceful nuclear programmes. This
confidence had, in their opinion, baen gevercly ercded in the vale of the Israeli
attack on the peacelful mclear facilities of a developing country. Therefore,
they argued that the scone of the pronibition gaonld inclade wotl crly the larger
nuclear fusl cycle facilities Wut also the ameller recearch reactors and other
facilities. To exclude the latter, in their view, would corstitute gross
dizcrimination against the develoving ﬂountrqoa. Tn thig ecrwection, a specific
proeposal on the defiviticr of facilitics to be wroftected wes put forvard by one
delegation (CD/RW/CRP.16),
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3%, Some other delegations felt that it would create serious and wossibly
insuperable difficul<vies to grant orolsction to all nueclear facilities and that
in this context it would be aporopriats to introduce & threshold of rmdnimum
inventory of radioactivity {azd of & minimum thermal vover. in the case of wuclear
reactors) so as to eliminate from the protection facilities which, in case of.
attack, would not cause mass destructior. In this regard, it was particularly
emphasized by these delegatiorg that a prohikition of attacks on facilities, ]
which weuld not result in any radicilogical darmags, would provide a diegincentive
to the use of ruclear energy for neaceful purposes to the berefit of markind.
Some delegations held that +he irciusion of military installatiors would entail
‘very complex problems. 4 working paper on definition and scope of prohibltion
was put before the Working Group by oune delegation (GD/PH/?P.34).

34, Some delegations noted however that this very working paper stated that

"there may be good arguments that all facilities of the kiund mentioned above should
be protected by a radiological weapcens convention be they civiilan, military or
dual purpese”. A partial ban could, in their view, legitimize attacks on certair
miclear facilities résulting irv mass destruction and thus contravene the main -
ohjective of the prchibition and inerease the difficulties of compliance and
verificatior, They also pointed out that the promotion of ruclear cnergy, at

least iu the developivg countries was not being impeded by public opinion in

these countries but by the restrictive policies of certain industrialized countries.

35, On the other hand, it was vointed out that such a comprehensive ban coult not
be reasonably cxpected to be successfully vegotiated or, alfernatively, to receive
the necessary number of ratifications toc make it a viakble and effective ingtrument
of international law, and thus. to remove the danger of mass destruction. The
delegation, whoge Working Paper had been guoted in the preceding paragraph, drey
attention to the fact that the Paper in this context alse containéd the following
statement: "The political difficultdies of protecting military facilities in an
international instrument are obvious, and such facilities therefore seem to have
to be excluded from a corvention'.

36. It was, however, stated by some delegations that such political difficulties
as may be involved were nct gufficient reason for a partial vrohibiticun. In their
view such an approach would leave open the possibility of legitimizing mass
destruction in the conduct of warfare,

37. Some other delegaiiovns believed many of the arguments advanced akove were
inaccurate and furtner had little to do with the issues at hand.

38, The divergencies could rot be seftled ir the course of the three meetings
of the Working Group. Some delegations felt that the topic reeded further
olarification and discussion. They also felt that a detalled discussion ou the
remaining issues of the Chairman's provisional checklistn(CD/Rw/WP-33)'would
also require a sclution of fhese basic differeunceg of view on definiﬁiqn of
facilities and scope of prohibition. .
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LIST

of Documents, Working Papers and Confarence Roon Papers

I. Documents and Working Papers

ch/31

1,
2. CD/32
Chf40
4. CD/42
5.  CD/104
' (nlso as CD/RW/WP.1)
6. "CD/L33
7. CD/218
8.  CD/EW/WE,2/Rev.l
9.  CD/RW/WPR.Z
10. CD/RW/WP.4

Union of Sovict Scocialist Republics: dgreed joint

USSR-lnited States proposal on major elements of a
treaty prohibiting the davelopment, production,
stockpiling and use of radiologieal weapons.

United States of America: Agreaed Jjoint

United Sbates-USSR proposal on major alements of
a treaty prohibiting the davelopment, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons.

Hungéry:--ﬂéfking papcr on the draft preamble

part of thc Treaty on the prohibition of the
development, manufactursz, stoekpiling and use of
radiclogical weapons.

Geritan Democratic Republic: orking paper on
draft paragraph XI, subparagraph 3, and -
paragraph XIL, subparagraph 3, of the Treaty on
the prohibition of the devclopment, manufacture,
stockpiling and usc of radiclogical weapons.

Secrctarizt: Coupilation of relaevant documents
on radiological weapons covering the peried
1979-19380,

 Report to the Committes on Disarmament: Ad Hoc

Working Group established with a view to reaching
agresment on a convention prohibiting tha
development, production, stockpiling and usa of

‘radiological weapons. (1 August 1$80)

Rebﬁrt'of the Ad Hoc Vorking Group on Radiological
Weapons (14 August 1981)

Chainﬁén:ﬂfﬁéin elemaenta in'tﬁé'negotiations of a
treapy on”phe preohibition of radiclogical weapons.

Canadat - Commonts on major elemoents of a treaty
prohibiting the development, production,
stockpiling and use of radiological weapons.

Federal Republic of Germany: Proposed new
Article V.
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11. CD/RW/WP.5

12. CD/RW/WP.6

13, CD/RW/WP,T7

14. CD/RW/WP.8

15. CD/RW/WP.9
16. CD/RW/WP.10
“17. CD/RW/MWP.11

18. CD/RW/WP.12

19. CD/RW/WP.14

20. CD/RW/WP.15

21. CD/RW/WP.15/Add.1/Hev.1

22. CD/RW/WP.15/Add.2

Federal Republic of Germany: Comments on major
elements of a treaty prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiclegical
Weapons . : o

Swaden: Proposals for Articles I, II, and III

of a treaty prohibiting radiological warfare
including the development, production, stockpiling
and use of radiclogical weapons.

Ttaly: Comments on major ekements of a treaty
prohibiting the development, productien, stockpiling
and-uge of radiological weapons (Document CD/3L

and CD/32).

France: Proposed amendments to the agresd joint
USSR-United States proposal on major elements of a
Treaty prohibiting the development, production,
atockpiling and use of radiological weapons.

Pakistan: Revised Article V; new article after
Article V.

Yugoslavia: Proposal for an article of the treaty
related to the definition of radiological weapons,

Argentina:  Observations of a treaty prohibiting
radiological weapons.

Venezuala: Froposals for amendmants to the
TArpaaed joint USSR-United 3States proposal on major
elements of a treaty prohibiting the development,
production, stockpiling and use of radiclogical
weapons ",

Sweden: Proposal for a study on IAEA safeguards.

Tabulation of proposals submitted to the Ad Hoo
Working Group on Radiological Weapons on a treaty
prohibiting radiclogical weapons {prepared by the
Secretariat}.

India: Proposals for amendments of Artiele I, II,
IIE, V and VII of the elements of the proposed
Draft Treaty on the Prohibition of Radiological

-Weapens .,

Indonesia: Statement delivered by the delegation
of Indonesia at the fourth mesting of the Ad Hoc
Working Group on Radiclogical Weaponsz held on

13 March 1981.



235,

24.

25..

26.

27.

28,

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

37,

CD/RW/WP.15/Add .2/Supp. 1

CD/RW/WP.15/4dd .3

CD/RW/WP.16/Rev.]

CD/RW/WP.L17
CD/RW/WP.18
ﬁD?RwaP.lszd;.;,_"'
CD/RW/WP.18/8dd .2

CD/RW/WP.18/Add .2 /Supp. 1

CD/RW/WP.18/4dd .3

‘CD/RH/WP.19

CD/RW/WP.20

CD/RW/WP.20/4dd .1

CD/RW/WP.20/Add .1 /Supp.1

- CD/RW/WP.20/Add .2

CD/RW/WP.20/Add .3
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Indonesia: Comment on the agreed joint USSR~
United States CD/31-CD/32 especially paragraph 3,

Article VIII concerning compliance and verification
and on the French proposal contained in CD/KW/./T.d.

Yugoslavia: Proposal for amendments to Article II
of the clements of the proposed Draft Treaty on
the Prohibition of Radiological Weapons.

Report to the Committee on Disarmament. .

The Chalrman's brief delivered at the First meeting
cf the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiclogical Weapons
held on 20 February 1981.

ThETGhairmaﬁ*s Working Paper cOhtaining
alternative texts of Articles on definition and
scope of prohibition of a future treaty.

The Chairman's Working Paper containing
alternative texts of Articles on activities and
obligations and peaceful uses.

The Chairman‘s Working Paper containing
alternative texts of Articles on relationship
with other Disarmement measures and agreements
and compliance and verification.

The Chairman's Working Paper contaidihg'
alternative text for Annax.

The Chairman's Working Paper containing
alternative texts of Articles on Amendments,
uration and Withdrawal, Review Conferences,
Adherence, Eantry into Force, Depositary.

Swaden: .Memorandum on certain aspeats of a
convention prohibiting radiological warfare,

The Chairmant®s Working Paper containing
consolidated text based on proposals submilted
by the Chairman.

Sweden:  Proposal for Article VI of the

conselidated text by the Chairman.

Morocco: Proposal for Article VI of the
consclidated text by the Chairman.

Japan ; Proposed amsndment to Article V of
CD/RWKWP 20,

Fedoral Republic of Germany: Proposal for
Article VIT and Annex of the consolidated text
by the Chairman,
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38. CD/RW/WP.20/Add.4
39. “CD/RW/WP.20/Add.5
40. CD/RW/WP,20/Add.6

41. CD/RW/WP.20/8dd.7

42. CD/RW/WP.20/Add .8

43. CD/RW/WP.20/Add.9/Rev.l
44. CD/RW/WP.21
45. CD/RW/WP.22
46. prBwfwP;23
47. CD/RW/WP.24
43, CD/RW/WP.24/Rev.l
49. CD/RW/WP.25
50. CD/RW/WP.25/Add.1/Rev.1
5L. CD/RW/WP.26"
k]
52. CD/RW/WP.27

5%. CD/RY/WP.28

54. CD/RW/WP.29

55, CD/RW/WP.30

Sweden: . Proposal for Article VIIL of the
consolidated text by the Chairman.

Venezuela: Proposed amendment to Article IX of

document CD/RW/WP,20.

Morocco Proposed amendment to ﬁrtxcle VII of
document CD/RY/VP,20.

The Chairman's Working Paper on définition and
secope of prohibition.

The Chairmanis Working Paper on pzaceful uses..

The HNetherlands: Proposed fmendments to
Artlcles VIII and X.

The Chzirman®s Working Paper containing time-table
for the work of the Werking Group durlng the Second
part of the CD 1981 session.

dustralia: WOrklng Paper on scope and definition
of the future Treaty on Radiclogical Weapons.

Group of 21: Working Paper on certain elements of

-the'Convenbion on the Prohibition.

Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Uorxlnp uroup on
Radiological Weapons. - -

Draft Repert of the Ad Hoc worklng Group on
Radiclogical Weapons.

Chairman’s Statement (9 March 1982).

Chairman's amended Proposal for the organizatien of
work duringz the opening session {adopted by the

Working Group on 15 iMarch 1982).

Chairman's Working Paper: Positive formulations of
an RW Definition (Synopsis).

Tentative Programme of Work (oubwltted by the
Chairman).

Chzirmants Working Paper: Suggested formulation
of the provision on scope of the Radiological
Wezpons Treaty.

Chairman's Working Paper: Suggested formulations
of the proviaions on peaceful uses.

Yugoslavia: Definition of Radiolegical Weapons -
Article IL.



56.

5T

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

CD/RW/WP.31

CD/RW/WP.32

CD/RW/WP,3%

CD/RU /WP .34
CD/RH/WP. 55

CD/RW/WP.35/Add.1

CD/RW/WP, 36

©IT.

CD/BW/CRP.1 and Corr.l

CD/RW/CRP.1/Add.1 and
Corr.l

CD/RW/CRP.1/Add .2
CD/RW/CRP.1/Add .3
CD/RW/CRP.1/Add .4 _
CD/RW/CRP.1/Add.5 d

CD/RW/CRP.2

CD/RW/CRP.2/Add .1

CD/RW/CRP.3
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Australia: Proposal on Definition and Scope of
Prohibition (giving two alternative texts).

Chairman‘s Working Paper: Suggested mechanism of
compliance and verification {folleowing on :
Document CD/RW/WP.20Q).

Chairman's Summary of suggested issues of initial
relevance relating to protection of nuclear
facilities for discussion during Working  Group
meetings on 26 March and 2 &pril 1982,

Sweden Meﬁorandum of certain aspects of a
convention prohibiting radiclogical warfare
(5 April 1982).

Draft Report to the Committee on Disarmament in

view of the Second Special Session devoted to
Disarmament: _submittad by the Chairman (Introduction)
{Partas & and C). _ :

Discussions on the provisions of the Draft Treaty
on Radiological Weapens {“"traditional™ RW subject
matter): submitted by the Chairman (Part B).

Group of 21: Text proposed for an Article in the
Draft Treaty on Radiological VWeapons (14 April 1982).

Conference Room Papérs

Definition: . FPreposals by USSR-United States,
Hetherlands, Franca, Sweden, Egypt, Mexico,
Pakistan, Canada and Italy.

Definition: Proposals by Egypt, Pakistan, Italy
and Australia.

Definition: Propeosals by India.

.Definition: Proposal by YugoslaVia.

_Definition: Proposals by Venezuela and Argentina,

Daefinition: Proposal by FHorocco.

Scope of Prohibition: Proposals by USSRH-
United States, Belgium, Sweden, Netherlands and
Australia.

Scope of Prohibition: Proposal by France.

fictivities and Obligations: Proposals by
USSR~Inited States, Ttaly, Canada, Sweden,
Netherlands, Pakistan and India.
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10. CD/RW/CRP.3/Add.1
11. CD/RW/CRP.4

12. CD/RW/CRP.4/Add.1
13. CD/RW/CRP.4/Add.2
14. CD/RW/CRP.4/Add.3
15. CD/RW/CRE.S

16. CD/RW/CRP.5/Add.1
17. CD/RW/CRP.5/4dd.2

18, CD/RW/CRP.6

19. CD/RW/CRP.6/8dd.1
20. CD/RW/CRP.T

21. CD/RW/CRP.8

22. CD/RW/CRP.9

23. CD/RW/CRP.10O

24, CD/RW/CRP.LOfAdd.1
25. CD/RW/CRP.11

26. CD/RU/CRP.12

27. CD/RW/CRP.1Z2/Add.L

hetivities and Obligations: Proposala by Australia
and France.

Paacef1l Usea: Proposals by USSR-United States,
Faderal Republic of Germany, Italy and Pakistan.

Peaceful Uses: Proposal by France.

Peaceful Uses: Proposal by Pakistan.

Peacaeful Uses: Proposal by Romania.

Relationship with other disarmament measures and
agréements: Proposals by USSH=-United States,
Pakistan, Egypt, Canada and France.

Relationship with other disarmament measures and
agreements: Proposal by fAustralia and France.

Relationship with other disarmament measures_and
agreements: Proposal by Pakistan. o

Complinnce and Verification: Proposals by
USSR--United States, belgium, France and Sweden.

Compliance and Verification: Proposal by Pakistan.

Annex: Proposals by USSR-United States and France.

fmendments: Proposals by US8R-United States and
France. :

Duration and Withdrawal: Proposals by USSR.
United 3tates and France. :

Review Conferences: Proposals by USSR-United States,
German Democratic Republic, Australia- and France.

Review Comforences: Proposal by Morocco.

Adherences, Entry into Foree, Depositary:
Proposals by USSR-United States, German Democratic
Republic, Australia, France and. Pakistan.

Preamble: Proposals by Hungary, Sweden, Egypt
and Belgium.

Preamblz: FProposal by Bulgaria.



28.

29.

30.
31.
32.

CD/RW/CRP,12/Add .2

CD/RW/CRP.1%

CD/RW/CRP.1LY
CD/RW/CRP.15

CD/RW/CRP.16

CD/RW/CRP.1Y
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Preamble: Proposals by Sweden and Federal Republic
of Germany.

Invitation to the International Atomic Energy
Agency: Proposal by The Netherlands.

Scope on Prohibition: Proposal by The Netherlands.

fiendinents to text of Draft Report.

Definition of facilitizs to be protected:
Proposal by Pakistan.

Draft Consolidated Radiological Weapons Traaty
Provisions: Submitted by the Chairman.
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30 hpril 1982

Originel: EIGLISH

SFECIAL RETORT TO TIIE COGEIITTEE OF DISARMAMIND ©T VIET O
THE SECOHD SFECILAL SISSICH ILBVOWED T0 DISARMAMERT

Ad Hoc Morking Group on Radiological Weapons
COTRITGN DM

page 2, parvagraph 11

The second sentence of this paragraph should read as follows:
"The Working Group held 12 meetings between 20 February and 21 April 1982

under the Chairmanship of Ambassador Ir. Hermirg Wegener (Fedsral Republic
of Germany),"

G, 82-625478
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Original: ENGLISH

STATEHMENT TIADE BY ﬁMBASSﬂDOR-HENHING-WEGENER, CHATIMAN Of THE AD HOC -
' WORIING GROUP ON RADIOLOGICAL WEAPCORS, ON THE OCCASION OF THE SUBMICSION
- TO THE COMITTEE CON DISARMAMENT OF THE REPORT O ¥HE GROUP

The Working Group had chosen to make use of its time for substanbive
negotiations ag late into last week as possible. A8 a consequence, only one
meeting was available for discussion and adoption of the rzepert, This has
placed a considerable burden upon the Secretariat who had to put in extra houxs
to reproduce the reporb from a somevhat heberogeneous collection of oral and
handwritten amendments designed $o supplement the original araft. The members
of the Secretariat have done an excellent job under these difficult circunstances,
and ¥ should like to thank them on behalf of the Working Group. '

However, it was unavoidable in this situation, that a small number of errors
or ambiguities have crept into the printed texbt. With your permission, I should
therefore like to read this limited number of amendmenis, which have become
necessary, none of which changes the general thrust and structure of the report,
but which will help to clawify it, None of the amendments adds to the text a
senlence or thought that was not already paxnt of the Working Group's decision to
adopt the report. I then refer to (D/2B4, and, in the English version to CD/284%.
I quote from the English text, on page 2, in the penultimate line we should strike
out the words at the end of the line, "radiation from the decay of”. OUm page 3,
in paragraph 16, in the seventh line after the sentence ending with "from attack,
kindly insert the following additional sentence: "'Some delegations expressly
reserved their pesition as to the competence of the Committee to deal with this
matter', On page 5, in the last sentence of paragraph 27, there is a mere printing
error, please replace words “points of view™ by Ydiffercnces’, And on the last
page, it has become necesgary o clarify that eome of the sentences written hexe
are quotations from what delegations said. In parvagraph 32 therefore, in the
second sentence, the words '"in their view" should be put in, the sentence should
then read, "Gince a basic objective was, in their view, ..." on-to "prevent”. The
following sentence should be prefaced "they algo believed', the sentence then to
read, "They also believed mass destruction would result from attacks, etc.” In
paragraph 34, the second sentence, the vords "in their view" should be put in,
the sentence then to read, '"a partial ban could, in their view, legitimize, etc.”
In paragraph %3, in the fourth line, the term "thermal effect' for mere technical
‘reasons of correciness, should be replaced by “thermal power”,

: As delegations will recognize, while taking note of the contents of the Report,
the record of the Working Group is far from brilliant, While a promizing siart

88 made in early March with a practicable procedural decision that did much to
unblock a deadlock situation, the sense of urgency which General Assembly

egolution 36/97 B had initially instilled into the Group and whick raised hope

Hat convineing progress could be made at least on the "¢raditional” RW subject
dtter, rapidly vanished, and the Working Group is now gtill faced with some of

¢ same problems that made its work difficult in the preceding year. The

ingness of delegations to conzider compromipe formulation, and to join in a

o effort t0 reach consensus resulis, faded away at least when the time came

ol 82-62%38
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to draft this Report. Instead of nroudly going on record with the measure of
progreas achisved, dolegations preferred to restate their earlier positions, _
in a clear attemnt to keep their stance intact for the noxt rownd of negotiations.
Some delegations even used the opportunity to rhrage their demands vith new
vigour, &lthough it mist have been abundantly cleaxr to.them their proposals
harbourcd-ne promise of adoption by the Vorking Group. ‘he Chairmen, in various
instances, attompted to put forward tdxts vhich in his view took o mazlrum

number of positions into account, but he gonerally remained unsuccessful. When
he, in the closing stages of the session offered to submit an intagral draft

toxt of a future IV treaty, covering the "traditional RV subject mattor, a draft.
vhich, in his porception could heve sorved as a suitable for compromice onwhich ..
all delegations could eventually agree, he vag given ho understand that guch an
initiative was unwelcome, he thusabstained from circulating the text. o

The several parallel meelings on questions relating to the prohibitlon of
attacks on nuclear facilities, provided an opportunity for discupsion in depth
of some highly relevant issues, A aumber of delegations contributed to an
elucidation of the techmical problems involved, and it is fair to say that the
Working Group as e whole gained congiderable insights into the problems at hand.
Hovgver, major divergencics as to the scopes of possible prohibition appeared ot
an early point, and proved to be so-considorable ag 4o impede further progress
even.-on the level of initisl discussion. : T

~ While -the Working .Gioup's Sossion has cevtoinly contribubed to providing
a ¢learer perspective to all delepations on the icsuss and on certain cpbions
for.gsolution, the field is still wide vpen. Once again,  the Worlring Group,
dealing with a.subject watter of only limited significance Lfor the global
¢isarmement process, has been unable t¢ live up fully %o its responsibilities, _
That constitutes a serious challenge fox the forthcoming summcr sescion, It will
8till be my privilege to preside over the worl: at tiiat time. When work is '
régumed, I vill urge sll delegations %o romew their offoris to come to grips with
The.gtill varesdlved problems, and I wonld already aslk them novw to dear thoir
minds’ and Yd-use the intormediate period for reflootion about how some of tho
outstanding problems of principle san be tackled without undue lose of time,

v While the Spring Sossion was disappointing in its resulte, I yet have to
aclmowledge that-many delegations, and many colleagues personally, offerednthel” ‘
Chairmen an exceptionally fine co-oporation and bore with him in the search for'
resulis and compromise. ' I should 1ike to express my gratitude to them, Just ag -
I thank the. Sécretariat and the interpretors for their fine work, -

Should a mode be adopted according o which all the introductory statements
by Working Groups' Chairmen be eirxculated, I would not want to be exeluded,
howewer, I vould: think that in my special casc a» rendoring in the verbatim record
would: be sufficient. o _— S ' B

g
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- GCD/CW/CRP.52 and Rev.l, Rev.2 entitled 'Draft Report o the Commibtbes on
Disarmament prepared in view of the second special session devoted to
di sarmament '

- CD/CW/CRP.53 submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Suggestions for consultations
with delegations, assisted by experts, by the Chairman of the
Working -Group on Chemical Weapons'

. - GD/bwbeP.54'submitted by The Netherlande, entitled ‘Suggested_alternative
+ wording for paragraph 3 of Element IX, paragraph 1 of Element XI,
Flement XIT, Element XIFT and text preposed for new Element XITT big! -

“. =~ CDfCW/CRP.55 submitted by the Union of Boviet Socialist Republice,
T Lentitled ‘Suggestions for consultations with dslegationd, agsiated:
by experts, by the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons'-l

- CD/OW/ORP.56 submitted by China, entitled 'Suggested alternative wording
for the second paragraph of the draft preamble as suggested by the
‘Chairman contained in CD/CW/CRP,AT' — o

- CD/CU/CRP.ST submitted by Sweden, entitled 'Suggested wording for the
report of the Chairman of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons to the
Committee on Diparmament concerning consultations held during the-

v+ first part of the 1982 session' ' :

E : - CD/bW/bRP.BB, entitled 'Summary by the Chairman of initial comments made
; with respect to the draft Preamble (CD/CW/CRE.47)" -

~ CD/CW/CRP.59 submibted by Australia, entitled 'Sugsestions for
consul tatione with delegations, assisted by experts, by the Chairman
of the Working Group on Chemical Weapons ' : -

E. New Types of Weapons of Mass Destruction énd New Systems of Such Weapons;
: Radiological Weapons

67. The item on the agenda entitled "New types of weapens. of mass destruction and new
-systems-of such weapons; radiological weapons" has been conaidered by the Committée
since July 1979. The question of probibiting radiclogical weapong has been mainly
considered by an ad hoc working group of the Commitiece. A description of the work

of that group is given in its latest report to the Committes, which was prepared in
view of the second special sesaion of the General Apsembly devoted to digarmament
(cp/284/Rev.1).

- 68. During the 1980 and 1981 sessions, Ambassador I, Komives (Hungary) was Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group; Ambassador H. Wegener (Federal Republic of Germany) was
Chairman during the 1982 session. In the course of its 1980/1981 and the first part
of ity 1982 sessions, the Ad Hoe Working Group held a total of 49 meetings. At
their request, the Committes invited the representatives of the following States not
Rembers of the Committee to participate in the meetings of the Ad Hoe Working Group
at various stages of its work; Austria and Nommey,

0T A% 1ts 173rd plenary meeting on 21 April 1982 the Commitiee adopted the report of
the Ad Hog Working Group, which ig an integral part of this special report and reads
a8 followsa:
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¥In 1980 and 1981, several specific suggestiors were vut forward in the
Working Group in counection with the gscope of the treaty. It was stated that the
work of the Committee on Digarmament should be orierted towarde-the conclusior of
i a counventior ov the wrohibition of use of radicactive material for hostile purposes.

. : "Some delegations argued that there exipgted a very real risk of mass destruction

A from dissemination of radiocactive substances through attacks on vuclear facilities.
Thoge delegations believed that the treaty on radiological weapons would form av

appropriate legal framework for an undertaking wot to attack »uclear facilitiss.

or to deliberately damage such facilitisse. , .

\ "Other delegatiors congidered that avr obligation to this effect would fall
cutgide the framevork of a treaty prohibiting radiological ueapons. It was also
felt that av attenmpt to dcal in the same negotiationa with the prohibitior of
radiclogical weapons and with the ban on atbtacks ov nuclear facilities would
comnlicate the negotiations and make elaboratioo of any agreement on either matter
impracticable. They believed that the issues relativg to vuclear facilities were
slready covered by the Geneva Protocol additiovral to the Geneva CGovnventions of

12 August 1943, and relating to the protection of victims of international armed
conflicts (Protocol 1), 1977, ard that any additional measures to protect nuclear
facilities should be considered within the framework of international huwmaritarian
law applicable in armed conflict. '

"Other delegations exnressed the view that the existivg intermaticval
instruments or the subject were partial srd ambiguous, and that the Committee on
Disarmement was fully competent to comsider the matter.

Moome delegations also exnressed the view that as a compromise the idea of
holding separate negotiations on this questicr should be reflected in the text .
of the freaty or ir a separate statemert. C

WIT. Present state of repotiations or elaboration of the Treaty prohibiting
radiological weanons

LY Organization of work and procedures

"In pursuance of the Committee's decisiov on subsidiary bodies, on .
18 February 1982 (CD/243), the id Hoe Working Group on Radiological Weampons was
re—establighed on the basis of its former mandate. The Working Group held
12 meetings betweeun 20 February and 7 Anril 1982 under the Chailrmanship of -
Arbassador Dr. Hewning Wegener (Federal Republic of Cemmany). Mr. Guennady Bfimov
of the United Nations Cerntre for Disarmament served as Secretary of the Working Group.

"it their request, representatives of the following States, non-members of
ﬁhe Committee on Disarmament, were invited to participatc in the meetings of the
Working Group during its 1982 session: Austria, Norway.

"In addition to the earlier resclutions the Working Croup alsc took into
secount resgolution 36/97 B of the Gewneral Aggembly which contained an appeal to
Pomplete its negotiations in ovder to allow a treaty to he submitted if possible
0 the General Assembly at its Second Special Scssion devoted to Disarmament,

: "Follgyipg_ponsultations, the Chairman, or 9 March 1982, gave a comorehensive
°port (CD/RW/WP.25), sdvancing on a persoual basis a certain number of suggestions

%0 the procedure to adont, and as to possible compromises for the atill
resolved problems. o
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Some delegations pointed out that the detailed o1sporation of the provisions
on verification and compliance vould require the prior solution of the csutetanding
sgsues relating to the scope of prohibiticn. T
“yith regard to the rinal clauses, the proposal was made for a moTe eleborate
procedure to act wpoy proposed amendments (QD/RN/WP¢20/Add.9fhev.l); the general
idea of this amendmnent wa.s supported by aotie delegatiovs. While some diverménoies
persisted a8 to +the time intervals between enbry into force s0d hoiding of & firsb
and - subgequert review conferences, the view wag expressed that these differences
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differentiate hetween”biﬁilian and military facilities. They also believed that
mass degtructioe would result feom attacks on elther kind of facilities. However,
in their view; Masst déétruotinn'was-ﬂot'the'only criterion celevart to this ussus
They argued that an importent objective of the proposed instrument wag to reastore
confidence among the countries yeghrding their peaceful nolear prograymes. This
confidence had, iu their opinién,'been severely eroded in the wake of the Tsraeli
abtack on the peacefu Therelore,
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facilities. To exelude the latier, in their view, would constitute gross
aiscrimination agaivst the develoring countries. v this convection, a specific
proposal o0 the definitiov of facilitiea to be proteoted was pub fopvard by one
delegation (CD/T/CRP.LE) |
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WORKING PAFRR
PROHIBITION (P ATTACKS AGATNST NUCTEAR FACILITIRS

1. The purpose of this working paper is to indicate a posaibility of solving the

qusstion of the prohibition of atiacks against nuclear facilities within the

framework of a Radiologicol Wozpons trenty, with a view to facilitating deliberations

on, and the early conclusion of a W treaty.

2. Japan has 24 nuclear power stétions, & nuelcar-fusl processing facilities and 1
reprocesging plant on its small oxpanse of land territory and is firmly resolved to
use nuclear energy only for peaceful purposes. TIor Japan, therefore, it is 2 matter
of great concern to engure the security of these nuclear facilitics and we congider
that Lthe prohibiting of nttacks againsi such facilities by intemational agreement
would be of considerable significance in this regard; We alsoe believe that
achievement of such agreement would be a wattor of pimilar interest to meny other
countries with nuelsar facilities for peaceful purposas ont their territories.
Expressing such a view in the Second Special Session of the United Nations

General Asgenbly devoted to Disarmament, Prime Minigter Suzuki stated as follows:
"It is a matter of great concern for countrics of the world to be relieved of
anxietiss in regard to the peaceful uses of nuclear cnexrgy. It is important in
particulay, to ensure and guarantes the socurity of nuclear fociliiies for peaceful
purposes, and Japan hopes that international efforts towards this end will be

succegsful. My country, for ite part, wicshes to contribute positively %o these
afforta,”

3 In the course of thoe deliberation of = BW treaty in the Committes of Digarmament,

the Swedish delegation submitted & proposal that a Future RW treaty should include g
provision on the prohibition of attacks againgt nuclear facilities, Japan
appreciates the intention of this Swedish proposa’ from tha viewpoint mentionod in 2
above.

GE.82-66259
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Recognizing the importance of both the conclusion of a so-called "$raditional

FW treaty and the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities, we have prepared
an eutline of a draft protocol on the prohibidion of attacks against nuclear

facilities as an optional protocol to the BW treaty (see Annex ).

4.

. Japan proposes to deal with this gquestion in the form_pf an optional proiccol

to the BW treaty for the following reasons:

5-

nuclear faoilitiea'éhould be dealt with in the context of the 1977 Additional Protocols

(1) Both a WW treaty and the proposed provisions on the prohibition of
atbacks against nuclear facilities would aim at minimizing the damage
which nay be caused by disseminabion of radicactive materials., They
arve, however, of a different nature in that the former would prohibit
"weapous!, while the latter would prohibit an Mact" -~ the act of
attacking'nﬁclear facilities. It hag beccme cleay that the attempt
“to solve these two guegtions of a different nature by using one
vehicle (a W treaty) presents difficulties fo many delegations and
constitutes one of the factors making the achievement of a RW treaty'
difficult.

(2) We peliesve, therefore, that one way to regpond to the keen interest
existing in the international community in both thése questidna ig
to atbain an agreement on the prohibition of atbacks against nnalear
facilities in a separate instrument, while retaining a link to the
RY treaty by making it an optional ﬁrofocol within the framework of
the treaty. ' ' '

(3} This proposal. is put forward in response to the call of the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiological Weapons, Ambagsador Wegener,
for a "compromise mechanism”, and it is gtrongly Hoped that it will
be of some help in finding a way out of the present impasse in the
efforts to achieve a RW treaty.

A view has been expressed that the questioh of the prohibition of atbacks againet

to the Geneva Convenbions of 12 August 1949. However, it is necessary to bear in mind
that the said Additional Protocols, which have their own background, prohibit attacks

only on nuclear power stations.

CD/32%
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6. With regard to the scope of the prohibition, namely which nuclear facilities
should be protected from attack, Japan considers that out of nuclear facilities
for peasceful purposes at least all nuclear facilities under IAEA safeguards should
be protected.
7. We fully understand the idea that nuclear facilities in general should be
profected from attack. Therefore, it igs proposed that & raragraph to thig effect
be included in the preambular part of the protocol.
8, We are well aware that the concluaion of the proposed protocol as an
international agreement would have complex implications for the security of states
end would also involve a number of difficult technical problems of a legal nature,
These would certainly require further examination and study,
9+ It should also be pointed out that Japan has no intention to exclude the

poesibility of attacks against nuclear facilities in an independent and separate
treaty.
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ATNEX

OUTLINE OF DRAFT PROTG&OL Of THE PROHIBITION OF ATTACKS AGATYNST
' NUCLEAR PACILITIES (OPPIONAL PROTOCOL 70 THE TREATY ON THE _
. PROHIBITION OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS) : -

e States Parties to this Protocol,

Regalling that, in accordance with the Charter of the Uhlted Nations,

migt refrain in their Lnternatlonal relations from the threat or use of force
- the territorial integrity or polltlcal 1ndependence of any State, or in any
aoner inconsistent with the PurpOSes of the United Natlons,

' Taking into acocount the eravity of posqlble damage to the ElVlllan

ion by radiocactive contamination that could ensve in the case of an attagk
o rmelear facility,

Expregsing a general desire that nuclear facilities should not be attacked
tter of principle,

Recognizing the importance of providing international protection to
1 nuclear activiiies carried out under international control,

Believing that the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities on
ABA safeguards are applied would contribute to the profection of the civilian
ion and the promotion of peaceful nueclear zetivities,

Desiring that such prohibition of attacks agzinst nuclear facilities would
ent the measures provided for in the Treaty on the prohitition of radiological
. the purvose of which is to prevent damage by dissemination of radicactive
1,
ve agreed as follows:

Article T
ch State Pariy to thia Protocol underiakes not to meke the object of atback
lear facilitizs on which IARA safeguards are applied and which are located
the territory of any other State Party, under the Jurisdiction of such other
arty or under its control anywhere.

Article IT
12 teyxm ™uclear facilities on which IAEA safeguards are applied" means any
» facilities on which the application of IABA safeguards is provided for in
rament with the TARA,
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Article TII
Tn order to facilitate the identification of nuclear facilities protected
under Article T, these facilities may be marked with a special sign {to be ngreed
upon ),
Articles IV = _ o
. {(Proviasicns on.a complaint procedure, the registration of nueclear Facilities
to be protected, scope of protection, duration of the Protocol, amendwents,
ﬁithdrawal, revieﬁ conferences and other matters shall be included if necessary,
or relevant provisions of the RW treaty shall.be nade to,applyay%?h appropriate

modifications. )

COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT cp/;g%gorr,l

CD/RW/WE,37/Corr.1
3 Beptember 1962

ENGLISH ONLY

JAPAN
WORKING PAPER

PRCHIBITION OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES

Corrigendum

Page 3, replace paragraph 9 by the following:

"It should also be pointed out that Japan has no intention to exelude
the possibility of dealing with the question of the prohibition of attacks
againgt nuclear facilities in an independent and separate treaty.”

GE.82-66283%
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FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

Vorking Paper

Issucs Relatinm to a Prohibition of Attacks
Against Nuclear Facilities in the framework
of a Radiologiecal Weapons Treaty

I
Gzneral remarks

1. In its proposal of )O June 1940 and 1ts memorandum of 1% March 1981 Sweden

ﬂxpressed the view that there is a very real aanger of mass destruction Dosed by
the dleﬂmlnatlon of radloactive substances in war. Vith this it had in mind the
danger of n111tary attacks on nuclear installations containing large amounts of
radioactive materials. Consequently, it demanded that a treaty banning radiological
‘weapons_must also provide for ﬁhe probibition of radiological warfare so as to
cover not bnly the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological
weapéns but also attacks on civilian nuclear'installations. Sweden therefore
propoeed that thc main_sourée of radiolozical warfare, i.e. attadks on nuclear
1nstallat10ns, should be menticoned eXplicitly™ in Artiele TII.

In this context, Swedan also contended that the protection of nueclear
installations provided fopr inlthe additional protocols to the Geneva Conventions
of 1949 (Article 55 of Protocol T and Article 15 of Protocol II) is not sufficient
for two roasons: firstly, these protocols cover only nuclear electrical generating
stations, thus omitting other installationsa containing large quantities of
radicactive méterials. Secondly, the purposs of the protocels is limited to
prov1d1na protection for the eivilian population in the viecinity of these
1n3tallatlons and they permit military considerations to take precedence over
humanitarian ones, thus allowing axecptions fFrow the protoetive provisions. For
the purpose of a comprcehonsive ban on radiclogical warfare, a radiological wbapons
troeaty mist, 80 as to “covir all important risks and have - no loopholes", -also:

znsure comprhhen51va protdetion for nuclear installations.-
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2. The present paper deals in section IT with the main substantive guestions
relating to a comprehensive ban on military attaciks on civilian nuclear installations.
This scetion is a rough summary of the remarks made by two experts from the
Federal Republic of Germany at the 1982 spring session of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Radiclogical Weapons. Section III then looks at the guestion of how such
installations can be protected in practice and comes to the conclusion that one should
examine how to improve the protection afforded by international customary law and
by the first additiomal protocel to the Geneva Convention of 1549. Section IV then
deals with the question of whether protective provisions should be drawn up within
the framework of a treaty bamning the develepment, production, sbockpiling and ° .
use of radiological weapons (radiological weapons treaty) or 2laborated in.separate
negotiations. Tt comes to the conclusion that the latter solution appears better .
and proposes that the link between the subject-matter of the radiclogical weapons
treaty and improved protection for nuclear installations be underscored by including
an obligation in the treaty for the 2arly commeéncement of negotiations on the latter.
z. In the present paper the torm "nuclcar installations® covers the following
nuclear power stations and other civilian installations containing a correspondingly
high amount of radicactive materials, the release of which would lead to an
unquantifiable loss of ecivilian life and/or render large areas of land unusable:

= power-generating and rescarch reactors; even if they are temporarily

or vermanently shut douwn,

- intermediate stores for spent fuel elements,

~ plants for reprocessing spent fuel clements,

- plants for producing mixed oxide fuel elements,

- containers for .transporting radicactive material between the aforementioned

nlants.
Specifically military nuclear installations, which pose problems of their own,
apre nof dealt with here.
II

Aspects of military attacks on nueleap installations

1. Significance of national safety regulations for nuclear installations

A decisive Fachbor in asssssing the offzets of military abbtacks onh nuclear

installations ars the safety scamlards which relate to the design and operation

CD/331
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of suech installations and are, owing to tea latter's dangerr s potential, the
prerequisite for the granting of planning permission by national authorities. These
standards are aimed -- as in the case of industrial plants -- at protection against
natural and .civilian influences and not against military Influences, but they also
afford some limited protection against the latter.  Of key importance in this

respect are the design features for withstanding static and dynamic loads as a

result of, for instance, earthquakes, aircraft crashes and lateral gas blast waves,
for example from chemical explosions, as well as redundant and protective design.
features performing containment and filtering functions and thus preventing the.
gscape of radionuclides in such cases,

"Cther nuclear installations might be designed in such a way that they are no
more vulnerable to military attacks than nuclear power stations.

Mational safety standards relating to nuclear installations differ greatly.
Moreover, iri the course of time they have undergone substantial changes within
individual countriesz so that various standards may apply in a single country,
as a result of which older installations are less well protected against external
effects than more recent ones. Obviously, in the case of low security standards
nueclear power installations are much more susceptible to military influences than
installations built in complianecs with high safety roguirements.

2. Effects of military atbacics on nuclear installations

It must be assumed that there are still nuclear power installations in
existence from which some of the radioactive substances would escape in the event
of an attack with conventional weapons (for instance, 1;000 kg TWT in o high-explosive
bomb ). - This applies all the more to attacks with nuclear weapons, The effects in
the individual case depend on a number of factors, such as
= distance from the installation and point of impact of the weapon
Yo type and power of the weapon
" type of ingtallation and its design features
- chemical and physic¢al nature of the nuclear substances contained

inh the installation
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- type and extent of the destruction of the installatiocn

- meteorological conditions at the time of the attack

- possibility of short-term measures to limit the damage sustained

‘by the installation.

.The effects of a nuclear explosive device on the decisive concrete structures,
i.e. containment, of a nuclear power station are confined to the blast wave.
(Thermal and radioactive radiation do not yield any perceptible effects). If the
explosive device impacts at a short distance from the installation, damage to the
containment can no longer be ruled out, which can under certaln circumstances lead
to a core melbdown. This would, howaver, have effects only hours later, (Only if
a sufficiently powerful nuclear explosive device directly hits the containment or
impacts in its immediate viecinity is it likely that the containment will be immediately
destroyed and that, in particularly unfavourable circumstances, the radicactive core
will partly evaporate. Even in such a c¢case the effects of the weapon's radionuclides
predominate for the first few weeks.) Other nuclear installations, in so far as
they have a containment similar to that of a reactor, behave more favourably in the’
event of an attack. with nuclear weapons since, as a rule, all systems pass into a safe
state (emergency cooling unnecessary) even vithout auxiliary energy supplies
(electricity, water) and the effects of the evapcration of nuclides, which is to
be expected in the event of a direct hit and may possibly exceed the efrfects of
the nuclear weapon, are falt several weeks later. '

Generally speaking, it oan be.said that the. escape of radioactive substances
from nuclear powWwer installatiﬁns produces barely calculable radielogical effects
which render large areas of land unusable to man for many decades.

L Probability of military attacks on nuclear installations

¢

The destruction of nuclear installations might in theory serve as a goal for
military force since in this way, with only a limited use of special-purpose
weapons, great damage can be achieved by releasing the radioactive material in
an installation. For instance, the impairement of energy supplies and the rasultant

impact on industry, infrastructure and defence might be considered a feasible goal.
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" However, the escape df radicactive substances in such installaticns can have

effects on the attacker's military operations, the nature and extent cf ﬁhich cannot
be precisely determined. In other wordg, an attack on a nuclear installation would
lead to uncertaii and scarcely calculabls factors in the altackeris operational
rlanning. Furthermore, the deliberate destruction of such installations in
conventional warfare would mean the start of an "indirect muclear war" and could
lead to unpredictable reactions 5y the other side. As it iz, the adversary's
energy supplies can be impaired without this risk by destroying conventlonal power
stations, transformers, etc. ' ‘

The use of muclear weapons against a muclear installation would, by destroying
the installation, increasze the radiological effects of the weapons used, Fowever,
nuclear—weapon States are not dependent on ihis effect, Thiz effect would,
moreover, be to thelr disadvaniage owing to the above-stated results,

On the whole, the destruction of a nucléaf'insfallailhn entails a consideravle
element of uncertainty for the destroyer owing to the incalculable radicactive
contamination., Moreover, the alttacker is 1ike1y-to be greally interested in taking
contrel of the valuable installations intact.

It can therefore be deduced from 2ll these aspects that there are stirocnger
arguments againgt a deliberate military attack on a nueclear insteallation.
Furthermore,it would run counter to the itrend in weapons technology towards precision
weapons whichk permit targets to he eiiminated by means of precisicn strikes with
limited and precisely calculable effects if one were, at the same time 1o plan fc
cause unquantifisble effecls by destroying nuclear insta:lations.

Jestruction of such installaticns by accidental ririkes is thefefore mere
probable than deliberate destruction. Acoidental strikes will depend primarily on
the type and extent of batties and their distance from the instailations. They
will, of course, become all the more probanle if *here are military targets in the
vicinity of the ins¥allations. Considerable importance therefore attachesz to the
question of whether there are nalional safety regulaticns stirulating that military
facilities and other wilitary targets must be located at a minimum distance from

miclear installations for reasons of safety,
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4. MNational repulatiocns on safe distances between military targets and nuclear
installations '

A number of countries have regﬁlations atipulating =afe distances between
potential military fargets and nuclear installations. They are designed to ensure
that, when military targets are attacked, neighbouring miclear installations are not
affected by accidental strikes or collateral damage, These distances are laid down
in the licensing procedure for such installations. The military authorities have to
ensure that the area around a nuclear power installation is kept free from all kinds
of military targets. The distance is caloulated by taling into account the
weapons that are likely 4o be used against a military target,.their potential
area éf dispersion, and the design of the installation.

I1I

Improved international protection for nuclear installations

1. Protective zones for rueclear installations

The only way of fully protecting nuclear installations against military attacks
is to establish protective zones. These zones would serve to ensure that _
everyone is acquainted with the location of all potentially dangercus Installations.
They would thus help to make the prohibifion of direct attacks on such installations
more effective and alse cause adversaries engaped in milltary action within the
protective ﬁone to take into.account the proximity of the installation so as to
avoid accidental strikes or collateral damage. The latter would require that the
protective zones be kept free from military installations and other targets. In
this connection, an inner and an cuter circle within a protective zone are
conceivakle: the iﬁner circle would be kept free from all targets, and the outer
- one free from particular types of targets (g hardened ones ). The protective
zones and the location of nuclear power installétions weuld have to be made known 6n
acceedihg to the relevant treaty, for instance by sxchanging lists. This would be
necessary not least because nuclear installaticns are net always identifiable as such.
Conspicucus markings visible from afar both in the air and on the ground would also
make for effective profection.

However, the establishment of protective zones for nuclear installations poses
considerable prcblems. As already mentioned, the safety standards for such
installations differ baiween htates and, in some casen, even within an individual

country. If protective zones were to be confined to the minimum requirements,
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gones ol different sizec would have to be established, iAlternatively, zones of a
gingle size could ke egfabliched worldwide in line with {assumes ) low cafety standarde.
In thiz case the zones would have to be fairly large. '
inother rreablem is posed by the fact that some countries have s high density
5f muclear installationsz, whilst in others they lie scottered far apart or exist
cnly in small numbers.  In the former countries, thers would thus be 2 ccrrespondingly
large number of yroteriive zones which, depending on the size of the countries and
the zones, would cover a subeitantial pari of the territory. Ls s result,
sanctuaries would exist in thewse counitries.
Tor these veazone it in a moot point wvhether proteciive zones can in fact be
catabliched in the near future.

2, Alternative solution

in alternative solution woull be To lay down o general ban cn attzcks on nuclear
installations, as alrecady envisaged for internaticnal conflicis in Lrticle 56 of
Aadditional Protoecl T to the Genevs {onvenftions. Although & general ban would nct

afford the same comprehensive protecticn for nuclear installaticns as would the

eatatlishment »f protective zones, it woil? nsne the less provide dzsirable additional
protection for such instaollaticons apainst militory avtacks. In other words, this '
eolution amounts to the rrepesal that one should examine how 4o improve the
protection afforded by internaticnal ~uetomary law and Additional Frotocol 1 to the
Ceneva Conventions of 1949, syeaifically isrticle 56. In irticle 56 (6) of the
latter the High Contracting Farties ave urped "to conclude further agreements among
themselves &~ wrovide additisnal wnrotention for objects containing dangerous ferces'.
Impraved protocticn for nuclear installaticns under international law would be
dazirable for variocus reasong. Far incisnce, by including orly nuclear power
stations and not other ruclear installations in idrticle 5f of Additional Protocol 1 ~-
sven if it ir azaumed that the latter are covered by the protection afforded by
general international law and cther previsions of the Frotocol -- one has not taken
into agccount the fact tkat the escape of raldicactive Substances from miclear
ingtallations has ths came hazardous effects as the escape of such substances from
nuclear power staticns. The vrotection afforded by Article 56 of the Protocol
could alse ve improved by other means: for example, by stipulating that certain
types of military activity are not nermitted within a specific area arcund nuclear
installations or by agreeing on the international exchange of lists of nrotected

installations.
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cealing vith the protecticn of nuclear installations in a racdiclogical weapons treaty

s Vhen virswing up provisicno designed to imonrove lthe prolection of nuclear
inztzilations, one would have to.prgceeﬁ from the existing legal situation and bath
deiine more ¢losssly the prekibition of attacks on such installations
which slrsady exists under international law.

Inteornations® law already containg the princivle that military attacks must be
directed primarily apainst military targeta. Furthermzre, in an armed conflict the
right of the varties to the ~onflict to choose methods or means of warfare 1ls net
unlimited, The princirle of commensursbility kaz %o be respected at all times,

Tkis profection ig expanded and defined in Aaditionsl Trotocel I to the
Geneva Oonventionz of 1947 relating to the Protection of Victime of International
irmed Conflicts, o
However, tne elaborstion of such provisions wouls greatly transcend the framework

irdtislly enwisaged for s oradiniogicsl waapens treaily and probably necessitate a

congidarakle amount of additionel time. Tt therefore aprears bert te desl with the

improved protection of muclear inntallationg in 2 serarate sgreement.
2 ancther reconn why it 23 praferskls to deal with the improved trstection of

mrelear instsliaticoneg in a sepsrate ¢ ie the fact that there azre majer

differences i1 subjenl-natier:

5 bmboon rediglogical weapons la desigred to vrevent the use of radinactive
suustancsn a8 weapons which, on decompositi-r, v2lease corpasculsr and/%q?
e;e?trcmagnetic rediation and thus constitute weapens of mass destructicon as defined

ir the 1947 United l=tions desolution. The wobeblirhment of nuclear installations,

on the other kand, is 27 course nct designed bo produce the effect of weapons,
Ingtead, these inslhallations wouwld be useld as weapons by ancther country, nct
'fesponsible for their establichment, when it destioys them. lThe princinle

miiitary effect of attaciks orn ruclear irstal)laticons would be a "muliiplicator effect”
sparied off by the weaper itself. Thiz is in principle comperable to the
Jentruchion ol a dam by conveniicral weapons and the resultant devaztating tidal

Wave.

0D /331

CD/RW/WE ., 40

page 9

4 radiclogical weapcns treaty, one of its purposes being -- as proposed by

Jweden —— the prohibition of radiclogical warfare, would thus cover two highly
different subject-matters: one of them would be the military use of icnizing
radiaticn Ly emrloying devices, weapens cr equipment specifically manufactured or
designed for radiclogical warfare, The other would be ilonizing radiation and its
harmful effects caused by the unspecified impact of weapons when nuclear
installatlons are damaged or destreyed during military attacks. The only common
denominator would be the use cof iorizing radiation for military purposes.
Furthermore, the actual content of a bvarn on radiclogical warfare would —— in so far
as it went beyond the prohibition of attacks on ¢ivilian nuclear inetallations —-
be hard to Jdetermine.
3 In view of the greal interest in improved proteciinn for nuclear installations
shown by numerous countries at the Geneva talks on a radiolopgicel weapons treaty,
it would appear advisable to inelude an article in this treaty which underscores
the 1link between the subject-matter of the treaty and improved prrtection for
niclear inastallations and thus leads to an eariy commencement of work on a specific
agreenent providing proteation for such ingtallations, In other words, the article
should be worded to the effect thai the Contracting Parties undertake to start

negntiations as soon as poasible on this subject,
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GOMMITIEE Op DISARMAMENT ¢D/345
' 14 Feﬁruary 1082
ENGIISH ,
Original: RUSSIAN

ENSURING THE SARG DEVELOPMENT op NUCLEAR ENERGY

(Propogal by

the group or socialiat countries)

; L. The group of socialigt
Committee on Disarmement of
of nuclear energy" and alse
negotistions with a view to
agreement on thig subject.

countries vrovoses the inclusion in the agenda of the

2 sepavete item entitled "Eosuring the safe development i
the establishment of an od hoc¢ working group to conduct |
the eleborstion of an sppropriate internations?

&
: 2, The group or focialist countries ig making this proposal becauge
it - of The adoption of international legal meamures for the proh
i < leading to the doliberate destruction of o
ime the socialigt countries bhelieve that
3 substantial

¥s since the

1 €8 smimilar in effee

it is in favour
thition of actieng .
! itvilian nuclear facilities, At the same
the elaboration and adoption of guch
contribution to the prevention of nuclear
destruction of civilian muelear facilities
t to those of a muclear explogion,

-

The question of ensuring the safe development of nuclear energy 1w exceplionaliy
portant and, urgent: it hag been under discussion for Many yearsy

Nov in bodieg
mament problems and in perticulsr in the Commiitee on Disarmament
ernaticonal Foruag, This being so, the groun of soncialigt
thot the hest place for the conduct of miltilateral negotiations
T is the Committee on Digsrmement,

28 well as other int
untries considers
this urgent matte

In proposing the

initiation of negatiatio
cialigt countries is

prompted alao by +the v
ned in its regolm
agis of a tonsensus, that the Comms
Niinue its search for a solutinn to the question
tacks on nuclear Facilities, including the gcope
Ut all proposals subnitted 4o it 4o thig and.
oD in certain other resolutions adopted by the Unit
thirty—seventh seggion, :

ns on this question
ecommendation of the
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» the group of

United Nations

r 1982, which wag

ttee on Dissrmament should

of the prehibition of military

of such prohibition, taking into
This question waa also touched

ed Nations General Aszemdly ot

The group of soclalist countries is convineed t

hat the separate considerstion of
matter in o working group of +the Uomnittee on Disarmament sat up g#pecially for

: Purpose would in fael be the begt w2y of carrying out bhis tosk effectively, In
- View of the group of socialist countries, the sdoplion of thig organizetional
tooch for the consideration of this question would at the some time Tacilitate
Wresy in th 4 e prohibition of radiological weapons, Tt ia no

‘% that the attempts to soive the vroblem of the pronibition of military attacks
Hvilian nueleap facilitics within the framevork of an agreement on the
Padiological

prohibition
3 weapons have proved 4o be the main ohstacle to progress in resolving
e these igouos,
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6. The group of socialist countries helieves that its submission of this proposal
provides a real possibility for the practical solution of the problem of the
prohibition of vediological weapons ss well ag of that of the prohibition of
military attacks on civilian nucleer focilities. The group of socialist countries
congiders that it 1s essentisl now to sel aside dissgreements on procedursl metters
end proceed without delsy to desl with the substence of these two questions, the
importance and urgency of which neo one is likely to dispute, The group of 50015115t
countries expeocts all States interegpted in the positive solubtion of thesc queuLlopd
to support this proposel.

ooand general
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e T VAT 13 207th piéfaty Hddting, on 29" Maksh 158%7%¢ne’ Commit%%e‘bn”%{ﬁékmﬁment
adopted the following decision, relating to item 5 on its agenda$ ﬂﬁbn%éiﬁgﬁh?ﬁ
doqument CD!358 which, inter aliaz reads° . S faws
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The Commit%ee decidas fo0" re=eétéﬁliah for thbfﬂu%atiﬁﬁjo?“&%%
198% session the Ad Hoc Working Groups on a Nucieaf et Bak E?fébﬁive
International Arrgngementa to Assure Non»Nuclea?=Weapon States Against
©i% e Uge Or Thirdaf” of 'lE" of‘Nuciﬁar ﬁe&pﬁnﬂ F@heﬁiéﬂ&rWéaﬁ &knd
Radiological Wéapons EE I shit et nes
i Y P I ;-.,'-,':i\ i ? '*n«"ic;,n
It is understood that the'adn®d workitig: grﬁups“mai sEé?tJﬁheir
wnfu work on thg\?qgl? of their former pandates:...‘uﬁ P I
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The ad hoc working groups will’ Pepbie e the Cammittes %%’the itbe
progress of’%ﬁ@ir work before the con¢lugion of its 1983 aession 1
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W TS0 *“~*“L‘ Ty ORGANIZATIOH“ﬂF WORK AND DOCUMENTATTION

» r ;ts 20gth ffaﬁary meeting, on 29 March 1983, the Committee on Disarmament
L";apgéinte m oF Curt. Lidgard,,EEprasentative of Sweden, a a‘Chairman~of thb
Ad -iod Wbrklng Gr%up “Dr, Lin KuOGChung of the Unlted Nations Department for
Disarmament ﬂffairs served as Secretary of the Ad Ho¢ Working Group.

& Kl Hbé working Group held slx meetings between 8 April ‘and 29 ﬁpﬂil and
between 1% Jane and 17 August 1983.

4. At its lst meetlng, on 8 April, the Ad Hoc Working Group, upon the Chairmants
sughestiod decided to° a5tablish” twb*grou (I and B) to undertake ‘#ubstintive
examinatiﬁés of the twcjﬁ%jcr ¥350da before the Working Group. ®/ Group A, under
the coordinatorship of the represéeiaklve of the United States of America, would
consjider questions, relating to "traditional radiological weapons subject matter"
and € #nuﬁfﬁp under thHe éb&bdinatoréhip of the representative offitn¥ Uffidn of Soviet
SociaIist’ spublies) q%bﬂld S¥Afrine issues related to prohibition of attacks against
nuclear Taeilithéd: VTt val'the undevhatanding that the question of linkage between
these two issues would be left aside for the time being and would be considered
inthe Ad HooWorking(ﬁ%bﬁ 1Ltseti.) t“the end of the oupient Session, '

s.rl

o 'r o ‘r

e o LS I 4T S S

coie, B ﬂhggiggation,wﬁhile notfapgasing the eatablishment of Group B, abstained
from partlcipaﬁlhg in tha E Group.
Y et e} ;Lﬂ iy . ko r €y =
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5. At their request, representatives of the fbilowiﬁg States, not membébslbf'the
Commlttee on Disarmament, were invited to participate in the meetings of the

Ad Hoo Hoo ‘Working Group during the 1983 session:

“i.; Lrelang, Norwey, Senegal and Spain.

Austria, Burundi, Finland, Greece,

6, In” carrying out ite mandate, thé Ad Hoc Working Group took into account |
paragraph Té of the Final Document of the first speclal sesalon of tha

. -

General Assembly devoted to disarmament.

It alao took into consideration the

relevant reconmandations of. the Inited Nations Disarmament Commission, in particular

those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament Decade in 1980.

In addition

to various resolutions adopted by the Genaral Assembly on the subject at its
previoua sessiona, the Working Group took intec account in partloular

resolution.j?!??ﬂ of the General Assembly.

"'Pead as fqllowa'

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of that reaolution

[ . : " -
'-.HE-‘-.;E,- P Aherie

_ i _ oyt
"1. Requests the Commitiee on Disarmament to vontinue negotiations with’
a view to an early conclusion of the slaboration of a treaty prohibiting
the development, production, sbtockpliling and use of radiclogleal wseapons,

in opder that it may be submitted to the General Assembly at 1ts

thirty-eighth sesaion'
,"_'? -

o
Ay %
“i R

._\_1

?; _ Further requeats ﬁhe Committee on Disarmament to. continue fts search

for a solution to the question of prohibition or military attacks on
nuclear facilities, including the scope of such prohibiticn, taking into
ageount all proposals, submitted to 1t to this end;™ : .

T. During the 1983 aession, the Ad Hoc werking Group had befupre it tha foliowing

additiona} documents for consideration:

(1} 001345 "

@) - cnxawxwpu41 i
(cn;374g L e

Tl

(3),. CDIRW/WR.42. .

(4). , CO/RUINRAS B

(7) CD/RW/WP.46
L o S G R 1 O TR

o 1ud5). CDIRM/WP.44

(6) CD/RW/WP.45 and Corr.l :_EJLJ

(8) CD/RW/WP.4T

. Upited. Kingdom,”
. __Heapons and the soope of a. Radiologioal
. Weapons Traaty”(l3 April 1983):.

- fhairman‘s Working Paper:

i'TGroups A and B (29 April 1983);.
" Sweden:

-‘;) b—’ ’ 0
A Group of Soeialiat Countries' Ensuring
the Safe Development of Nuclear Energy

(14 February 1983):

4~

Definltiog of Radiological

Meet;ngs in
the Piret Part of 1983 Sesaion ..
(14 April 1983}

Chalrman's Working Péﬁe;'" Meetipgs ip
the Second Part of 1983 Seaaiom
{26 April 198%):

L

Chairman's Working Paper, containing-J
Coordinators' progress reports of -

Complianaa and Verificatiqn
18T June 198%);

Proposal by the delegation of the

'"lﬂﬂnited States of Amarica (16 June 1983),

United Kingdom. The Prohlbition of
Attacks on Nuclear Facilltlies
(30 June 1983);

Ch/414
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Group of 21: “Proposal For an Article on
"Panceful Uses" (30 June 198%);

(9) CD/RW/WP.48

Japan: Proposal for Article I
hafinition") Article II- ("Scope of
Prohibition") and the reldted Article

(6 July 1963); '

(10) CD/RW/WP.49

A'Eompilqbion of types or categories of
nuclear facilities to bhe considered
(9 August 1983);.

(11) CD/RU/WP.50

A compilation of alternative mechanisms
. for the linkage between "traditicnal
radiologlcal weapons subijest mattes" and -
"opohtbibion of attacks against nuelear
facilities" (11 August 198%);

(12) CD/RW/WP.5I

Suggestions by the’ Coordinator on the-
Issues of Definition, Peaceful Uses, and
Belationship to Other Agreefients

(28 April "1983%);

(13) CD/RW/CRP,19

{14) CDH/RW/CRP.20 Suggestions by the Coordinator for the
" Strusture of a Treaty Prohibiting

.Radiological Weapons (23 dune 1983);

Submipaion by the Coordinator of Croup A
o o e, (3 August 1983);

(15} CD/RW/CRP.20/Rev.l

(16) CD/RW/CRP.21/Rev.l Report of Group A (9 August 1983);
Report of Group B on the questlon of

. prohibition of abtacka against nuelear
" facilities (12 August’ 1983), .

[ -

(17} CD/RW/CRP.22/Rev.2 _

(18) CD/RW/CRP.23 Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Working Group

on Radlological Weapons (1L hugust 1983);

A list of proposals regarding the guestion
of prohibitlon of attacks againet nuclear
facilitles (10 August 1983 ).

(19} CD/RW/CRP.24 ..

During the course of deliberations in the.Working Group, as well as in Groups A
and B, the Becretariat also preparéd a number of informal working papers with a
view to azaisting the work of the Groups. They are listed as follows:

(1) Compilation. of texts ‘regarding . "Definltion“ and "Scope of Prohibition" aa .
contained in CD/31,. /32, CD!RHIWP 20 and Cﬁ/HWIWP 39;

(2)"Compilation of texts regarding "Peaceful Usea“ as contuined in CD!31
Ch/32, CD/RW/WP,20 and CD/RW/WP.39;

{3) Compilation of texts regarding "Relationship with other disarmament measures
and agreements” as contalned in CD/31, CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and CD/RW/HWP.39;
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(4} Compilation of texts regarding "Compliance and Verification" as contained
in CD/31, CD/32, CD/RW/WP.20 and CD/RW/WEP.39;

(%) A list of proposed draft treaties on radloleogical weapons:

(6) A 1ist of prqpcaals on the draft preamble part of the Treaty on Radiological
Wespons

{(7) A list of proposala .on "Definition” and "Scope of Prohibition" parts of the
Treaty on Radiological Weapons,

{8) A list of propoaals oh "Peacefui Uses" part of the Treaty on Radiologlcal
Weapons, . - e

{9) A:list of- prpposals on "Relationahip with cther disarmament measures and
agreements"- part of . the Treaty on Radiological Weapons;

{10) A list of proposals on “Compliance and Verification" part of the Treaty on
Radiological Heapons' . : . _ _

(11) ﬁ list ef praposals on "Amendments', "Fev;ew Conferences', "Duration and
Withdrawal”, "Adherence, Entry into Force, Depositary" parts of the Treaty
on Radiologieal weapons'

(12) A list of proposals on "ﬁnnex“ part of the Treaty on Radiological weapons,ll

(13) A List of proposal& regarding the question of prohibltion of attackm against
nuclear Tacilitiess . . L

(14) A compilation of texts of proviaiona'ccntained in certain existing legal

instrumentg regarding the ¢guestion .of prohibltion of atbtaocks against uelear |

fao:lltﬂes,

{(15) Ccmpllation of specific: proposals which may facilitate the Formulation of
a list of criteria regarding the scope of prohibition of attacks against
nuclaar facilltiaﬂ,

N1 ta

(16)fﬁ>preliminary list of types or categoriea of nuclear facilities to be

con31dered'

(17) A 0ompilation of altPrnative mechaniams for the linkage between “Traditional' F

radlological weapons subject matter" and “prohibition of attacks agalnst
nuclear faoilities"

. IIE.”,SUBSTANTIVE NEGOTIATIONS ON THE supdgct’ | T e

L - DURING THE 1983 SESSION

[ S

8. In-accordance with the Programpe of :Werk .adopted. by the Ad Hoc Working Group

ag contained in document CD/RW/WE43, Gpoups A'and B held three meetings eaéh -
hetween 1) and 28 April, under the coordinatorship of Mp. Morris D. Busby (USA)
and Mr. Yury Nazarkin-(USSR) respectively. The Coordinators of, Groups A and B .
submitted progresz reports, a2 contained in Annexes I and I of

document CD/RW/WP.A4 respectively.

-y
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9. Duving the . second part of the 1983 session, Group A held nine mestings
between 13 June and 8 August, under the coordinatorship of Mr. Morris D. Busby (USA).

The Coordinzior submltted the report of the Group on its work to the Ad Hoe Working .-

Group on Radiological Weapons, as contalined in Annex I of this report. Group B B
held 1l meetings bTeilwoun 21 Juneé and 12 August under the coordinatorship of

Mr. Boris P. Prokofiev {USSR). The Coordinator submitted the report of the Group
on 1ts work to the Ad_He hoc working hroup on Radiological Weapons, as contalned in
Annex II of this report. Yol .

10, At its”ﬂth arid gth"meéﬁiﬂgs, on. 1L and 15 August, the Ad Hoc Working Group
consldered the questlon of Tinkage between the two m&jnr issuea before “the

Working Crﬂup, pamely ™praditienal radiclogical weapons aubject matter” and. -
tprohibition of atbacks againdt nuclear facilitiea™.. Taming inte account’ variaus;‘
suggestions . and proposals made by dalegations, the S&cretarlat preparsd a
compilation: of alternative mechanisms for the linkame betweéh them (CD/RW/WP. 51).
The compilation contains the following alternative mechanisma: n

{1) One single treaty on-radiological-weapons coverlng both issues, in light of
the fact that attacks against nuu&@ar facilities, eould be tantamount to the
use of" radiological weapons, . . . .o

(2) One general treaty on ra&iologioai weapons eontailning two prctocols namely-
Probocol i deallng wibh Mraditionpl radiological weapons subject matter®
. and Pretocol I dcaiing with Uprohibition of attacka against nuclear .
“facilstﬂea“ ' S _ o

(3} One treaty with cue protocel, sither integral or opticnal, néméiy{ the
treaty itaelf dealing with ™braditional radiological weapons aubject
matter® and the protoool desling with "prohiblbion of atltacks agalnat
nuclear facilities®;

{4} Two separate treaties dealing with the two lasues wlth clauses of
undersianding that the conclusion of one treaty will be pending the
concluslion of the other treaty;

{8) One breaty dealing with "traditlional radiological weapons subject matter,
with olauses of understanding that the relevant provisions contained in
the exisbing legal insiruments, in partlcular, the Additional Frotocol I
of 1977 to the Geneva Conventions of 1949 should be amended in such a
manner that the questlion of "prohlbition of attacks against nuclear
facillities™ he fully covered;

(6) Two separate treaties dealing with the two issues independently without
any linkage.

In addition thae following alternative machanlsms werse suggesbed:
(1) One treaty on the "craditional pradiologlcal weapons subject matter™ with

the iosevtion of a olause sitipulating that the Contracting Partles
uitdertake to start negotlatlons as acon as posalble on the prohibition of

attacks against nuelzar facilities.

{2) One treaty dealing with the Ytraditional radiclogical weapons subject
mather " couid have olauzes of understanding to the effect that the
question of prohibiting military attacks against nuclear facilitles,
including tha queation af the scope of auch a prohiblition, be further
conaidered with a view ta reaching agreemant on these 1asues,
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On the bagis of this compilation delegations had a general exchange of views. The
discussions revealed that positions of delegations on this question continued to be

conslderably far apart from each other.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS AND- RECOMMENDATIONS

1%, Although certain outstanding issuea continued to vamain 1A the- “traditional ,
radiolog;pal weapons subjeqt matter" the axtenzive diﬂcussions and intensive
negotiations in Group A have further clarified many of the problems invelved and

would pave the way for Future work on the subject. The substantive examination of "™

the question of prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities in Group B was
considered useful and necessary and {o have led to a better comprehension of the
problems. The various pogitions of delegations, especially as to the acope of
prohibition and legal. aspects, of’ the issue, were clarifisd, The discussion-
contributed conpiderably to the examination of common approachea and of potentizl
activities of.the Group in the future. _ :

12. It was recognized that the “traditional radiclogical weapons subjecht matter®
and the question of prehibition of attacks against nuclear facilities were
important and. that fhese issues needed solution. The Committee on Disarmament
could continue to be the wmost appropriate forum o deal with them,

13. The Ad Hoe Working Group agreed to recommend to the Committee on Dinarmament

to re-establish an ad hoc working, group at the beginning of its 1984 session to
continue its work ‘and in that’ contaxt to review and assess how basi ho make progress
on the subject matter.

o o
ol i
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ANNEX I

UD/RW/CR’P .21/Rev.1

9 August 1983
Original: ENGLISH

COMMITTEE ON DISARMAMENT

Ad Hoo Working Group on
Radiological Weapons
Group A

REPORT OF GROUP A

1. As requesied by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiologlcal
Weapona on 8 April 1983, Group A has considered the subject of radiclogical wespons
in the "traditicnal™ sense. A separate group was requested to deml with the
question of prohibition of military attecks on nuclear facilities. Group A held

12 meetings during the course of this session. The purpose of Group A, as defined
by the Chairman, was bo ",..try to solve the still oulstanding substantive ilssues
and leave for the time being the question of the linkage belween them."

2. At its initisl meeting on 1L April 1983%, Group A decided on a Working method
whereby there would be substantive discussion of four outstanding isoues: the
question of a definition of radiologicval weeponss the question of an appropriate
article in the treaty regarding pesceful uses; the question of undertakings and
obligations of sialtes in the related field of nuclear disarmament; and the guestion
of compliance provigions. The Co-ordinator proposed, and the Group agreed, thal
negobiations should be held on these issues, based on all existing propossls as
well as suggested compromise texts which the Co-ordinator would prepare and present
to the Group, in order to arrive at accommodations. Group A would attempt to find
consensus end to forward to the full BW Working Group am overall treaty textb.

5+ Based on previously submitted consolidated texbts and all relevant proposals,
Group A considersd esch of the four outstending issues. I¥n this context, Group A
took note of and expreased appreciation for the efforts of previous chairmen of

the Radiclogical Wespons Working Group, Ambagsador Komives of Hungary and
Ambesaador Wegenar of the Federal Republic of Germany. During the course of these
deliverations, the Co-ordinetor submitied, on his own responsibility, several
suggestions for compromise {CD/BW/CRF,20) which were in turn disoussed by the Group.

4. Differences on matters of substence remain. On 3 August 1983, the
Co~ordinator preprred a congolidated negotiamting text of a radiclogical weaponse
treaty (CD/RW/CRP. 20/Rev.l) and submitted it to the Group. The purpose of the
Co-ordinator!s text was to reflect in a single document the state of the
negotiations, including areas of agreement and digagreement. The Co-ocrdinator
pointed out that the ftext contained internal brackets and in soms cases elternative
Language. This method had heen employed not to indicate agreement on the
unhracketed portion of the text bul, rather, to highlight key issues upon which
subsaguent negotiationz should focus.

5.  The Group considerad the Co~ordinator's text. There wag no agrecement on the
text, but the Group agreed thal the Co-ordinator forward it, along with this report,

o to the Radiologicsl Weapons Working Group, it being understood that the text was

rrepared on his ouwn responsibility.
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Annex to ANWEX I

CUD/RW/CRP. 20/Rev. 1
.3 Augu._st 1983
Original: BNGLISH
MITTEE QU DISARMAMENT
Joc Working Group on
liological Weapons
up A

Su‘nﬂssion by the Oo-—ordins.toii' o

~ Attachéd, for consideration of Group A, is a draft Treaty Prohibiting
liological Weapons, which has been prepared following consultationsg with
agations, as agreed at the meeting of Group A on & July 1983, The draft
ludes provisions regarding verification snmd consultation/compliance
cedures which it had not been possible to include in CD/RW/CRP,20,

achment: as stated.
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TREATY PROOIBITING RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

. The Btates Pariies to thig Treaty,

Determined to strengthen intexnational peace and security and to preserve
mankind Frem the danger of new means of warfare,

Degiring to conﬁribute to the cause of halting the arme race anﬂ.raéognizimg
that an agreement on the prohibition of radiological wespons would cortribuie to

this end,

[Affirming the obligation of all States] [Detormined] to pureue negotiatione
in good faith on effective measures relating %o the prohibliiion of recognized
weapong of mass destruction and to bring aboub general and complete digarmanant
under strict and effective international comteol,

Reaffirming in thie regard the vrgency of the pursuit and early conclugion
of negotiations on effgebive measures aimed at the cessation of the nuclear arms

race and muclear disarpement, s
Noting the provisions contained in other hgresierts. selating to this-
objective, - S N _ .
Consoious that the use of [any form of] radiological weapons could have
devastating consequences for mankind,

Strecsing therefore the partlcular importence of accession o this Treaty by
the greatest possible mumber of States,

[Affirming the principle thet the benefits of peaceful applications of
radicactive materials should be available %o all Btates Parties to this Treaty,
with due consideration for the meeds of the developing sountries, and recognizing
the need for peaceful uses of sources of radistion from radicactive decay in

diffevent fields of human activities,)

Recalling that the General Assembly of the United Nations has urged the
prohibition of the development, profduction, atockpiling, and uge of radiological
weaponsd,

Have agreed as follows:

Article 1

1. TBach State Panty to thie Treaty unflerbakes never wmder any olrcumsbances to
develop, produce, gtockpile, otherwise acquire or POSSESE, transfer, or use
radiological weapons., For the purposes of this Treaty, the berm “radiological

weapon' means: . _ o
(a) Any device, including any weapon OF squipment, mpecifically designed

to employ radioactive material by disseminating it to cause destruction, damage,
or injuey by means of the radistion produced by the decsy of puch material;

UD/414
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(py Aoy wedicactive material specifically [designed] for emplo ty, by i
dismemination, 5o cause destruction, damage, or injury by mes oyment, by its
A : ; Ty means of th ia
produced by the decay of such mater;al. o ! -:? e e,r&a l.an

2. lach State Party to this Treaty also undartwkpé ne 3 i s tanc
: . this Treaty o ake ver under any circumstances
;2_empl?g;dellberately,;?y:;tspdlsseminaticn, any radiocactive material to cause ’
aﬁm@@,Mmm?m¢mmy@ﬁmm0fﬂ&m@hﬁwpmmwdwﬁMdmwof
such material, whether or net such material is specilically defined as a

radiological weapon in paragraph 1 of this arbicle, 7

3. Bach State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assisth,
eNoouTage or Iinduce Iy Person, State, group of States, or internationel
;ﬁgﬁ?;ﬁftlon-tg engage in any of the activities vhich the States FParties to the

aty have wmdextaken not {o engage in under the oviaie:
of this article, e = 0% the grovisions of pavaguphe Land @

- [Article IT

1. [Bach State Pavty to this Tre#ty undertakea to

_ : : this : s contribute {to the fullest
poasxble.gxtenﬁ] [fullylftq the strengthening of internatiomal to-operation in
the_peacgiul uses of radiogetive materiels and of sources of radiation from
radiocactive decayl, and to the development of adeguate measures of protection for

‘ all=8tatas_ag&inst haxmful effects of radiation].

2. Fach State‘farty to.this Treaty tmdortalkes to f.fh " by , i

oh Pax : -mdertakes to facilitete,” and bas the might
todpar?lclya?e in, the [fqllgsi possible] [full] exchangs af'équipmant, materiale,
and scientific-and technological information regearding -the peaceful uses weferred

to in pavagraph 1 of this article, taking into decount thée needs of the developing

sountrica.

3. - Kothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inaliensble
right of the States Partiep. to this Treaty to develop and &pply théirrprogramﬁés
for the peaceful uses of nuclear enorgy and to intefhatiohal*boébperafion.in-fﬁis
field[, conglgtent wilth the need to prevent the proliferastion of nucleam'weaybﬁs]'
and no provisions of this Treaty shall hinder the use of sources of radiation ’

from radicactive decay for. peaceful purposes, in accordance with generally

Ezgo?nized principles and applicsble rules of international law concerming such

‘Article TIf
. Bach State Party to this Treaty undertake -
: Cthig Treaty akes to prevent loss of and +to prohibit
and prevent diversion. to radiolégical weapons of vadi herd ; %o
b s fon sodh eabo xad _weaponi radioactive mater1a1§ that might
Azticle’IV -

Bach State Party Lo this Treaty undertakéa; in.acsbrdaﬁcé'with-iia

- congtitubional procedures,. o take any measures which it considers necessary

Lo prohibit and prevent any activily in vi e P e :
3 D : ¥ in violation of the provigions.of th
Treaty anywhere under -ite jurisdiction or control. F ons ot he
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Articlegz_

{1, The provisions of this Teesty shall not apply to nuclear explosive devices or: -
bo madiocactive maberisl produced by thew]. -
2, Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting ox
detracting from any existing rules of international law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or dotracting from obligations assumed by the Btates Parties
wnder eny other relevant intermaiional agreement. - :

sEhas [Article ¥ bis
TheuﬁtétééaParfies to this Treaty underteke to pursue nrgently negotiations
for the cesgation of the nuclear arms Tace, the conclusion of effective umgasures - ..
to prevent the use or threat of mae of nuclear weapona, and the achievement of -, ..«
nuclear Aisarmament,] -

hrtiele VI

1, Theré%ﬁtetharties %o this Treaty undertake to consult one another and. to
co-operate: in solving any problems which may be raiged in relation to-.the
objectives of, or in the application of +he provieions of, the Treaty.

5, Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this article may also be undertaken
thriough appropriate international procedures within the framework of the

United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international

procedures may include the services of appropriate International organizations,

o woll as of a consultative commitiee and a fact~finding pehel as provided for

in article VII of this Treaty. o ' : .

%, The States Parties to this Treaty shall exchange to the fullest posaible
extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, information dsemed necessary to provide .
saeurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Troaty. - ;

Article VII

1. ' .For the purpose.of effective fullilment of peragraph 2 of article VI of this
Treaty, & consultative comuittee and a standing fact-finding panel shall ‘ve
established, %Their funclions and Tules of procedure are sstablished in

Armexes I and IT, respectively, vhich congtitute integral parts of the Treaty.
9. Aoy State Party to thig Treaty which has reasons o believe that any other
State Party may not be In compliance with the provisione of the Treaty, or which
has concerns about a rélnted situation which way be considersd ambliguous, and is
not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided for under article VI
of +the Treaty, mey request the Depositary to initiate an inguiry to ascertain

the facts. BSuch a reguest should include all relevant infommation, as well as
all possible evidence supporting ite validity.

3, Por the purposes sel forth in paragraph 2 of this article, the Depositary
ghall convens ag soon as possible, and in any case within 10 daye of the receipt -
of a request from any State Party, the atanding fact-findlng panel -established
pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article.

eTENE
Armex to  ANNEX I
rage 5

4,  If the possibilities for fact~findin, ‘

. ~finding pursuant to paragraphe 2 and 3 of this
gzitgle]hﬁve hggn exhausted withouh.zésolubion of the problam,P[five or zoxe States
vhies] {any ?ta?e Party]lmay_requmsﬁ the Depositary to convene a meeting of the

conaultative . comnities . of. Btatés Parties 6 conaider the matter. | 0 - '

o g Ty L Ay L AR kes to cowoperate te the Pullest
possible extent with the consnliative commiiber 7ith “he Tactfinding wanel'
Vith & view to faoititating Mefr werke o W fact-finding penel .

60 Tioh Btate Panty 4 this Teonty widortakes to trovide asslsbamce.  id
o Dgoh Yo b cPreaty wndertakes to provide assistance, in
gic?rdance with the provisions of the Charter-of the United Nations '%ofhﬁft
ate Party to the Treaty which hag been harmed or is 1ikely to be harmed as a
cavesudtof violationref the Treaty, ) R S . Ue Rrmet A
L P R o , P
[7. The Pioviaions of this article | ' L o S
: s - shall not be interpreted as affecting the -
ﬁiﬁﬁiuﬁ%ﬂ‘iﬁ;ﬁg of States Jartles mdsr the Charter of the United N&tifnf:e
_”. R & toithe attention of the Saourity .. _, : o
mmhmmwmhwmmmmm} : , ?lwﬁwm%p®®%W$WPﬁ.“

G m i Aol VITE
l. Any State‘Partf.{o\thialeeat S R SR T T R
g Y may propose amendments to the Treaty. Th
text of any proposed amemdment shall be bubmitted to the Depositary whg shali
promptly cirvculate it to all States Parties. ’ -

Eg.ség§x$ﬁtaﬁ§-Party proposing amendments “to this Treaty may roquést' the Dépositary
b 'd e views of the States Parties en whether a conference ghoild bl convened
conai gr.the prqposal. Therevpon, I1f requested to do so by a majority of the
aStaﬁearParﬁlesg'tha Depositary dheil! convene .a conference to which 1 ‘shall invite
all Stetes Parties to dongidex such a propvsal.]r - BT PR R T Wﬁ

3. An amendment shall enter into for , rreoty
] . . : ce for all States Parties to this Treatl
which‘havg.aecepﬁaqlmﬁ,-upon ‘the deposit. with the’ﬁ@poaitéxyiefiinéﬁruménté“ﬁg
?gsggtﬁggg by‘a“maqoylty of the States Partiams, -Thereaftexr, it ahall enter into”-
I‘ " - ] - . )
acceptance?ny emaining State Party on the date of deposit of ite impitrutent of -

+

Co ARBIOle TE o .ot o
1. Thig Treaty shall be df ﬁnlimited a“rétiom, . S S .

2., Bach State Party. to this Troaty shall in efevcieing 1ta netionsl soversiemty
i b : shall . in. eXe: ng ltg nafional soverelgnt,
haze.ﬁhalrighﬁatm withdraw Lrom the wreatw-ifﬁit'decides-thaﬁiéxtﬁaoﬁ&inaﬁyﬂasgﬁga
Te ated 1o bh? subject matter of:this Dreaty, have jeopardized the supméme - IR
gnteresta of its cquntry. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other
tates Par“l-:mr?s[:i% [fand] %o 'the. Depositaryf, and to the United Natioms i ...

Security Cowneil] three monthe in advance, Sush notife shall' inecludd a sﬁé%éméﬁt'<

of the extracrdinary events it regerds as having jeopsrdized ite supreme intevestis.
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brticles X

1. [Pive] [Ten] years after entry into force of +this Treaty, a conference of .
States Parties shall be convened by the Depositary to review the [scape and]
operation of the Treaty, with a view %o assuring that the purposes of the preamble
and’ the provigions of the Treaty are being realized [and to consider eny propogals
for amendmente then pending]. Such review shail take into account any new .. .
goientific and technological develofmants [Likely to affect the provisions of]

[relevant to] the Treaty, [States | not Parties] [signatories] o the Treaty shall
be invited to the conference as observers, ] B .

2, At intervals of five years thereafter, a majority of States Parties may obtain

3 i 13 I ) ’
by submitting a proposal to this effect to the Depositary, the convening of fuprther

conferondes with the same objestives,

3+ If no rveview conference ham been convensd within 10 years following the
conclusion of the previous review conference, the Depositary'shall_solicit the
views of all States Parties on the holding of such a conference, If one-third
or 10 of the States Parties, whichever muiber is less, respond affirmatively,
the Dgpositary_ahall teke immediate steps to conveme the conferance,

Article XT

L. This Treaty shall be open to all States for signature, Any State vhich does

"poﬁ~sigﬁ’the Treaty before its entry into force in accordance with Pazagrapl 3 of.
thls article may accede to 1t gt any time, e T
‘24" This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. Instrumsnta
of ratification or sccexsion shall be deposited with the Secretary-Genersl of the
United Nations. |

3o - This-Teeaty shall enter into foroe.upoﬁ the deposit of instruments of
ratification by [fifteen) [ twenty] governments in accordence with paragraph 2
of this’ epficle, ~ ~ . . A

4. Tor States whose instruments of vatification op accession are deposited after
the entry into force of this Treaty, it shell enter into force on the date of the
deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.

5,__|The_Depositaxy shall promptly infoxm a1l signatory and acceding States of the
Gate of ‘each mignature, the date of deposit of .each instrument of ratification or
accesaton, and the date of enbry inte foree of this Treaty and of sny amendments
thereto,’ as well as of the receipt of other notices, - . : et
s This Treaty shall be regiotered by ‘the Depositary in accordance with
Article 102 of the Charber of ‘the United Nations, :

Article XII

This Treaty, of which the English, Arabic, Chinesge, French, Russian and
Spanish texts are equally authentic, shall be deposited with the Secretary-General
of the United Rations, who shall send certified copies thereos to the
governments of the slgnatory and acceding States,
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[ConaultatiVE,Gommittee]

1.” - The sonsultstive committee of States Parti?s[, i? adgi%iz? tzoeizzz%ighigg the
pot-findi ‘ i : ; 1I,] ehall underteke
fact-finding panel as provided for in sonex s ] Sioto Borty] ermating o
d ' be raised by the [States Parties] [State Party] reg : a

B ton oo may_bg toe. i the assembled States Pexrtiss shall - .

ing- of the committee, For this purpose, e a | 29 shall
%:e;iﬁgtied to request and receive any information vhich a State Party is in-a
position to communicate,

-2 The wofk of ﬁﬁe consultative commititee shall be organized in such a way as to-

pexmit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of this amnex. The

i ad i i to the organization of ite
omni shall {decide procédural questione relative ; : o
:ggrk]tfzzkghgecigionS]; ﬁheré possible by’congenapﬁgdbut otherwise bg_auggqo?;:yj_
of those present and voting, |[There shall he 'no vobing on m&tters-q_fsj #gn e

The chairman shall have no vote. .

3 Any State Party may participate in the work of the ¢qnsgltative cogglgze%:
Eéﬁh'repreééntative on the commitiee may be assisted at méetings by advisers.

4, The Depoéitary or his representative shall serve’ as chailrmen of the_- s
commithae ' : ’ : C

5. The consultative cotmitbee shall be convened by its ohairmes s

(&) 'withinl50 days after entry into force of tﬁia Treaty for the purpope
of establishing the standing fact-finding panel; : :

(bj] as soon as posaible and in any case within 30 days after a request fox
a meeting pursnant to'paragraph 4 of article VII of the Treaty,

6. Each Stete Party shall have the right, through the chairman, to requeat

from Btatés and from international organizations such information and sssistance - -

. - ; IR
as the State Party considers desirable for the accomplishment ofvthe-gommlttee 8
work,

L3 ' . - - d
’ ~501 Vi ting, incorporating all views an
+ A'summary of any [problem-solving] meeting, _ ;
Informazioﬁ pgesented during the meeting, shall be prepared. The chglrm@n qhall

distribute the summaxry to all-Staﬁes Parties,
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ANNEX 1T

[ Pact-PFinding Panelj

L, 'The standing fect-finding panel shall uvndertake to make appropriaste findings .-
of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem veferred to it by the o
Depositary purguant to paragraph. 3 of article VII of this Treaty. [Pursuan% oo
paragraph 5 of article VIT of the Treaty, the fact-finding panel may carry out
on—-gibe . investigations when necespary. ] R : : : o

[2, The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than 15 menbers
representing State Partiea: C o e

(a) Ten membere shall be appointed by-the | chairman] [consultative commiltes]
after consultation with Siaies Parties, In, selecting these members {ue regard shall
be given:'to ensuring an appropriate geographic balance. Members shall be named fo
a two~year period, with five members being replaced each year; _ .

{93 ;30 addition, those permanent wembers of the United Nations Security Council
who are parties to the Treaty shall also be represented on the,f@oﬁeﬁindingvpanel.]

[2. "The fact~-finding panel shall be composed of not.more ﬁbmqi(blank},membexm
representing States Parties. MNembers of the initial pancl shall be appoinbed by.
the [ chairman, af%er consulteticn with States Parties,| [consultative commitbtec]
at its firet meebing, ons~third being named for one year, one-third for two years,
and one-third for three years. Thereafter all members shall be named for a '
three-year period by the chairman. [of the censultative ooinni ttee,  following
principles decided by the commitbee during its firast meetiug'anﬁj_after
consultation with States Parties. In selecting the members, due regard shall be
given to ensuring an, appropriate geographical balance.,)]

- : - L
3 fach member may be assisted by one or move advisers,

4. - 'he Depositary or his representative shall serve as.chalrman of the paﬁe@[,
unless the panel decides otherwise uvnder the procedures established in .
paragraph 5 of this anmex).

5.  The work of the fact-finding panel shall be crganized in such a way ag lo
permit it ko perform the functions set forth in paragroph 1 of this agnex.-}Lht .
the first meeting of the panel, to be held not later than 60 daye after ite. = .
establighment [by the consultative committee], the Depositary shall submit
recommendations, based on consuliations with Btates Partiez and signatories, as
to the organization of the work of the panel, incluvding any necessary resources. |
[The panel shall decgide procedural questions relative to the orgonization of its
work, where possible by consensus, but otherwise by a majorilty of those present
and voting. There ghall be no vobing on matbers of substance,] [The panel
ghall take decisions, where posaible by consensus, but otherwise by a majority
of thoge present and voting.| The chairman shall have no vote,

CD/414
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6. Fach member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request From States
and from international organizations such imformation and assistance as the membex
congiders desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel,

T« The State Pawty requesting the inquiry and any State Paxty againet which +he
inquiry ie directed shall have the right 1o [participate in the work of the panel]
[be represented at meetings but may not teke part in decisions], whether ox not
they are merbers of the penel,

8. The fact-finding panel shall, without delay, transmit to [ the Depositary]
[a1l States Paxties] a xeport om its work, including its findings of fact and
incorporating all views and information presented to the panel during ite
proceedingsf .] [, together with such recommendations as 1t may deem appropriate.
If the panel is unable to secure rufficient® data for factual findings, it shall
state the reasons for ithat insbility.] [The Depositary shall distribute the
report to all States Parties,]
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ANNEX TI
TEE ON DISARMAMENT D /5 /CRP, 22/Rev. 2
 Working Group on 12 Avgust 1983
ogical Weapons ' Originals ENGLISH. ..

B

REPORT OF GROUFR B ON THE QUESTION OF PROEIBITION
UF AT'TACKS AGATNST NUCLEAR FACILITIES

I, INPRODUCT TON

n accordance with the decision adopted by the Ad Hoo Working Group on
ogical Weapons at its firat meeting on 8 April) 198%, Group B wss

ished with the purpoge of considering the question of prohibition of

8 against ruclear facilities with the understanding that the question of
e between this issue snd the "traditiomal radiological weapons subjecd

" would he left asgide for the time being.

n carrying out of ita task, Group B teok into account all relevant proposals
ted on the smubject and held three meetings between 18 and 28 April, under the
inaborghip of Mr. Yury K. Nazarkin, repregentative of the Union of Soviet

ist Republics, during the first part of 1983 gession., The Group devoted its
s to the consgideration of various issues involved in the svbject such as
legal question, zones, ss well as compliance and verification., At the

sion of the first part of the 1983 gassion, the Co-ordinator submitted a

ss report on the work of Group B of the Ad Hoc Working Group on Radiclogicsl
g at its second megting held on 29 Aprll 1983, as oontalned in fnnex IT of .
at CD/RW/WP. 444 }

uring the second part of 1983 session, Group B held 14 meetings between

e and 12 August under the Co-ordinstorship of Mr. Boris P. Prokofiev,
entative of the Union of Soviel Socialist Republics, At the initial

g of this period, the Group decided, upon the suggestion of the Co=ordinator

tinue to concentrate its efforts on those lssues which have been oonSJdered
the firgt part of the sezsion.

n the course of its deliberations the Group elso considered the various'
als, suggestions and commentaries contained in the documents and working
submitted to The Committee and ite subsidiary bodies baefore and during
33 geagion. The 1iat of these documents is contained in document
CRP.24, as annexed to the report of the Ad Mboc Working Group: - -In .addition
se documents, the Group %ook into consideration the proposals made and the
expresaed by delegations on the guestion of prohibition of attacks against
r facilities in the Committee on Dissrmement and the regulsr and special
ng of the United Nations General Assembly. In this connecticn a number
egations-sbregsed the importance of the queslion of ensuring the safe
pment of nuclear energy as propoged at the thirtywseventh session of the
Nationg General Asgembly, which was the other side of. the problem of

L T . T NN AU . I (I T .. T I T R TR
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1T, SUBSTANTIVE DISCUSSTONS ON THE SUBJTECT
Cbjectives

5. The view Waﬁ.widsly held that there was a need for effective international
legel measures prohibiting attacks sgainst nuclesr facilities because such atbtacks

could result in mass destruction. In this commection, a view wam expressed that - -~

attacks on certain nuclear faoilities might lead to such a destructive effect as
that of a nuclear explosion. There was also an exchange of views concerning the
precige nature of the objecltive to be pursued, namely, whether the purpose should
be:

- to probibit attacks on such facilities as a form of radiologiocal weapon
or, more precisely, as a means of radiological warfare;

- to 8void effects of weapons of mass desbtruchion;
-~ to strengthen the existing legal protection of smuch facilities;

- to ensure the safe development of nuclear power energy; or

1

‘a combination of the objectives mentioned above.

While many delegations held that the objective, in keeping with the mandate of
the Working Group, should be the avoidance of effects of mass destruction, no
consensus could be resched on this issue. Some delegations argued that
approaches which relied on the concept of anm attack on a nuclear facility being
equivalent to the dse of a radioclogical weapon, or on concepts of "massg
destruction" were unlikely to be fruitful. They suggested that a more practical
spproach should be adopted which would .try to establish the primary purpose of
any further ban of atiacks on nuclear facilities, determine practical limits to

the seope of any new ban and from these considerstions determine hew far existing -

ingtruments were already adequate in this respect, Other delegations stated
that attempts to thwart negotiations on a subject of such high lmportance to
internationsal community should also not be allowed to be fruitful.  They pointed
out that avoidance of possible mess destruction through radiologicel warfare by
attacks on nuslesr facilities was indeed the hasis as well as the primary purpose
of the Group's work, The existing instruments were entirely insufficient in
thig respect,

Beope of prohibition

6+ There wag general understanding among the delegations that the gquestion of a

definition of the mcope of the ban, or the kind of nuclear facililies to be

protected, gongtituted one of the key issues of a future internstionsl ingtrument,

In this connection a number of specific proposals and suggestions were made
regerding caliegories or types of miclear facilities to be covered by a posgible
agreement.” Severdl mein points of views were expressed in that regerd and it
wag suggested that the prohibition of attacks should apply Tot

- 411 ntolear facilitless;

— A1l nuclear facilities in nom-nuclear-weapon developing Stabtess

CD/414
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- Civilian nuclesr facilities only;

~ (Civilian nuclesr facilities sbove a specified power threshold for nuelear
reachors and above a specified level of quality snd quantity of radio-
active materials for other facilities;

- ALl muclear facilities subject to TABA safeguards gyshom.

Tt was generally nnderstood, howaver, thet navsl vessels, submarines, space
vehicleg ag well ag other devices having nuclear installations and designed as
weapong aystems would not be considered within the context of "nuclear o
facilities" ss referred to under the subject of prohibition of attecks againgt
nuclear facilities. .

7. In connechion with the scope of the ban, some delegations drew atiention to
the fact that there wag alac s problem of dual-purpose nuclear facilities, that .
ig, facilities which can be uped both for peaceful and for military purposes,
and a problem of distinguishing between militsry and civilian mclear

facilities. Other delegations gtated that the difficulty in strictly
digtinguishing betwsen military and civiliau nucleer facilities was another -
important reason for all nuclear fzcilities to be protected. A view wad expregsed
in this regard that an effective existing criterion to identify nuclear
facilitlies for pesceful purposes is the TAEA ssfeguards sysbem end that thevefore
among nuclear facilities for peaceful purposges at least those facilities under
the IAHA asfeguards should be ineluded in the scope of protection. Other
delegations considered that this oriterion was not sufficient,

a. Some delegations siated that all nuclear faoilities in the non-nuclear—
weapon. States were civilian facilities, and st least, these ghould all enjoy
protection from attacks, Other delegations held that the scope of any sgreement
should not eutomatically include all nuclear facilities whether locsted in
non-ruclear-weapon Stetes or nuclear-wespon States. Further, a view was also
expressed thet the concept of 'generio danger' might be applied when identifying
the types of facilities bo be protected, and that that concept might also ke

used to determine the points in time when protection should begin and cease to
operate, _ .

9., Tt vas suggested that the mcope of @ possible future treaty could very well
be limited to nuclesr power end research reactors, nuclear fuel production and
reprocessing plants as well as fissionable materials, epent fuel and- high level
waste ghorage.

Legal sspects of the guestion

10, The Group examined some legal espects of the problem of prohibition of
attacks against nuclesr facilitiea, e discugsion cenbered on questions whether
certain relevant provisions in the existing international -inetruments, in
particular Additional Protocol T (1977) %o the Geneva Conventions of 1949, are
adequate, as well as poasible types of an agreement to be elaborated. In this

connéction some delegations stated that the existing internst!. nal Law provided
for a substantial proftection of the nuclear facilibles in questlon, snd that they
had not been convineed of the necessily for sdditional protection.  Othex
delegations held that since the prolection covered by the Additional Protocol I
wags inadequate in scope, contained a nuuber of reservations and alloved 8
subjeective interpretation of its relevant provisions by militery commanders on 2
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tactical level, there was a clesr need for a new international agreement, for the
neeegeary protection of nuclear facilities. In the sourse of disgsussion the
guestion of the application of the ENMOD Convention to the dssue of military
attacks on civilian nuclear facilities was slao reiged,

Zones

11, The Group slge diacusged the rationsle of establishing probective wonesn
around nuclear facilities 1o be proiected. In this context zones baged on
circles with a definite vadius were mentioned. However, substantial doubts were
expressed ag to the feaeibility and usefulness of the concept of protective zones,
egpecially in view nf the existing differences in the design, typical inventory
and location of the varioua facilities to be protected. Another view was held that
there were difficulties with that concept in the case of nuclear power stations,
It was suggested that, ¢nsbead of proteclive rones, a provisgion shouid be
included that an atiacker should smsume abgolulbe lisbility if severe radlologloaT
congeguences occur. The problem of clandestine use of protective sones for.
military purposes was also ftouched wpon,

Compliance and verification

12. With regard to matiers concerning compliance and verification sapects of a
posgible sgreement it was argued that consideration of those igsues would depend
to a great degree on the soope of prohibition, It wag felt in this connection
that solution of this problem wonld be possible only after the scope of the ban
had been determined. Some delegations pointed out that the question of

- verification and compliance should be seen in ita proper perspective and in
geeking & ben on attacks on nuclear facilities it is the probihited action, not
the mechanism of contrel on the potentisl vietim, which ought to be the subject
of verification and complimnce, Other delegations considered this view somewhat
over-gimplified, A view was also held that the isaue of compliance and
verification was irrelevsent since it was sufficient to establish the fact of an
attack, dome delegations were of the opinion that if the gcope of the agreement
would be limited to thoge facilities which were placed wunder the TARA safeguards
svatem the control procedure could be much simplified and made more sfficilent
with respect fto all such facilities, cxoept those in the possession of nuclear—
weapon States.  Other delegations believed that such an epproach was
discriminatory and had no relevance to the guestion of compliance and
verification.

11T CONCLUSIONS

13, In spite of differences of opinion among delegations on gpecific matiers,
it wag generally recognized that the question of prohibition of attacks agalnst
nmuclesr facilities was sn dmportant ilssue which needed asolutbtion and that it wae
also a complex problem. The exchange of views on the subject in the Group was
considered as necessary and useful, It helped to clarify the various positions
of delegations, in particular the scope of prohibition and the relevant legsl

- - guestions .— It also contributed substantially to the examination of possible
common approaches and potential main avenues of the activities of the Group in
the future,
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ANNEX TIII

CD/RW/CRP . 24

10 August 1983
Originals BENCLISE

4 list of proposals regarding the question of prohibition

of attacks againat'nubleai_faoilities

CD/345 .

CB/RW /WP,

CD/EW fWP .6

CD/RW /WP, 19
CO/RW WD, 2%

CD/mW e, 25
OD/BW/WP.25/8dd . 1/Rev.1

CD /R /WP, 53

CD/RW /WP, 34
CB/323 (CD/RW /AP, 3T)

¢n/331 (CD/HW /WP, 40)

Iy T CD/RWAPVAS and Corr.l

13,

CD/RW AP 47

4 group of socialist countries: Ensuring the Safe
Development of Nuclear Energy.

Canada: Comments on major elements of & treaty
prohibiting the development, production stickpiling
and use of radiological weapons.

Bweden: Proposals for Articles I, IT and IIT of a
treaty prohibiting radiological warfare including
the development, produation, stockpiling and use of
radioclogical weapons.

Sweden: Memorandum on certain aspects of a convention
probibiting radiologioal warfare,

Group of 21: Working Paper on certain elements of the
Convention on the Prohibition,

Chairman's Statement (9 March 1982).

Chairman's Amended Proposal for the organization of
work during the opening.

Chairman's Summary of suggested issues of initial
relevance relating to protection of muclear facilities
for discussion during Working Group meelings on

26 March and 2 April 1962,

Sweden: Memorandum of certain aspects of a convention
prohibiting radiological warfare.

Japan: Working Paper on prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilitics.

Poederal Republic of Germany: Working Paper on issues
relating to a prohibition of atbacks against muclear
facilities in the framework of a radiological weapons
‘brea.‘b}' &

Sweden: Compliance and Verification,

Tnited Kingdom: Working Paper on the prohibition of
abbacks on nuclear facilities.
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14. OD/Rw/wé.so

15. CD/RW{/CRP.13 -

16, CD/RW/CRP.16

A compilation of types or categories of muclear
facilities to be considered (Prepared by the
Secretariat)

. The Netherlands: Proposal on invitation o the
“WInte:natiOHHJ'AﬁOmiq'EﬂéfgﬁzRgenoy. T

- Pakisten: Proposal on definition of facilitles .to ..

be protected,’
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WORKING PAPEH' SWLDEN

b

Propoaﬁls for parta of a Traaty Prohibltlng ﬂadioioglqa;

Weapons and the Rcleaae or Dissemination of Radioact;vc
Material for Hostile Purposes o

In L1979 the Soviet Union and the United States of America presented a joint
draft treaty prohibiting radiclogical weapons. 1In June 1980 Sweden proposed that
the scope of the draft treaty should be broadened o include alse the prohlbxtion
of radicloglcal warfare (CD/RW/WP.6).  Since then extensive discuasions have ‘taken
place in the €D penetratlng the issues 1nvolved Jn great depth | Much work haa been
done and a great number of detailed proposals have beeu put forth. This process
has deepened the understanding of the issues and haa therefore been of great value,

-.While at the sawe time bringing into the picture a number of complicated problems
not originally foreseen. On some- aspects progress has been made while on. others
the probletis have tended to become ever more intricate.. Here solutions have yet |
to be found, Tlmo has now come to revart to a search fﬁr simple and .
straightforward formulas bascd on the aceumulated insight acquired during the last

couple of years' work andion_é genuine willingness by all to cowmpromise and
negotiate past positions.

In this aplrit Sweden has endeavoured to elaborate new text proposals -
eoncerning scme of the major still outstanding problems. ~ A fundamental idea on
which these proposals are based is that the treaty should prohiblt the use of

radioactive material for hostlle purpeoses, be it by using radiological weapons

or by attacking nuclear facilitics in such a way that radioactivn material ig.
relaasad Working papers and proposala from- individual countrlps have been .
oarefullv congideraed and the progrcss already made has, been taken, inte account.

In elaborah[ng the new proposals the tcxt put forward in Avgust 1983 (CD/421)

by tha ao- ordinator of broup A of. tho ﬂd Hoc Werlting Group on Radiological Weapons,.

Mp, Busby, hag servod as the baais. Changas in that text have only been made as

regards Bome of the key issues where Sweden feels that progress has so far baen
too limited or non=ox15tunt

GE.84-64555
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The hew draft propoeale presented here are an honest attempt to find

compromiee eolutione which could be acceptable to all as a basis for serious

negotiations . -

- Just because the overriding concérn has been to find 2 compromlee

pasis for the continuad negotiations some changes in earlier bwedieh poeitions

have been made.

For the sake of Faeilibatjngﬁfhe study of the new proposals they are
presented below parahiel with the texL of the_cu-ordjnator_ofeﬁroup & in 1983 as

presented in CD{421l.M

o a BT

Preambular text

“ <7 Yn the breambular part only ‘Sich ohangee have been made which are Jegieal

‘idongequences of the substantial changes propoeed in the new Artieles I. ‘1T andb;;?

AR

or prompted by reformulatione elsewhere in “the text.

19835 Report from Group 4,
Co=ordinator’s text (CD/421)- -

Swedish proposals .

WIREATY ‘PROHIBTTING RBDIOLOGICAL
WEAPONS™ D

"The States Parties to this Treaty,
"Datermined to Btrengthen interdational
pedbe #¥d secublty und to préserve '
mankifd from-tHe danger of vew meahs

of warfare, ' ' B
"Desiring t¢ -ddntribute to the cause of

halting thie aviis race and recognizing

that oh dgreement oh the prohibition

of radiological weapons would contribute

]

tgthils end,

':pfoﬁibitidﬁfﬁfi?ediologieei:weapohe

TREATY PROHIBITING RADTOLOGICAL

WEAPONS AND’THE'ﬁELEﬁSE_OR
DISSEMINATION OF RADIOACTIVE
MATERTAL FOR HOYTILE PURPOSES

“pesiring to éontribute to the cause

of halting the abms rece and |
reboghizing that an agrecment on;the

and of ‘the release or dissemination

" of padioactive material for hostile

purposes would contridute td”ﬁh;s

end,

.f“

"(Affirming the obligation of all States)
(Determined) to pursue negotiations in

good faith on effective measures relating

to the prohibition of recognized weapons
of mass destruction and to bring about
general and complete disarmament under
strict and effective international
control,

"Reaffirming in this regard the urgeney
of the pureult and early eoneluexon of
negotlations on’ effeetlve meaeuree aimed
at the cessation of tho nuclear arns
race and nuclear disarmament,
"Noting the provieione contained in
other agreemente relating to this
objuctive | ' '
"Conscious that the use of (any form '
of'} radiologieal weapons could have o

devaetatlng conseguences for mankind,

"Stressing %he}efere'the baeticular' ‘
importance’ of accession to this Treaty
by the greabeet poeeible number of
States, =

B{Affirming the priﬁciple that the =

benefits of peaceful apblicabions of

radicactive maberiala sheuld be available

to all States Partlee to this Treaty,
with due consideration for the needs of
the developing oounbriee, and reeognlzlng
the need for peaceful uses of sources of
radiation from radioaetive deeay in
different fields of human activities,)

CD/53Q‘”“
CB/RU /WP .52
page 3

Conseioue that the use ef

‘ radiologlcal weapone and the release

op dleeemination of radioactjve
material could have devastating

coneequencee for manklnd

*'5ﬂ§cbgniziné fhe.ﬁéed for peacefﬁi

i

uses of sources of radiation'from L
radioactive deeay in different Fielde N
of human activ;tiee, and the need for \
international eeweperatlon in thie ’
ficld and affirming thet ‘the benefite _
of peaoeful applicabxone of radioaeblve;
materlals ehould be available to all
Statee Partie; to Lhie Treaty, with

due eonsideration for the neede of

the developing eountriee
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3 CD{I’ !0 é H

"Recalling that the General Assembly of ;zizwéWP .52 x

the United Nations has urged the _ ) i
i prohibition of the development, production, _ ' 1983 Report From Group A, | _
| stockplilng and use of radiological : _ '. Co~ordinatqp's text o Swedish proposals - " |
‘I wgapons, ) . _ N _ _ ’ tapptiola T _ S ﬁ,rticlc I ) . ST T o .
; bl ¢ | ed as follows: N - g ' g o - 0o
1 ave agre ' : & - S R 1. Each tate Party to this Trcaty o B
; ' ' ? L ST - qndartakes neveap under any e

% # : '

| ) ; circumstances to relbaae or
F _ ; : disseminate radioactive mauerial for _
i .
]; Artioles 1, I, 11T end Annex 111 " : hoatile purposes oausing destruction, i
| Only minor adjustments have been wade in the text of the Co-ordinator’s ‘ qemage, or injuey by means of tha
I Article I. However, it has been supplemented with naw additional Articles. radiation produced by ihu docay of

The new Articles I, IX and III are proposed to take the p%aee af the 3} ; e _ such matbria}, nelthor by using v

Co-ordinator's Article I. Cor f: e - . radiologjeal Weapons nor by attacking -E"

In the proposed new Artlcle I the scope of the prohibition of use of nuclear facilities.

radioactive material for hostlle purposes has been broadened to encompass also _} 3 "}, Bach 8tate Party to this Treéty 5, Bach State Party to this Tréaty'lbz o
release or dissemination caused by attacks on naclear faCiljtiuS. ) C;:. sndertakes never under any ' _ undertakes never under any

Thess facilities nave boen defined in Article IIib. A number of very , % ) cireumstances to.dovelop, produce, circumstances to develop, produce,
detailed proposala and counterpropoqals on different aspncta of thia question havnl_ = I stockpile, otherwise dcquire or stockpile, otherwise acquire or .
bean thoroughly discussed in the D, but so far no agresment on suttable eriteria ' posgess, transfer, or use radiological possess, or transfer, radiological é
has been reached. Believing that preventing masa destructlon should be the WEAPONS . _ weaponé. ;
overriding concern, Swedoen propbscs sriteria based on the nuclear facilitiea’ _ . %. Hach State Party to this Treaty

potential to cause mass desbruection through the release or dissemination of also undertakes not in any way to

radioactivity, if attacked. An attempt has been made to fcrmulate as simple a.
model as possible with set threshold limits for the diffarent kinds of facilities._ | FET person, State, group of States, or :

Furthermoru, it is proposed in Articles IT and TIL that in order for a international organization ko engage gl
nuclear facility to qualify for protect;on under the Treaby 1t ahould bo carefully O . e o _ In any of the activities which the

assist, encourage, or induce any

identified ragi&terad and open to inspection, A simplb procedure to this end ts States Parbies to the Treaby have

pvoposed in a new Annux III A special register of the nuclear facilitles in undertaken not to engage in under

question maintainad by the Dgpositary is envisaged, as well as a list at the the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2

Depositary's disposal of qualifled experts whose services could be made avallable B S - - _ :. _ } of this article.

to undcrtake Inspection MlSSiOﬂﬁ No changes in the procedures for verification . . _ Article I

and comp]ianoe Nlth tho Treaty as proposed in the Cowordinatorts text For the purposos bf this Treaty, _. For the purposes of this Treabty,

(Article VI, vIIL, ﬂﬁﬂPX@ﬁ I and II) will be neaded. the term ‘radlological weapon' L (a) The term "radiological weapons" f

For the sake of facilitatlng thae atudy of thoese new proposala Annex IIT is feans

here presented in conjunction_yith the Articles I-II1X,
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(a) Any device, including any weapon
or equipment, specifically dagigned o
employ radioactive material by
disseminating it Yo cause destruction,
damage, or injury by means of the
radiation produoé@ by the decay of such
material ;

”(bj Eﬁny radioaoﬁive ma ferial
apecifically (de§igned) for employment,

by ite dissemination, to cause

destruction, damage, or inju;y by means

of the radiation produced by the dscay

of such material.

(1) Any device, including any
weapon or equipment, gpecifically
“designed to employ radicactive
ma terial by disseminating it to
cauge desiruction, damage, Or
injury by means of the radiation
produced by the decay of such
material;
(1) Any radicactive material
apecifically designed for
smployment, by its dissemination,
to oause degtruction, damage, O
injury by means of the radiation
produced by the decay of such
material .
{b) The erm "nucléai faeilitiea"

means nuclear facilities on land whick .

are either
(i) HNuclear reactors designed
for a thermal effect which could
excead 10 Megawatts;
(ii) Intermediate spent fuel
storages designed for storing
radicactive material exceeding
l018
(111} RBeprocessing plants, or,
(iv) Waste deposibs containing
radioactive material exceeding

TLO-:LB Ba,

and which are included in a register

Bas

maintained by the Depositaxry.
The Depositary shall maintain a
register of nmuclear facllities

covered by the provisions of this

"2. RKach State Parly to this Treaty also
undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its
disggemination, any radicactive material
to cause destruction, damage, or injury
by means of the radiation produced by the
decay of such material, whether or.noi
such material ie specifically defined

as a radiological weapon in paragraph 1
of this article.

"3, Bach State Party to this Treaty
algo undertakes not in any way to assisgt,
encourage, or induce any person, State,
group of States, or internstional
organization 10 ehgage in any of the
activities which the Stztes Parties Yo
the Treaty have wndertasken not lo engage

in under the provisions of paragraphs 1

and 2 of this article.

/530
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Treaty and shall {ranomit certified
copieg thereof to esach State Party to
the Treaty.

States Farties to the Treaty wishing
o have nuolear facilities under their
Jurisdiction ag specified in

Article Ilsb included in this
register ghall for sach such facility
comiunicate to the Depositary a
request for inclusion in the register.
Svch a redquest shall contain written
inforttation as acscified in Amnex IIT
which congtitutes an integral part of
the Treaty.

Information contained in requests

for the incluazion of nuclear
facllities into the register shall

be subject to verification, in
accordance with procedures spelt out
in Annex ITT,

(Replaced by the proposed Article
T:l)

{(Ihis paragraph is identical with the
proposed Article T:3)
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ANNEX TIL

Regigter on nuclear facilities and
Inspection Migsions

1. TUpon receipt of a recquest for an

inelugion in the reglster provided
for in Article IIT of this Treaty
the Depositary shall without delay
satisfy himself thal the nucleaxr
facility or facilities concerned can
he defined as such in acoordance
with Article IT:b. To this gnd the
requests for the inclusion of nucleaX
facilities in the regigter ag gltated
in Article ILLL of the Preaty shall
contain the following weitten
information:
(a) Details on the exact
geographical location of the
nuolear facility/facilities,
(v) Tdentification of the type of
muclege facility i.e. il it ig a
reactor, intermediary gpent fuel
storags, reprocessing plant or
waglte deposit,
{¢) : Detailed apecifications as
applicable on -
(i) the thexmal effect in
Megawatts for which a-nunclear .
reactor is designed,
(ii) the capacity (in Bq) for.
which an intermediate spent. fuel
atorage is demigned,
(3ii) the content {in Bg) of a

waste deposit.

Article IV

Following the proposals above,

different aspects of peaceful usecs of radiocactive mé%erials is numbered Article IV

in the Swedish proposal.

compromnise, acceptable as a bagis for further negobialions of a treqtymﬁrohibit;pg

Bearing in mind that the main purpose of this paper is to bring aboul a

CD/H30
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2. The Depogitary shall in
congultation with the:requasting
State initiate an TImapection Misqion‘-
An Inspection M10810n, conatlhuted
Ly one expert ox mor@, ‘shall by '
onm31re inspection verlfv that the
facility or fa0111+1gq concerned
are nuclesr facilities as de flned
under Artlcln TIsh.
%, The Depositary shall, vith the -
conoperaklon of States Partlee o
the “roatv, compile and mamnta:n a
ligt of qualified experts, whose
services could be made aviilable to
undertake such Inspection Missionas.
4. The Depositary shall include
in the register the reuestsd
details on the Facilities concerned
as soon as the fﬁspection Miggion
has confirmed that the relevant
definition under Article II:b is
applicable, and shall immediately
notify States Parties.to the Treaty

of any new inclusion in the register.

the Co-ordinatorts Article 11 dealing with

radiologically caused mass destruchion as well as the difficulties involved in

so doing, the Swedish proposal only includes undertakings falling‘diréctly within

the scope of such a prohibition, This is reflscted in the following:
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1983 Report from Group A,
Co-ordinator's text

Swedish proposals

“ﬂﬁrblcle I;

., Xach 5tate Party to this TEG&QY
wndertakes to contrlbuto (Lo tha ful1esk
possible axtent) (fully) £ thp
strengthgning of. lntarnatlonal
co-operation in the peaceful uaes of
radioactive maierlals and of sources of
rediation fram radloaotive decay ( “and
to the development of adequate nedsures
of protection for, all States agalnst L
harmful effects_gf raglatlon) .
"2, Bach State Party to.this Treaty
undertakes to faeilltate, and has the
right to parbicipate in, the (fullest
possilble) (full)_ﬁxchange of qqu&pmggﬁa
materials, and scientific and
technological information regarding the
peaceful uses referped o in paragraph 1
of this article, taking Lntu aneount the

needs of the developing countr;es.

v% . Nothing in this Treaty shall be
interpreted as affecting the
inalienable right of the States Parties

to this Treaty %o develop and apply
their programmes for the peaceful usece
of nucloar energy and to internabional

with the need to prevent the
proliferation of nuclear weapons )3 and
no provisions of this Treaty ghall

hinder the use of sources of radiation

Avticle IV

" 1. Rach State Party to this undertakes

to contribute to the fullast posaible
oxtent to the development of adequate
measures of protection for all States

against harmful effects of radiation.

2, Wothing in this Tieaty shall be
interpreted as affecting the
inalienable right of the Siates Parties
to this Treaty to develop and apply
their programmes for the peaceful

uses of nuclear energy and to
international co-operation in this

field, and no provisions of %his

Preaty shall hinder the use of HOUTOes

of radiation from radicactive decay
for peaceful purposes, in accordance
with generally recognized principles
and applicable rules of international

law concerning such use. -

oom0peratlon in this flel& (, oonsjstent |

from radiocactive decay for peaceful purposes,

in acoordanee with generally recognized principles

and applicable rules of loternational law
concerning such use.)

Apticles V and VT

CR /5354
CD/RWIWP, 52
page L1

¥he Co-ordinator's Articles IIY and IV would ss a consequence of the above

Proposals be numbered as Articles V and VI.

Article VII

ES

This artlcle is baaed on the Co ordinator’s two Articles V and V bis. Again

the proposed changes are to be seen as an attempu to concentrate only on issues falling

1983 Report from Group 4,
Co-ordinatoris text

within the immedlate scope of the proposed prohibitlons,

Swedlish proposals

Article V

(1. The provisions of this Treaty
shall not apply to nuelear explosive
devices or to radicactive material
produced by them,}

2. Nothing in this Treatyushgll be.
interpreted as in any way limiﬁing oh
detracting from any exiating rules of
international law applicable in armed
sonflict or limiting or detracting from
obligations assumed by the States Parties
under any other relevant international
agreament;

Article VIT
1. The provisions of this Treaty shall
not apply to nuclear explosive devices op

to radiocactive material produced by them,

2. Nothing in this Treaty shall be
iﬁterpreted,és in any way legitimizing the
use of nuclear weapons or detracting from
obligations to prevent the use or threat
of use of such weapons and the achievement
of nuclear disarmament, nor as in any way
limiting or detracting from any existing

rules of international law appiicable 1in
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(Article V bis 'afméd confﬁi;t éf limkting or

The States Parties to this Treaty .dotractlng from obligations assumed by
undertake to pursue urgently the States Parties under any other '
negotiations for the cegaation of the relevant international agreement.

nuclear arms race, the conclusion of

effeotive measures to prevent the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

and the achievem&nt_of nuclear

disarmanent.)

Articles VIIL=XEV
No speciflc proposala are made ccncurning thc Com ordlnator?s Articles VI=XIL,

However they would he numbeved VIIIuXIV.

Anneses T and.II - e C e we e e s . . . L e e
No new proposals. ' o
I T . - Wk
* # #

Annex [I1 )
A new Annex TII 18" proposéd}'the text of which is presented in its substantial

ol

’conte?t, page 9




CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT cn/5%3
10 Augnust 1984
Qriginal: ENGLISH

" FEPORY OF THE AD IDC COMMITTEE Oif

RADICIOGICAL WEAPONS
T.  TSTRODUCTION |
1. In aocordance wlth the decigion tiken. by the Conference on Disarmoment
at its 259th nlenavy meeting held on 17 April 1984, £s contained in
doocument CD/4 ¢, the Ad Hoc Committee on Rﬁdidlogical Weapons was egtablished for
the duration of the 1984 scession with a view to reaching hgreement on a conveniion
prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiolog;cal WELDONE -
Tho Confercnce furither docided thot the Ad Hoo Committee would reporh to it on the
progrose of ‘its work before the conolpalcn of the 1984 scssion.
1I. ORGANIZATION OF WORK LHD DOCUREWT..LIM IO
9. At ite 259th plenary ueching on 17 April 1984, the Cenference on Dissrmament
sppoinied Ambassador Mildas Vejvoda of Czochoslovokin ss Chairmen of the 48 Hoe
Committee. Wr. Viotor Slipchenke, United Wetions Deportment. for Disarmement Affairs,
sorved as Sccrctery of the 4d Hoe Committen.
3. Tho Ad Hoe Committoo held 1l meetings from 15 June to 10 Augustb 1?84. In
addit;on, tho Choirmen hold o numbor of informel consulintions with delegotions.

4. At their request; the representetives of the following Stotes not mewmbers of

the Confercnece on Disarmoment participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Copmibtoo:
Finland, Eoxrway znd Sprin.

5. © In carrying out it mandate, the 4d Hoo Committee Yook into account !
peragraph 76 of the Tinal Pocument of the first speeial sossion of she Thited Hetions
Genaral Lssembly.dovotad %o Qisormemont. It nlgo tock indo consideration the relovant
racammendations of the Unitod Notions Disarmemont Commission, in particuvlar thoﬁe
adoﬁted in conncction with tho Sccond Disarmament Decode in 1980. In nddition to
vnpicus resolutions adoptud by the Genernl Assembly on the subject ot its previous
pussions, the Ad Hoc Commitice took imto rocount in pariicular resolution 38/189D

of the Genornl sesombly of 20 December 1983, Poaragraphs 1 to 3 of that rosclutfion
road cs followss o ¥
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"l. Reguests the Conference on Disarmsment to continuve
nogotiations with a view to a prompt conclusion of the elaboration
of a convention prohibiting the development, production, etockpiling
and vse of radioclogical weapons in order that it may be submitted
to the Genersl Assembly st its thirty-ninth session;

"z, PFupihier recuesis the Conference on Disarmament to ocontinue
its search for a prompt solubion to the question of prohibition of
attacks on muclear facilities, ineluding the scope of such prohibition,
taking into account all proposals submitted o it to this end;

"3, Takes note of the recommendatlon of the Ad Hoc Working Group
on Radiclogical Weapcng, in the report adopted by the Committee on
Disarmament, to re-establish an Ad Hoe Working Gxoup at 'l:h_e begimning
of itz 1984 session to continue its woxk and in that context to roview
and assess how best to make progress on the pubject matter."

In addition to the documents of previocus sesdions, the Ad Hoc Committees

had bafore it the following new documents for congiderationt

D/ 530, dated % August 1984, submitted by sua@,gq enbitled .
"proposals for parte of a Treaty Prohibviting Radiclogioal Weapons and

the Release or Dissemination of Hadicactive Material for Hostile Purposes™
(also lmesued as CD/RW/WP.52 of 18 June 1984)

CD/RW/WP.53, dated 20 June 1984, submitted by the United Kingdem,
entitled "4 definition relevant to the prohibition of attacks on
niclear facilities®

CD/RW/WP.S4, dated 12 July 1984, submitted by Sweden, entitled "Nobes
from the interveniion by Ambnssador Ekéus on 21 June 1984 concerning
criteria and definitions used in CD/RW/WP.52" (alsoc imsued as CD/RW/CRP.27)

CD/BW/P.55, dated 19 July 1984, submitited by Sweden, énti‘bled "Answers
‘o questions raised by the Pedexal Republic of Germany concerning the
Swedish proposal for draft provisions prohibiting attacks on puclear
Pacilities contained in CD/EW/HP 52" (also issued as CD/RW/CRP.29)

CD/RW/WE .56, dated 3 August 1934, auhmitted. by Sweden, entitled "Notes
from the intervention by the Swedish delegation on 1 August in the 4d Eoe
Committes on Radiological Weapons concerning scme definitions of nuclear
facilities in docunent CD/530- CD/RW/WP,52"

CD/RW/WP,57, dated 2 August 1984, submitted by the Chairman, entitled
"Criteria and categories of nmueclear faoilities regarding the acope of
prohibition of abtacks against nuclear facilities"

CD/RW/WP,58, dated 10Augnet 1984, submitted by the Federal Republic of

Germany, entitled "Questions addressed to the Swedish Delegation with respec

te the draft provisions regulating the prohibition of attacks in
Document CD/RW/WE,52"

.and asseEs how baajz 'ho maka Prograss on ‘hhe mbjm:li meiter — |

) questimm :eels.ting to "tm.mimal" "'ﬁéﬁi&o@c&l {mm

~ ipsues before it. Although no delegation disputed the importance of

aubstanee of the :i.eames involvea._ T

"9, At its 5th meeting, on 12 Julg,r, the Ad Hoec Coumittee adopted the
- following programme of work fox its 1934 zeesion:
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- OD/RW/ORP.25, dated 21 June 1984, emtitled "Proposals by the Chairman N
for the items to be discussed in the Ad Ad Hoc Coxmittee on Bad.i.ological
_ Weapona during the summer session"
- CD/RW/CRP.26, dated 6 July 1984, submitted by the Fedexal Republic of
. Germany, entitied “Questions addzesped to the Swedish Delegation with
vespeot to- the Txsth GRéVIATH W the prohibition of attacks
in Working Paper cn/wmgﬁﬁ A b ue

~  CD/RW/CRP.28, dated 1% Zm.y iﬁﬁ*‘*mﬁhed iprograme of work of
the Ad Hoo Com:.ttea on Raﬂioﬁ.éai@&l ‘i’oapanl“ '

5

To. .. The m Gomi’stea “on Radio].ogea] Waapons pmceeded ta review

entrusted to it. _ The ﬁm Commi ttee ngreed. that :]m:ing tha . . . .
1984 gession it would conbtimme ite substantive examination of

oi‘ attack:e a@inat nuelear ;Eacilitiea, without aetting up two subaidiary
bodies to deal with these nuos*ﬁlons or p:nsjudsim the relationship betwoen thew,

8. In that context, the Ad Hoc Conmj.ttee devoted two meatinga to the
ccntinued review of. the question of linkmge between the two ma,jgg

those issues and the neéd for thelr solution, differences of approaeh
persisted with rage,rd. to the procedure to be followad in :c'eéo:[v.ﬁag

"Within the questions of the prohibition of radialogical Weapons
in the "treditional" sense and the prohibition of atbacks againgt
nuclear facilities, the following problems should be discussed without

-prejudging the final positions of delegations as vegaxds the "Link"
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beﬁm the two aspecis of _’che issues
- Definitions
-~ Scope
- Peaceful usgs ,
-~ Uessation of the nuclear amms xace and nuclear diaarmament

= Compliance and verification".

e Ad Hoo Committee discussed and Mined variouﬂ documents | intexr
submittad $0 1% during its 1984 session by the delegations of the Ji'edamal Itapublic |
oF Geimany (COJRW/GE.28), Sweden (607530, C/BIfWP, 54, 55 and 36). end
‘the Tnited Kinglon (co/ma/we.53) . lﬂaemr &elsaabi_'.f.'_____ held thai_:__ o

" radicachive material for hostile purposes {CDA530) provided -hheJ, beat nagx;tj.ating
fmwork fom mak:lng pmgraus u:m all the ma;im: aspacrbs of ’n’a.e ;Lawe md thua in the
fu.lf:l.lmem of the M Goumittea's ma.nda'ha.  Other delaga.’o:.ona, homver,
reaffirmed theixr convi.otion that proposals aimed at resolving _
the question of prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities in
the conkext of prohibition of radiological mpons could only result in

' a. f&ilnra to mak:e pmgmas on ei'l;her u.f 'bhe:m .

.. 1), The Ad Hoc Comwitlee d.evoted. four meetings to the omsideration of the
guesiions of definitions and Boope in accoxdance with its progremme of work.
With vespeot to these questions, it concentrated 1ta work on consideration of
eriteria which would spply in detewmining which muclear facilit:l.ea might fall
vithin the possible scope of a prohibition of atiacks as well as on definltions
of such facilitiem., In oxder to allow for a mowe structured discussion of
that issue, the Chaimman, upon wequest of some delegatione, prepared a working
papex (CD/RW/WE.57) wiich reflected sams of the proposals made by delegations
during the session in this regard. Pzoposals for scope and definitions
contained in the Swedish proposal ((B/530) wexe exemined. In particular,
attention was fooused on the e:ni‘tverim weﬁ. io0e the potential to cause mass
destruotion for detexmining the fm oaw:l.ou a:t Iaoili’ciea proposeﬂ. to fall
within the seope of the prohibitim of attacks on mwclear fs.nilitiea. The
Ad Hoc Committes alsc discussed the suggested definitions, cepacity thresholds
and other possible delimitations ez well as other related questions such as the
digbinotion between military and non-military facilities, prolective awmes,
physical identifioation (marking) of nucleax facilities, the defimltion of Hatback®y
verification, legal and other espects, The documenis ob/RSWP.53, 54, 55, 56
and GD/RW/CEP,26 were valuable contxibutions in this respect. With regerd o
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the definition of radiological weapona in the traditional sense, some
delegations reafiirmed their views concerning the so-called "negative!

or "positive" appreach. Divergent views were also expressed on what should
be considexed a radiological weapon. While pome delegations maintained that
it should inelude radicactive material as well ag devices and containers,
other delegations held that redicsctive material should not be included
since any known radiocactive material has a utility for civilian pea.deful
purposes, and that the texm "specifically desi@ed device and equipment!
will be sufficient as the definition of a rediologlcal weapon, In ‘this
connection & suggestion wvas made to the effect that the prohibition of
configuration of radloactive material %o weapon use might be envisaged.

A pumber of delegations maintained that a definition of radiological weapons

should not imply any restrictions on the use of radicactive material fox
peaceful purposes, They alsc held the wview +that such a
definition should not provide . basis for any provision

vhich might be interpreted as legitimizing nuclear weapons.

The exchange of views,which was generall} congidered to be useful and
congtrugtive, contxibuted to a better understanding of the substance as well
ag of the pogitions of wvarious delegations. Although soms divergences of
views continued o exiet,the deliberations revealed that more delegations
than previously supported the oriterion of mams destruction as the most
appropriate one for the idembification of facilities to be ocovered by the
pmvmima of & prohibitiom of attacks on miclear facilities.

12, With re@a:cd to the questa.ona of peaceful uses and the cessation of

the nuclesy axms race and nuclear disarmament, delegations generally
reaffirmed the views weflected in their earlier proposals to thie end.
Some delegations nd't-ed. that the commrorﬁise formulae proposed by Sweden

in its latest wozking paper could serve as a basis for an

eventual agreement on those two outstanding questions. Other delegat:.ona,
however, poinbed out that a compromise should be sought in the oontext

of all provisions of that paper which could not be coms:i.dered separately.

the prohibition of ra&iologj.cal \’Bapons and the cessation of the muciear

arms race and nucleay dizarmament. Some other delegatioms, hmver,
reaffirmed their view that 1t would be unrealistic to expect States Parties

to a future ‘agreement on “radiological weapons to w:dertake o‘oli@tinns o

which did not relate directly to its subject matter. It was noted in
this camnection that a "delinsating provision" might be used in order




09/533
Pa-&’e

to find a solution to this problem. Some delegations :r.-ea.ffi:med the importance

they attached to the issues of vewification and campliarce. In that eontext, they
expressed the view that existing proposals on those issues were not sufficient and
should therefore be further thoroughly exemined., They regretied that the Ad Hoo
Committee was not able to devote more atbention to this _problem during the sessiom. 2
Some delegations reibersted that, as provided in paragraph 31 of the Final Doouwment

of S80D I, the question of verification had to be examined taking into aocomt the

scope of a convention. In their view, this factor had an obvious bea.ring on ﬁhe

‘pature of the verificablon provisions to be included in & comventi.om.

They rei'tera'bed that, _in the case of the prohibitiom of attacks against

miclear facilities, the guestion at issue was only that of establishing the faot !
that an attack had occurred. = i'

13, Soms delegations axpressed their regret that the work of the Cowmitbee had not
concentrated more on the available draft texts, including the drafts submitted

by the Chairmen of the two preceding annual sessions, as well ag the Swedish
proposalas (CB/530), and that the work pattemn had rather been one of a prolonged
genersl debate. They also felt that, despite the efforts by the Chair, this had
not only caused delegations %o lose sight of cextain common poslbicns that had
been achieved In the earliexr sessions, but entailed the risk that the negotiations
pight altogether lose their earlier momentum. Other delegations on the contrary
believed that the work of the Ad Hoc Committee was useful and helped to clarify
further positions of delegatioms. Moxe progress could not be achieved in view

of the basic differences as to the framework for the solution of the two major
isgues. They also considered that due attention was paid to the existing draft
texts, especislly to the proposals by Sweden contaimed in 0D/530. They further
maintained that the provisions of the draft texts by the previcus Chairmen could
not be ocnsidered s Teflecting camon positions. |

b ——— i pr ———m ot 4 e o ar

e ———

IV, CONULUSTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS T T

14e It was gemerally recognized that the discussiom held dlxcing the

session contributed to a bettex mﬁaxstand.'l.ng of‘ “I:ha ismas involved. a8 well
a8 Lo a further search for their golution: -

15. In view of the fact that the Committee's mandate was not ‘fulfillsed, it is
recomnended that the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoo
Comities on Radicloglcal Weapons at the beginning of its 1985 seasion,
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ENGLISH ONLY

LETTER DATED 15 ATPRITL 1985 ADDRESSED TO THE SECRETARY-GENERAL

OF THs CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT BY THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

OF CANADA, TRANSMITTING A COMPENDIUM OF CD VERBATIM RECORDS AND
WORKING PAFERS ON RADIOLOGICAL WEAFRONS 1/

L refer to my 4 April 1985 statemen®t before the Conference on Disarmamsnt
in which I annownced that I would be providing the Secretariat with copies of a
two volume compendium of CD verbatim records and working papers submitted to the
Conference on the subject of radiological weapons.

I am pleased fo confirm thet arvengewents have been made for the delivery
of 50 copies of the compendium to your documentation office. I would be grateful
1f you could ensure that a copy is distribubted to each member delegation of the

Conference on Disarmement. The exbra copies are for your uge and that of your
staff,

Yours sincerely,

(signed) J. Alan Reesley,
Ambzgsador and Permsanent
Representative

l/ A limited distribution of this docuwment in Fnglieh only has beon made
to the members of the Conference on Disarmament.

G ,85-61110
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", ... PROHIBITION OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS
- T :} L ) -!"',: W AND
PBOHTBITION OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR FAGTLITIES

T ' kL
Memorandum of a group of socialist States

1. The problens of banning radiological weapons and protecting nuclear facilities
from attaeks have. been conaidered by the tonference on Disarmament for aeveral
yeard, Since 1980 the Conference haa 1ﬁ bach year established a subsidiary body
with a definite mandate aimed ab condUctihg ‘megotiaticnaon a treaty prohibiting
the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons. For a
number. of years, the Conference has also been engaged, within the framework of that
same subsidlary bedy, in an ﬂctive search for a prompt balubﬁen to the question of
prohibition of attacks on, nuclear Lacllities., = -7 enrius

2. The socialist States canhﬁt help stating ﬁhaﬂ"ih'sﬁité ‘of m1l efforts and a
large amount of useful.work. in bhat subsidiary body, no tangible progress may be
registered towards, ﬁoLutiona uo eitbpr of the iaaUBs. d8uch a state of affairs
cdnnotbut 1adverssly . affect the PPQStlgE and Judgement’ef the Cdnference on

Disarmament, the sole multilateral negotiating fortm, '#3 wéll 'as-of the mu]tilaﬁeralif
disarmament process itself. The socialist States express their concern over this ...
situation, and, wishing to facilitate progreas on the issues of banning radiological

waaponsg and protecting nuclear facilities from attack, submlt the following
considerations for discussicn at the Conference on Disarmament.

3 In the opinion of the smocialist States, the prohibition of radiological weapons
iz precisely the problem which is ripe for sclution. The "Agreed Joint U3SRe

United States Proposal pn MajJor Elements of a Treaty Prohibiting the Development,
Production, Stockpilingl and Use of Radiological Weapons® (CD/%1) dated 9 July 1979,
continues to be a basig for decisive progress in that field., The accialiat States
maintain the view that the prohibition of radiologleal weapens on the basis of the
Soviet-American draft would be preferable, since a linkage of that prohibition to
the ultimate solution of another issue which has not yet reached a simllarly
advanced phase of negotlations, could only further delay the concluslon of an
approprlate agreement.

4. At the same time, the socialist States bear in mind that some of the provislons
of the 1979 draft have in the course of negotiations undergone certain development,
In that connection, and seekipng to accommodate the position of non-aligned and
neutral States, they wish to state hereby that the definition of radiological
weapons as formulated in decument CD/530 of 3 August 1984 is acoeptable to them,

GE.85~61611
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B,  The socialist States reaffirm also their serious interest in the earliest possihle
adoption of practical measurss to provide for the safe development of nuclear energy
for peaceful purposes. In this context, they note that several years of deliberations
at the Conference on the protection of nuclear facilitiss from attack have clearly
demonstrated the fact that the definition of the.scapp. of prohibition or the criteria
for nuclear facilities to be protected are among the key iszsues involved in the
preparation of a future international legal instyument dealing with the problem.
deveral conerste proposal@ have been put forth in that respect by various Statesn.
Having carefully analysed those proposals, the sotialist States have come to the
conclusion that the most approprilate solution would be the one whereby the ban on
attacks against nuclear installations would apply to facilities under International
Atomic Energy Agency safeguards. - : Eh SRR

6. The socialist, dtates wish to further state that they would have no objections to
the 1ist of famoilities to be protected from attacks as contained in document’CD/530
of 3 August_1984, subject to the understanding that auch facilitiea are covered by
TAEA safeguards as mentioned in the previous paragraph. '

7. . As far as the relabionship between the prohibition of radiological weapons and
the prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities is concerned, the socialist
States wish Lo indicate Lthat while favouring separate solutions to those problems,
they are also prepared to address them with one ajingle @greement. B

8. The socialist States express the hope that the other members of the Conference
will respond to their flexibility on the key issues of these problems in a aimilar
spirit and with constructive steps with a view to an early conclusion of corresponding
neggotiations., : ' . ' R
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

I.  INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 299th.plenary meetlng held on 14 March 1985, as contained in document cD/577,
the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for the duration
of the 1935 session, with a view to peaching agreement on 2a conventlon
prohibiting the development, preduction, stockpiling and use of radiological
‘weapons., The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc Committee would report
to it on the progress of its work before the conclusicn of the 1985 session.

TT; ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its'BDSth plenary meeting on 4 April 1985, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Richard Butler of Australia as Chairman of the Ad Hoc

Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko,-United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs,

served as Becretary of the Ad Hoc Committee. _
3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 16 meetings from 19 April to 16 ﬁugust 1985. In
addition, bthe Chairman held a number of informal consultations with delegatlons.

4. At their requesﬁ, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on ‘Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee:
Finland, Norway, Portugal, Spaln and Switzerland.

5. Tn carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee took into account

paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the Tirst special session of the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took into
consideration the relevant recommendations of the United Wations Disarmament
Commisgion, in particular those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament
Decade in 1980C. 1in addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly
on the subject at its previous seassions, the Ad Hoc Committee book into account in
particular resolution 39/151 J of the General Assembly of 17 December 1984.

Paragraphs 1 and 5 of that resolution read as follows:

wl. Takes note of that part of the peport of the Conference on Disarmament
that deals with the question of radiological weapons, in particular the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons and its recommendation
that, in view of the fact that the Committee's mandate was not fulfilled, the
Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its 1985 session;

12, Requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue its negotlations on
the subject with a view to a prompt conclusion of ita work, taking into
account all proposals presented to the Conference to this end, the result

of which should be submitted to the General Assembly at 1ts fortieth session;™.

JENE——— ]

* TReigasued for technical Teasons
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6. Tn addition to the documents of previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had
before it the following new documents for consideration:

- CD/590, dated 17 ﬁpril-l985, submitted by Canada, entitled "Letter dated
15 April 1985 addressed to the Secretary-General of the Confe?en?e on
Disarmament by the Permanent Representative of Canada, trangmltt%ng a
compendium of CD Verbatim Records and working papers on radiclogical
weapons"

- CD/594, dated 12 June 1985, submitted by a group of So?iglist States,
entitled "Prohibition of radiclogical weapons and prohibition of attacks
againat nuclear facilitiesﬂ

_ CD/RW/WP.59, dated 19 June 1985, entitled "Programme of Work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiologlcal Weapons"

_  CD/RW/WP.60, dated 19 June 1985, entitled "Timetable"

- CD/RW/WP.61l, dated 2 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled "Some Views
on the Scope of Nuclear Facilities"

- CD/RW/WP.62, dated 16 July 1985, submitted by China, eatitled "Some
Opinions on the Definition and Criterion of Radiological Weapons"

—  GD/RW/WP.63 and Rev.l, dated 16 July and 5 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for Draft Elements on Scope,
Definitions and Criteria"

—  CD/RW/WP.64 and Rev.l, dabed i and 6 August 1985, submitted by the
- Chairman, entitled nChairman's Suggestions for an Element on
- "Peaceful Uses™

- CD/RW/WP.65 and Rev.l, dated 8 and 12 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for an Element on
'‘Nuclear Disarmament'®

—  CD/RW/WP.66, dated 8 August 1985, entitled "Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapona!

- CD/RW/WP.67, dated 12 August 1985, submitted by the Chailrman, entitled
nChairman's Suggestions for Draft Blements of an Annex relating to
Article IT (b)".'

IIT. WORK DURING THE 1985 SESSION

i - ittee decided, at the
. At its second meeting, on 14 June, the Ad Ho? Commit ,
luggestion of the Chairman, to proceed on the basis of a "unitary" approach to
' : > the prohibition of radiological weapons
i i ks against nuclear
in the "traditional" sense and the_prohibltion of attac :
facilities. ‘Accordingly, it agreed to allocate equal time for the consideration

R T
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of both guestiong witheut, however, procedurally dividing the work of the
Committee into two separate "tracks" or giving priority to either of them. It
further agreed that this decision was without prejudice to: the final positions
of delegations on a treaty or treaties as such; the "1link" between the above two
questions; delegations' position on the appropriate manner of dealing with them.

8. At its third meeting, on 18 June, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the following
programme of work for its 1985 session:

"Within the questions of the prohibition of radlological weapons in the
'traditional' senzse and the prohibjition of attacks against nuclear facilities,
the following problems  should be discussed without prejudging the final position
of delegations as regards the "1ink" between the two aspects of the issue: '

- Definitions and Criteria

1

Scope

Peaceful uses

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

Compliance and verification",

9. The Chairman. submitted a number of suggestions for draft %treaty elements
which provided. the basis for discussion during the meetings of the

Ad Hoc Committee and resulted in the compilation of draft provisions, undertaken
by the Chairman, to reflect'the state of deliberations on the two major questions
before the Ad Hoe Committee. .This compilation is contained in the Annex to this
report. It is understecd that the Annex is not binding on any delegation.

Furthermore, the issue of compliance and verification was only briefly touched
upon. . :

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"10.° It was recognized that the work accomplished by the Ad Hoc Committee in 1985

made.a further contribution to the solution of the issues entrusted tolit. It is
therefore recommended thait the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the

Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its 1986 session and

that the Annex to this reﬁort be considered as a basis for further work.
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ANNEY
SCOPE

1. PBach State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances to
develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use

radiological weapons.

[2. Pach State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive material, not
defined as a radiological weapon in Article ... of this Treaty, to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay

of such material.

[3. Each State Party further undertakes never under any circumstences to release
or disseminate radioactive material causing destruction, damage or injury, by
meahs of the radiation produced by the decay of such material, by attacking
nuclear facilities as they are defined in Article ,., of this Treaty. ]

3. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances to
attack nuclesr facilities,] .

[3. big Thig prohibition against aitack shall not apply to nuclear facilities
giving regular significant snd direct support to military operations in time of
war if such attack is the only feasible way of terminating such support and
providing that such attacks do not lead to the release of radioactivity, ]

[4. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive devices
or to radioactive materisl produced by them,]

5« Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activiiies which the States Parties to the
Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of paragraphs 1, 2

_and 3 of this Article, . = . ..~ -

DEFLNITIONS
¥or the purposes of this Treaty:
(a) +the term “radielogical weapon" means:

(1) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, apecifically
designed to employ radioactive material by disseminating it to
cauge destruction, damage, or injury by meane of the radiation
produced by the dsecay of such material:

(i1) Any radioactive material specifically [prepared] [designed] for
employment, by ite dissemination, to cause destruction, damage,
_or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay of
such material,




b) The term "nuclear facilities" means nnclear facilities [for peaceful
s | on land vhich are:
{1} nueclear reachors;

(ii) intermediate spent fuel storages; [facilities for transport and
storage of nuclear fuel]s

(iii) reprocessing plants;

(iv) waste deposits and
(v) enrichment facilities,l]

‘hich are under TABA safeguards] [and which in accordance with AImeX aes
sluded in a Register maintained by the Depositary. innex ... constitutes

seral part of the Treaty,l] 1/
PEACEFUL USES

>thing in this Tresty should be interpreted as affecting the inalienable

of 211 States Parties to apply snd develop their programmes for the

fut] uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development [as well
the use of sources of radiation from redioactive decay for peaceful

s8] [consistent with the need to prevent the [vertical, horizontal and
ohic] proliferation of nuclear weapons] [in all its aspecta], [with the

o achieve measures of nuclesar disarmement] [with the overriding need of

r disarmsment measures], and in conformity with their priorities, interests
ads [consisﬁent with the provisions of ‘the present Treaty].]

ach State Party undertskes [to comtribute] [fo promote] [to:-the fullest possible
to the strengtbening of intermational]| co-operation in the peaceful uses !

lear energy [radioactive'materials] taking into account the particular

of the developing countries.] '

ach State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest posesible extent to
velopment of adequate measures of protection for all States against the
1 effects of radiation.] :

CESSATION OF THE NUCIEAR ARMS RACE AND NUCIEAR DISARMAMENT

he States Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently negotiations
e cegestion of the nuclear arta race, the .conclusion of effective measures
vent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and the achievement of

T disarmament. |

jothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or

sing from existing rules of international law applicable in armed conflict
1iting oF d8fracting from obligations samumed. by the States Parties under
her internabional agreement, Nor shall it be interpreted as in any way
.ing existing international law relating 4o nuclear weapons or detracting
ybligations to prevent the use or threat of use of such weapons and the
rement of nuclear &isarmament.] :

—

;/ In this context, CD/EWﬁNP.67 contains Chairmants suggestions for drait
43 of an Annex relabting to Article II (b},
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEE ON RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

I.  INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 299th.plenary meetlng held on 14 March 1985, as contained in document cD/577,
the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for the duration
of the 1935 session, with a view to peaching agreement on 2a conventlon
prohibiting the development, preduction, stockpiling and use of radiological
‘weapons., The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc Committee would report
to it on the progress of its work before the conclusicn of the 1985 session.

TT; ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its'BDSth plenary meeting on 4 April 1985, the Conference on Disarmament
appointed Ambassador Richard Butler of Australia as Chairman of the Ad Hoc

Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko,-United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs,

served as Becretary of the Ad Hoc Committee. _
3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 16 meetings from 19 April to 16 ﬁugust 1985. In
addition, bthe Chairman held a number of informal consultations with delegatlons.

4. At their requesﬁ, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on ‘Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc Committee:
Finland, Norway, Portugal, Spaln and Switzerland.

5. Tn carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee took into account

paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the Tirst special session of the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took into
consideration the relevant recommendations of the United Wations Disarmament
Commisgion, in particular those adopted in connection with the Second Disarmament
Decade in 1980C. 1in addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly
on the subject at its previous seassions, the Ad Hoc Committee book into account in
particular resolution 39/151 J of the General Assembly of 17 December 1984.

Paragraphs 1 and 5 of that resolution read as follows:

wl. Takes note of that part of the peport of the Conference on Disarmament
that deals with the question of radiological weapons, in particular the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons and its recommendation
that, in view of the fact that the Committee's mandate was not fulfilled, the
Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its 1985 session;

12, Requests the Conference on Disarmament to continue its negotlations on
the subject with a view to a prompt conclusion of ita work, taking into
account all proposals presented to the Conference to this end, the result

of which should be submitted to the General Assembly at 1ts fortieth session;™.

JENE——— ]

* TReigasued for technical Teasons
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6. Tn addition to the documents of previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had
before it the following new documents for consideration:

- CD/590, dated 17 ﬁpril-l985, submitted by Canada, entitled "Letter dated
15 April 1985 addressed to the Secretary-General of the Confe?en?e on
Disarmament by the Permanent Representative of Canada, trangmltt%ng a
compendium of CD Verbatim Records and working papers on radiclogical
weapons"

- CD/594, dated 12 June 1985, submitted by a group of So?iglist States,
entitled "Prohibition of radiclogical weapons and prohibition of attacks
againat nuclear facilitiesﬂ

_ CD/RW/WP.59, dated 19 June 1985, entitled "Programme of Work of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiologlcal Weapons"

_  CD/RW/WP.60, dated 19 June 1985, entitled "Timetable"

- CD/RW/WP.61l, dated 2 July 1985, submitted by China, entitled "Some Views
on the Scope of Nuclear Facilities"

- CD/RW/WP.62, dated 16 July 1985, submitted by China, eatitled "Some
Opinions on the Definition and Criterion of Radiological Weapons"

—  GD/RW/WP.63 and Rev.l, dated 16 July and 5 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for Draft Elements on Scope,
Definitions and Criteria"

—  CD/RW/WP.64 and Rev.l, dabed i and 6 August 1985, submitted by the
- Chairman, entitled nChairman's Suggestions for an Element on
- "Peaceful Uses™

- CD/RW/WP.65 and Rev.l, dated 8 and 12 August 1985, submitted by the
Chairman, entitled "Chairman's Suggestions for an Element on
'‘Nuclear Disarmament'®

—  CD/RW/WP.66, dated 8 August 1985, entitled "Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapona!

- CD/RW/WP.67, dated 12 August 1985, submitted by the Chailrman, entitled
nChairman's Suggestions for Draft Blements of an Annex relating to
Article IT (b)".'

IIT. WORK DURING THE 1985 SESSION

i - ittee decided, at the
. At its second meeting, on 14 June, the Ad Ho? Commit ,
luggestion of the Chairman, to proceed on the basis of a "unitary" approach to
' : > the prohibition of radiological weapons
i i ks against nuclear
in the "traditional" sense and the_prohibltion of attac :
facilities. ‘Accordingly, it agreed to allocate equal time for the consideration

R T
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of both guestiong witheut, however, procedurally dividing the work of the
Committee into two separate "tracks" or giving priority to either of them. It
further agreed that this decision was without prejudice to: the final positions
of delegations on a treaty or treaties as such; the "1link" between the above two
questions; delegations' position on the appropriate manner of dealing with them.

8. At its third meeting, on 18 June, the Ad Hoc Committee adopted the following
programme of work for its 1985 session:

"Within the questions of the prohibition of radlological weapons in the
'traditional' senzse and the prohibjition of attacks against nuclear facilities,
the following problems  should be discussed without prejudging the final position
of delegations as regards the "1ink" between the two aspects of the issue: '

- Definitions and Criteria

1

Scope

Peaceful uses

Cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament

Compliance and verification",

9. The Chairman. submitted a number of suggestions for draft %treaty elements
which provided. the basis for discussion during the meetings of the

Ad Hoc Committee and resulted in the compilation of draft provisions, undertaken
by the Chairman, to reflect'the state of deliberations on the two major questions
before the Ad Hoe Committee. .This compilation is contained in the Annex to this
report. It is understecd that the Annex is not binding on any delegation.

Furthermore, the issue of compliance and verification was only briefly touched
upon. . :

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"10.° It was recognized that the work accomplished by the Ad Hoc Committee in 1985

made.a further contribution to the solution of the issues entrusted tolit. It is
therefore recommended thait the Conference on Disarmament should re-establish the

Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of its 1986 session and

that the Annex to this reﬁort be considered as a basis for further work.
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ANNEY
SCOPE

1. PBach State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances to
develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use

radiological weapons.

[2. Pach State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive material, not
defined as a radiological weapon in Article ... of this Treaty, to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay

of such material.

[3. Each State Party further undertakes never under any circumstences to release
or disseminate radioactive material causing destruction, damage or injury, by
meahs of the radiation produced by the decay of such material, by attacking
nuclear facilities as they are defined in Article ,., of this Treaty. ]

3. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances to
attack nuclesr facilities,] .

[3. big Thig prohibition against aitack shall not apply to nuclear facilities
giving regular significant snd direct support to military operations in time of
war if such attack is the only feasible way of terminating such support and
providing that such attacks do not lead to the release of radioactivity, ]

[4. The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive devices
or to radioactive materisl produced by them,]

5« Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activiiies which the States Parties to the
Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of paragraphs 1, 2

_and 3 of this Article, . = . ..~ -

DEFLNITIONS
¥or the purposes of this Treaty:
(a) +the term “radielogical weapon" means:

(1) Any device, including any weapon or equipment, apecifically
designed to employ radioactive material by disseminating it to
cauge destruction, damage, or injury by meane of the radiation
produced by the dsecay of such material:

(i1) Any radioactive material specifically [prepared] [designed] for
employment, by ite dissemination, to cause destruction, damage,
_or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay of
such material,




b) The term "nuclear facilities" means nnclear facilities [for peaceful
s | on land vhich are:
{1} nueclear reachors;

(ii) intermediate spent fuel storages; [facilities for transport and
storage of nuclear fuel]s

(iii) reprocessing plants;

(iv) waste deposits and
(v) enrichment facilities,l]

‘hich are under TABA safeguards] [and which in accordance with AImeX aes
sluded in a Register maintained by the Depositary. innex ... constitutes

seral part of the Treaty,l] 1/
PEACEFUL USES

>thing in this Tresty should be interpreted as affecting the inalienable

of 211 States Parties to apply snd develop their programmes for the

fut] uses of nuclear energy for economic and social development [as well
the use of sources of radiation from redioactive decay for peaceful

s8] [consistent with the need to prevent the [vertical, horizontal and
ohic] proliferation of nuclear weapons] [in all its aspecta], [with the

o achieve measures of nuclesar disarmement] [with the overriding need of

r disarmsment measures], and in conformity with their priorities, interests
ads [consisﬁent with the provisions of ‘the present Treaty].]

ach State Party undertskes [to comtribute] [fo promote] [to:-the fullest possible
to the strengtbening of intermational]| co-operation in the peaceful uses !

lear energy [radioactive'materials] taking into account the particular

of the developing countries.] '

ach State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest posesible extent to
velopment of adequate measures of protection for all States against the
1 effects of radiation.] :

CESSATION OF THE NUCIEAR ARMS RACE AND NUCIEAR DISARMAMENT

he States Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently negotiations
e cegestion of the nuclear arta race, the .conclusion of effective measures
vent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and the achievement of

T disarmament. |

jothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or

sing from existing rules of international law applicable in armed conflict
1iting oF d8fracting from obligations samumed. by the States Parties under
her internabional agreement, Nor shall it be interpreted as in any way
.ing existing international law relating 4o nuclear weapons or detracting
ybligations to prevent the use or threat of use of such weapons and the
rement of nuclear &isarmament.] :

—

;/ In this context, CD/EWﬁNP.67 contains Chairmants suggestions for drait
43 of an Annex relabting to Article II (b},

CONFE}

1. AE
Disarm

Ad Hogf

= 03
e ———

3=

e

. % D, OO




’
CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT

cnsr22
11 Aupust 198s

Ooriginal: ENGLISH

REPORT OF THE AD HOC COHHITTEE.OH BADTOLOGICAL, WEAPONS
I. INTRODUCTIOHN
1. 1In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 344th plenary meeting held on 4 March 1986, as contained in document
€D/674, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1986 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc

. Gommittee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of the 1986 session. -

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its 344th plenary meeting on 4 March 1986, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Amgassador Carlos Lechuga Havi? of GCuba as Ghairman of
the Ad Hoc Commlttee. .Hr. Vietor Slipchenko, United Nations Department for
Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee.
3. The Ad Hoc Committee held 17 meetings from 7 March to 11 August 1986. In
addition, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.

4, At their request, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoc
Committee: Finland, Greece, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland and Turkey.
5. In carrying out its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee took into account
paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the firat special session of the United
Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took into
consideration the relevant recommendations of the United Nations Disarmament
Commission, in particular those adopted in comnection with the Second
Disarmament Decade in 1980. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly on the subject at its previous sessiong, the Ad Hoc Committee
took into account in particular resolution 40/94 D of the General Assembly of

12 December 1985. Paragraphs 1 to 4 of that resolution read as follows:
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T1I. WORK DURIWG THE 1986 SESSTON

7. At its 4th meeting on 25 March, the Ad Hoe Committee ndopted the methed

and programme of work for its 1986 session., Accordingly, it agreed to
continue on the basis of the "unitary” approach to the two major questions
that had been before it for a number of years, i.e., the prohibitlon of

radiological weapons in the »traditional” sense and the prohibition of attacks

against nuelear facilities. Tt further agreed to continue to consider both

questions without dividing its work into two separate "tracks" and without
giving priority to eithe

r of them, on the understanding that that decision was
without prejudice to:

the final positions of delegations on a treaty or
treaties a¢ such; the “"link" between the above two questions; delegations’
position on the appropriate manner of dealing with them; and to any other
approaches and questions which might be presented. The Ad Hoe Committee also
decided that the programme of work for its 1986 session would be the same as
in 1985 and would include the following issues:

- definitions and criteria;

- scope;

- peaceful uses;

cossation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament;
- compliance and verification.

The Committee agreed to consider the annex to document CD/635 as a basis

all

for its work in 1986, in accordance with its 1985 report, as well as

existing proposals and future initiatives.

8. 1In accordance with its programme of work, the Ad Hoc Committee devoted six

ange of views on all items included in the programme. AL
its 8th meeting on 21 April 1986, the Committee decided, on the suggestion of

meetings to the exch

its Chairman, to set up three contact groups on the issues of scope and
definitions, peaceful uses and cogsation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear
digsarmament, and verification and compliance, co-ordinated by

Ambassador Rolf Ekéug of Swaden, Ambassador Dévid Meiszter of Hungary and
Ambassador Richard Butler of Australia, respectively.

6. The contact group on the issues of scope and definitions held five
megpings open to all delegations. On the basis of document CD/635 and an
exéﬂ;ﬁée of'views, a paper on draft elements which could be included in =

treaty was prepared by the co—ordinator and examined by the contact group,

some elements belng further elaborated. Differances remained, however, on a

twumber of issues and formulations.

Therefore, alternative formulatlions and
points of view on the varlous questions considered in the paper prepared by
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Original: ENGLISH

REPORT OF THE AD HOQC COMMITTEE ON RADICLOGICAIL, WEAPONS
X. INTRODUCTION

i, 1In accordance with the decizion taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 387th plenary meeting held on 10 February 1987, as contained in document
Cn/138, the Ad hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1987 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiclogical weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad bhoc
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of the 1987 sesajon.

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its 398th plenary meeting on 1% March 1987, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador DAvid Meiszter of Hungary as Chairman of the
Ad hoc Committee, Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Rations Department for
Disarmament Affairs, continued to serve as Secretary of the Ad hog Committee.

3. The Ad hoc Committee beld seven meetings from 3 April to 10 August 1987.
In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.

4, At their regquest, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad hoc
Committee; Austria, Finland, Greece, Rew Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Senegal,
Spain, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

5. In carrying cut its mandate, the Ad hoc Committee took into account
paragraph 76 of the Final Document of the first special session of the

United Nations General Assembly devoted to disarmament. It also took inta
consideration the relevant recommendatjons of the United Rations Disarmament
Commission, in particular those adopted in connection with the Second
Disarmament Decade in 1980, 1In addition to various resolutions adopted by the
General Assembly on the subject at its previous sessions, the Ad hoc Committee
had before it resolutions 41/12, 41/59 A and 41/59 1 adopted by the

General Assembly at its forty~first session entrusting specific
responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament on this subject.

GE.87-63105/7466¢
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II1. WORK DURING THE 1987 SESSION

7. In agcordance with the recommendation contained in the report of the

Ad hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons in 1986 (CD/722), the Ad hoe
Committee devoted five meetings to the consideration of ways and means of how
best to proceed further. Several specific suggestions were made in this
reqgard.

8, Following that exchange of viewa, at its 5th meeting on 19 June, the

24 hoc Committee decided to establish two contact groups: contact group A to
consider the prohibltion of radiological weapons in the "traditional” sense
and contact group B to consider the prohibition of attacks against nuclear

by a co-ordinator, that the two contact groups would meet parallel with each
other and that the Ad hoc Committee would periodically review the progress of
work in the two groups and the;:eaults_achieved.

9. Following ‘the decia:on of the Copmittee to establish two contact groups A
and B, Mr. Sadaaki Numata of Japan and Mr. Hadi Wayarabi of Indonesia agreed
to assist the Chair by aervinq as eco-ordinators of the contact groups A amd B, !
respectively,

10. On the basis of the intensive work conducted within the contact groups,
the two co-ordinators presented to the Ad hoc Committea, at its 7th meeting on
10 Auvgust 1987, their respective reports (CD/RW/WPs.75 and 76) which are
reproduced in Annexes I and II to this report, reflecting the current state of
consideration of the issues before the Ad hoc Committee. It is understood
that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any delegation,

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONG
11. The work conducted by the Ad hoc Committee in 1987 made a further

approaches which continue to exist with reqard to both the important subjects

the Annexes to this report as a basis for its future work.
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POSSIBLE ELEMBNTS FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPOMS */

ECOPE

1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use
radiological weapons. 1/

2. Rach State Party to this Treaty zlso undertakes never under any
circumstances to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in ,.. of this Treaty to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material, 2/

3, Each State Party to this Treaty alsc undertakes not in any way to aesist,
encourage, or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activities which the States Parties to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article,

4. Bach State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional progedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary
anywhere under ita jurisdiction or control:

{a} to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which for a State Party
would constitute a violation of the obligations undertaken by the
State Parties under this Treaty;

(b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to radiological weapons, or to the
employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radiocactive materials
that might be used for such weapons or employment;

{c) to prevent loss of radiocactive materials that might be unsed for such
weapons or employment. '

*/ These elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positiocns of
gelegations regarding the question of "linkage".

1/ A view was expressed that the focus sbould be on the prohibition of the
8¢ of radiolcgical weapons in warfare and that it was necessary to simplify
he formulation in this patagravh.

"2/ A view was expressed concerning the need to focus on the prohibition of
¢ use of radiological weapons in warfare.
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possession, transfer or use of direct

ed energy devices i8 compatiple ¥
Treaty.

cted energy devl

aorhing in this Treaty
e development, pr
§f directed enerdy¥

a the view that

1eqitimizinq th
transfer OF use O

ons expresse
in any way
n or possession,

wxxkk / SOme delegati
ghall be interpreteﬂ aB
stockpiling, acguisitio

weapone.
ions sugqesteﬂ that the word “peaceful“

be {nserted

1/ Some delegat

word Tusa”.

before the
at the and of the

geseted the addition
and needs.”

2/ Omne delegation 8u4
ies, interests

*in conformity with thelr priorit

y devices produce pa
i icas 4o

igh this

cductiony

paraqraph of
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{ii} Any radioacti
ive material s .
goans of themiggzlon. to cause destruction, damggé/ Eoriemployment,
ation produced by the decay of suén ; tnjury by
aterial,

Second alternative

Any device, includ
ing any wea
employ radioacti pon or equipment, specif ,
seans Of the ra;:et?aterial to cause destruct;onp dam;cally do31gned to
ation produced by the decay of ;uon gir or injury by
material.

PEACEFUL USES

1. FPirst alternative

Nothing in this T
reaty shoulad
the full exercise ula be interpreted 2
0 i as .
develop their PIOgr:mzze inalienable rights of ali_étate;fiecting in any way
economic and soeial aev21§°‘ the_Peaceful 3/ uses of nuclea:rties to apply and
pment in conformity with their prioi?i;gy P
es, intereste

and needs. 4/

Second alternative

NMothing in this T
5 reaty should N
programmes for :;:e:ezizziis to this Treaty to deveio:fgzgt:nglthehinalienable
development, conai ul uges of nuclear ene pply their
ste i rgy for ec

weapons, 5/'1“ congor;:twlth the need to prevent the ptolggomic and social

= Y with their prioritieS' interests ergtion of nuclear

and needs.

2. First alternative

Each State Paft
ndertak ;
international ¥ u takes to contribute 6
conformi ty witﬁo;operation in the peaceful uses_iftg the strengthening of
1/ the needs of developing countri “f;;ar eneray In
5.

Second alternative

Each State Part
y undertakes to promote co-operation in the peaceful
ceful uses

- of nuclear ene
rgy in conformity with 7/
7/ the needs of ¢
developing countri
ies,

pr

r. 4/ A view was

Aured expressed that, 1

ucive to consens , in order to strik

ance of parase us, there should be an addition 5 :? inner ba'ance
£ paragraph 68 of the Final Document of ssog IECting the last

5/ Some del
egations su n X
OHSiStant w- ggested under ].nt
ith arnational
the need to prevent the proliferationag;ezﬂzgtsu instead of
ear weapons".

6/ Some del i

Ene egations suggest .
t" after "contribute" 9 ed the insertion of "to the fullest possibl

. . -

\7 A Dreﬁ.
g erence wa
mity with", s expressed for "taking into account® instead of
a o w 1n
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llest possible

tection for all States

ntribute to the fu

gach State Party andertakes to 0
te measures of pro

3-

extent 1/ tO the development of adequa

against the harmful effects of radiation.

CESSATION OF THE NUCLERR ARMS RACE
AND RUCLEAR DI SARMAMENY
: ANNEX II
1. The States parties to this Treaty undertake to putsue urgently ' Report of Cont
negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of 1 In acc act Group B
i * ordanc
effective peasures to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and Radiologioal We e with the Progra of work of |
£ nuclear disarmament. 2/ Contacs Goon Bapons as contained in document CP the Ad hoc Committee on
orohibition gf a:zd before it items relevant to iﬁ:/WPa74 dated 22 June 1987,
acks against nuclear facilities aquzstion of the
¢ a8 follows:

the achievement (o)
iodically reviewed

-~ Scope

2. The implemantation of these obligations should be per
as provided €or in Article ... 3/
OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS _

- Definitions
not apply to nuclear explosive ]
4 by them. 4/ - Criteria

Treaty shall

terial produce
~ Verification and compliance

1. phe provisions of this
devices or to radioactive ma
ed ag in any way legitimizing

2. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpret
the use of nuclear Weapons OL aetracting from the obligation of States tO - oun
refrain from the use Or threat of use of such weapons. 4 er main elements .
&/ Marking » inter alia, Depositary, Register and 8
ecial
3. Firet alternative 2. contact G P
roup B held si .
. addition, the Co~ordi ix meetings from 2
in any way limiting of » the Co-ordinator conducted 1nformalgcg§§ﬁ122ti August 1987. In
3. For the ons.
purpose of havin
g structured and
systematic conside
ration,

1l be interpreted as
£ international 1aw applicable in armed
rions asgumed by the

ment.

Contact Grou
p B concentrat
Depositary, R ed on the items of
egiste of Scope, D . "
was uzed as the bas;sang Speclal Marking. A prODo;aleiigitlon' Criteria, {
consideration of the 12 work of the Contact Group. Dua : by the Co-ordinater i
em of Verification and Ccmplianéz hohlack of time the i
ad to be postponed

Nothing in this Treaty ghal
detracting from axisting rules O
ng or detracting fxom obliga

conflict or limiti
sraktes parties gnder any other intgrnational agree
4. All comm

on and different
systematic and in nt views were reco

t rded _

delegation and itseg;?tEG manner. That record is zgttE? Co-ordinator in a
Co-ordinator* n purpose is to facilitat inding upon any

s record is attached. ate future consideration. The

segond alternative
1g Treaty ghall be interpreted as in any way 1imiting ©or
licable in armed

Nothing in th
decracting from existing rules of international law app
conflict ox limitina OF detracting from obligation3 aggumed by the
gtates parties under any other international agreement, consistent with the
need to prevent the proliferation 5/ of nuclear weapons and the need to
achieve uraent measures of nuoleal disarmament.

3. Cont
act Group B recom
to append th a mends the Ad hoe C .
e att _ . Ad hoe Committe
ached Co-ordinator's record as a bzsgg ?ﬂdiological Weapons
or future work

VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE
(to be developed)

apnce with

of "anpd in accord
ble extent".

_____—-—-—-"-
the insertion
the fullest possi

1/ some delegations suggested
international undertakings“ after »sontribute O

2/ some aelegations were of the ¢iew that such an undertaking was outside
purview of this Treaty.
ph.

the
the need for this paragra

were raised concerning
ing this paragraph.
1 and geographic

3/ Questions
jons wele raised concern

4/ object
vgertical, norizonta

deleqations prefer:ed
" to “ptoliferation“.

: 5/ Some
proliﬁeration

:




Attachment

ANT TO THE PROHIBITION

pOSSIBLE BLEMENTS RELEV.
OF ATTACKS PGAINST NUCLERR FACILITIES */ ** /

scoPE (Purposel

paragraph 1 whx /S

Ficrst alternative
ertakes never under any circ

Bach State party und
nuclear facilities covered by the provisions of this Treaty.

umstances to attack

gecond alternative

gach State Party undertakes I
nuclear facilitY.

Third alternative Kk f WhRRN /]

gach State Party undertakes
digseminate radioactive supstance
the provisions of this Treaty.

aver under any cirtcumstances to attack anhy

nces Lo release and

circumsta
covered by

never under any
puclear facilities

g by attacking

£ delegations

al positions O
on the

4 does not prejudice the eventu

v1inkage" s OF the positions of delegations
ing agditional leqgal protection for nuclear
er, a view was expressed that adgditional discussion
pertaining to the guestion ig needed.

e et

hd his recdar
relating to the qguestion of
guestion of the need of hav

facilities. as to the latt

on existing 1nternational agreements
hould not he

in the text &
tability to the

the various alternatives
of their accer

a%/ The placement of
¢ priority or the Aedree

regarded as indication ©

committee.
hat the Scope ghould also covexr ab

wkk Some delegations suggested t
k nuclear facilitien.

undertakind not to threaten tO attac
at the third alternative of Scope hased on
conjunction with the first
finitions), the first alternative of Criteria.
raphs 1 to 8 (Regiater) ags well as the first

he second alternative of paraqraph 9 {special
4 consistent get of elements-to be included

na stated th

wxkk /  Some delegatio
degtruction read in

the criterion of mass
alternative of paragraob 2 (De
the first alternative of parad
alterpative of paragraph 1 and t
marking) consgtitute one complete an

in a draft Treaty.
¢tion of "mabs
e was based, was

o stated that

egations pointed out that the crite
ird alternative of scop

xxkkd/  Other del

kit
destruction*, on which the th
jrrelevant toO the purpose of the ptoposeﬂ Treaty. They als
nt to legitimizing attacks on nuclear

a, it would amou
ia not fulfil the

sed by the authors of thip criterion for
A Treaty pased on elements mentioned 1
be diecriminatory against deve loping countries

arbitrarily defined specifications
such facilities O quallfy for
n the previcus footnote
as their

begides other Elaw
facilities which d

protection.
would, therefore,
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Pourth alternative

Bach State Part
v undertakes n
nuclear faciliti ever under any ¢
; cilities subject to the specificationz Oérg;th;nces to attack
reaty.

Paragraph 2

First alternative

r Each State Part
y undertakes not i
any person, State r n any way to asgist, enc .
any activity whicﬁ ihoug of Stateg, or international orqa;izat?uraqe or induce
e State Parties to the Treaty have und tlin £o engege In
ertaken not to

engage in,

second alternative

i b e 22

Bach State Part
v undertakes not i
any person, Sta in any way to assi .
r te, group of States or internatinnal-oréziizzziourige or induce
0n o LI

ﬂ
DEFINITIONS

Pacrageaph 1 */ 27/

For the purposes ;
: 2 of this Tre
causes, directly or indirectly: aty, the term "attack" means any act which

( )

{ii) any interfe
rence, interruption, i
; ’ ed
the operapxon aof a nuclear facilit?; ;T&nt, stoppage ot brealdown In

(iii) any injur
y to, or the -
facility. ’ death of, any of the personnel of a nuclear

nuclear faci i

: ;"thceshol:ﬁTligjiiﬁe::o:any cases, did not come up to the proposed

to nuclear Facilities ung;rsuih a Treaty would weaken the protectlon aff
conditional upon their meetiz esent international law which was not orded
such a Treaty would defeat thg any gquantitative specifications. Conse
:greement on this subiect, wh?cﬂ?;n purpose of concluding a new interng:intly'
his regard and to remove existingalzgpszizzgthen the present legal régim:n?i

*/ Some delegat :
rattack" gations did not see the n
heir view, the definition is clearly 1¥nk§§izitizn Oflthe word
¢ unlimited

ope of paragraph 1 of Scope.

*%/ Other delegations w
_____ ol s 1 ere of the view
i that it wou
14 be necessary
to

‘ine the word "

i at " i

Faonted. tack" whichever alternative on Scope was eventual

: vally




Paragragh 2

First alternaktive
means:

“nuclear facilities"”

For the purpose of this Treaty. the term
{i) Nuclear reactorss
(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storagesi
(iii) Reprocessing plantsj
{iv) Waste deposits;: »/ wr/

which are included in a Register maintained py the Depositery. *wk

second alterpative
means:

aty, the term "nuclear facilities"

Fotr the purpose of this Tre
(i) Nuclear reactors&s
(ii) Enrichment plantsi

(iii) Reprocessing plants;
{iv) Other nucleatr fuel cycle facilitiess
panagement facilities; and

{v) padicactive waste
fuels or radicactive wastes.

(vi} Facilities for the storage of niclear

Third alternative
means:?

For the purpose of this Treaty¥, the term "nuclear facilities”

(1) Nuclear reactorsj

(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages;

(iii) Reprocessing plantsi

yiew that this covers only intermediate

delegations were of the

*/ Some
round.

waste deposits above d

gations suggested
und, only

s generally mean

+hat since waste deposit
bove ground should

%/ Some dele
interim waste deposits a

thoge buried deep undergro
pe included.
wkk Some delegations opposed the idea of 1imiting the scope of the Treaty

to nuclear facilities included in a Register.

R L e
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(iv) Waste deposits;

{v] Temporary waste storages; and

{vi) Installati

ons
for production of intensive sources of ai
tadiation,

Fourth alternative

A nuclear facili
ty means
production, handli a4 nuclear react
ng, treatme ctor or any oth :
other nuclear materi nt, processin er facility fo
terial. g or storage of nucl £ the
ear fuel or
CRITERIA */ *4/

First alternative

The nuclear fac
- ilities m ;

the following specifications.entloned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
) all meet

{1
) They shall be stationary on land; #w#%w%/
{ii) Nuclear r
eactors shall b
exceed 1 [10] M e designed for a therma
and shall not hegawatt' shall have reached th 11 povwer which could
ave been decommigsioned; t#kk eir first criticality
’ f

(iii) Intermedi
ate spent fuel st
radi ) storages sh
joactive material exceeding lol?a%iogg]designed for storing
Bdg;

{iv) Reproces
sing plants sh
all he
wmaterial exceeding 1017 llola?eségned for containing radioactive
r

*/ A view wi
Rl as expres
Paragraph 1 of P sed that should
: the Scope the second al
needed only to specify exgzp:g:::d upon, the ConBiGErat:z;ng:irg ?:
. riteria“ was

**/ Reservati
—f ations wer
power thresh e axpressed
old for as to the appl Lo
radioactive materialgugiﬁartﬁeactors and level ogpqigiftilty of specifying
Bub-para other faciliti and quantit
graphs {1il . ities as mentio i y of
Y. (iv}, (v) and (vi) of first an:e:eégnd 1
alternatives.

X%/ Regardi
eXpressed tl ng (i) in first, se
that nu » Second and third
clear Facilities other than t SeaitzzTatives, a view was
cnary on land sho
uld

a
- alao be covered.,

jiiif Avi
ew was
tudied further. expressed that the aspect of decommissioni
ioning has to be
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second alternative
The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of pefinitions ghall meet
the following specifications:
(i) They shall be stationary on land;
{ii) They shall be used for peaceful purposes;

(iid) NHuclear reactors ghall be degsigned for & thermal power which could
exceed 1 {101 Megawakl, ghall have reached their first criticality
and shall not have beenh decommissioned;

(iv) intermediate gpent guel storages shall he designed for storing
rerial exceeding 1017 (10181 Bas

{v)

{vi) Waste Ade

Third alternative
aph 2 of pefinitio

The nucle
the following

(i)

(i

{iii} Nucleat £

{

0

|

the

urth altetnative

radioactive ma
Reprocessing plant# shall be designed for containing :sdiosetive
naterial exceeding 1017 110381 BUM
e material exceedind

gits shall contain radioactiv

1017 [1018] Ba.

ar facilities ment ioned in paradt

specifications:

They shall be stationary OR lands
1y They ghall be used for pesceful purposes and subject to IAER

gafequardsi
oWer which could
iticallry

1 pe designed for a thermal P
ghall have reached theif first et

decommissioned;

eactors shal

1101 Moegawatis

axceed 1
ave been

and shall not b
or storingd

ag shall be designed £

te spent fuel s8torag
1017 [1018) Ba;

iy fntermedia
terial exceeding

radioactive Wa
{v) Reprocessing plants ghall be degigned for containing rad
paterial exceedind 1od7 [10381 Bqs
Waste deposits shall contain radiocactive material exceeding

{vi}
1017 110181 Ba.

aph 2 of pefinitions g

r facilities mentioned in paragr

The nuclea
following specificaticns:

Nuclear reactors designed for a thermal e

10 MW

(1)

ns shall meet

joactive

hall meet

ffect which could exceed
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{ii) Intermediat
¢ spent fuel stora i
materia : ges designed fo : :
1 which emit gamma radlation exceedin; iggr::itrag}0a0t1v9
- : } A%/

{1il) 1Installatio;
ns for reprocessin -
g of nuglear s
pent fuel;

(iv) Installations
for productio
designed L 10N of intensive so .
excegd' by §°“‘“i“ radicactive material oucces of radiation
ing 102 watt; or emitting gamma radiation

Fifth alternative

;
i
f
Ef

¥

(
ii S

The nuclear facili
itieg menti
under the safegua oned in paragraph ,
rds of the I graph 2 of Definitl
the provisions of this Treatynternational Atomic Energy Agency agzscgtiigda;e
* ¥

*/ Some del

— egatlions pointed

measuring radiatio : out that the internati

¢hat is Bq" ion fall-out after a nueclear accident w::n?ilg adopted way of
. : ecay per second,

- *%/ gome dele

: gations s

of measurement ; uggested that "Bg" should

Cenana Coneor for radioactive intensity which was £ be used as the standard
erence on Weights and Measures in 1973 ormally adopted by the

Ekk :
This refers eith
of Criteria ; ither to tha first, sec
" . A » second, thi '
lternative shoui;e:e:aa expressed that the firs;, Se;gngr ig:r;h alternacive
ome paragtaph . r rd or four
pecification should become pagaggap; ;f Criteria and this acditional ”
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DEPOSITARY

The Depositary ahall be ...

REGISTER */ **/

First alternative

oslitary ghall maintain a Register of
his Treaty and shall transmit

Treaty .

1. The Dep
the provislons of L
each State party to the

second alternatlive

ghall maintain a Reqgi

of this T
y to the Treaty.

1. The Depositaly

the specifications
to each State Part

First alternative

requesting fhat nuclear faci

Registex shall fo
ing written information:

2. gtate Partics
pe included in the
Depositary the follow
(a) petalls on the exact geographi

n of the Lyp

ent fuel stoxadé: repr

(b} Taentificatio

raactor, intermediate SP

ations as apPP

(c) Detailed gpecific
and Paragrapb ... (

Paragraph ..- LDefim'.tion}

Second alternative

that nue
hall for each su
information:

2. atate Parties requesting

be ingluded in the Register 8
Depositary the followlng written

(a) pDatails on the exact
n of the type of nu

(2 ydentificatio
nt fuel storagé.

reactor; jntermediate spe

et

*/  Soma delegati

Lo nuclear facilities include

=%/ Other delegations maintain

provisions of this Treaty should b

ster of nacleay

reaty and ghall tran

r each such Facility

cal location of the nu

e of nuclear facllity¥.

licable in acs

lear facilitl

geographical locati

aglear facility.
reproceasing

ons opposed the idea ©
a in a Register.

ed that nuclea
o included in a Regis

ear facilities covered by
jes thereof to

\

nucl
certified coP

fﬁcilities gubject to

godt certified copies thereof

1ities under their jurisdiction
communicate to the

clear faclility?

y.e. if it is a

ocessing plant OT was

ordance with

criteria) of thip Treaty.

ag unde

1lity communicake €O the

ch fac

on of the nuclear fac

i.e. if it is a
plant O¥

£ 1limiting the sCope

¢y facilitlies covered
tar.

+o deposits

r thelr jurisdiction

ilitys

wagte deposit.ﬁ

of the Treaty]

py the
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f Third alternative

2. State Pa
rties requegti
ge in?luded in the Registe;ng that nuclear facilities und i
epogitary the fol shall for sach such : exr their jurisdicti
ollowing written informationuc facility communicate to the o
T

{a) Details
on the
exact geographical location of the
nucleayr Ffacilit
Yi

{b) TIdentifi
cation of

nuclear reactor the type of nucl
. enrichme clear facil e s
cycle facility, radioactizt plant, reprocessing plantitY. i.g. if it i3 a
storage of nuclear fuels oi wagte management facility'ozt:er nuclear fuel
radicactive waste acility for th
. e

K
r

Firgt alternative

3. Upon recei
aipt of
a request for an inclusion in the Reqgi
gister, the

Depositary sh
all witho
informa ut delay ini
tion contained in the raque:ta:: Erzcedures to confirm that th
orrects e

(b) Through
necagsary. ¢h other means, including mission to th
e facility, wh
en

4, For the
purpose of ;
the Depositary may, as 1:a§EYJng out the procedures in
: ems necessary, enter into aParagraph 3 (a) above
greement with the
IAKEA.

5. For th
e purpoge of cax
the Depositaxy shall, with ziing out the procedures in pa
e co~operation of State Pagt?agraph 3 (1) above
ACY,

- compile and mai
intain a 1i
“available to und gt of qualified
i artake such mi EXPertB Who
ssions ! se services could b
- ¢ made

6. The De
posita sh
relevant details ;goutaii include the facllity in the
given in the reéuest ha E facllity concerned, as s Reglster as well as
f state Parties to the T s been substantiated, and shgon as the information
e reaty of any new inclusion in ti tmedistely notify
7 State Partie ® Register.
s havin
the Regl g nuclear fa
glster shall cilities unde i
qur caoncerning th iimmediately inform the De r their jurisdiction included
e information given in the rgositary of any change that wmay
quest.,

The costs £
: or implem
uesting Stat enting these
€. procedures ghall
be borne by th
e

ond alternative

Upon recei
: eipt of a @
11 communicate it to all Sta::lg:rt? the Register, the
es.

e~ Depoaitary

ry shall i

nt details nclude the f

about « acility in th

”;n the request ha:hz facility concerned, as soznnegister.aa well as
arties to the Treateen substantiated, and shall as th? information

y of any new inclusion in thel;meglately notify
egister,
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6.

(a)

(b)

in the

7.

given
State

8.

9.

5. State Pa
in the Reglsat
gccur concert
The costs for impl
requesting Stakte.

Third alternative

3. Upon receipt of

Depositary a8
information c

4. ¥or the purpose
the Depositary may s

. For the purpo

the DepositaXry
compile and maintain & 1ist of v
available to ¥

6. gtate pPartie

processed or

The Depositary shall 1
relasvant

state Paxrties

in the Raygist
occuy concexn

rties having nucle
er shall jpmediately info

ing the ipformation given in

a reguest for

hall without delay ini
ontained in the reguest i

Through, t© the extent

Through other means, including

necegsary.

of carrying

ge of carrying out
ghall, with the co
ndertake guch mMissions.
g having el

shall declare
a in these fac

Registar that the
store

detalls about the faclliky

in the request bas been 8
Parties to the Treaty of any

having 0
er shall 1mmediately

ing the i

The c¢oS8tS for implementing these

requesting gtate.

al facilities
rn the

emanting thege DProOC

an inc
tiate procedur
o corrvect:

possible,

out the procedures

amg it deems necessary.

the proc
—operation (o3
alified exparts,

ear facilitie
radioactive mater

{lities shall not be use

nclude the Eacllity
c0ncarned,

ubstantiated,
new inclunsion i

nformation given

tie request.

lusion in the
ag to <0

documenta

nissio

s under the

nder their iu
y of

procedures ghall

under thelr jurisdi
pepositary of any €

edures shall be bor

rion fxom the IAER;

n to the facility.

in paradg
enter into agreene

edures in paragrap
£ gtate parties ©
whoBse gervices coul

ir juriadicticn inc
jal produced,
a4 for weapons

in the Register as
as soon as th
and shall jmmediat
n the Register.

ction jpcluded
nange that may

ne by the

Reglater, the
afirm that the

when

o the Treatys

well a3
e information
ely notify

be borne bY the

and/or

raph 3 (a) above
nt with the IAEA.

nh 3 (b) above

4 be made

luded

purpeses.

risdiction jncluded
any change that may
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SPECIAL MARKING */ %/
Paragraph 1

Pirst alternative

Nuclear faci
Marking. ilities which are included in the Regist
ster should bear
: Special

second alternative

Any nuclear f
Paragraph ... (Cri::iiiTY covered under Paragraph :
a) of this Treaty should bea;.éplnzfinition) and
cial Marking.

Paragraph 2

First alternative

A State Part
y may re
referred to i quest the Deposit
in paragraph 1 with the sPeciairiaiﬁ-“ar“ its nuclear facilities
ing.

Second alternative

A State Part
. ¥ may ma !
with the Special Marking i;o;t:hnuCIEar facilities referred to i
e consent of the Deposi © in paragraph 1
positary.

Third alternative

A State Part
. y may mark i
with the Special Marking upont:n:uclaar facilities referred to i
I consent of other 8 ' n paragraph 1
tate Parties

Fourth alternative

A State Part
Wi ¥y may mark i
th the Special Marking. tg nuclear facilities referred to i
in paragraph 1

VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE

(to be developed)

*/ i

-t Some dele

) nuclea delegations opposed the !

3 r facilities having Special M;ii?n;f limiting the scope of the Treat
. earty

*k
o/ Cther dele
gatio
ns maintained that nuclear faciliti
es covered by the

'évisiﬂng

R of this T

?ci&l Marking. reaty should be included in a Regist

.. er and might bear

g - ———=
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CD/864

CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT 29 August 1988

Original: ENGLISH

REPCRT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTEERE
ON BADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

I. INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its A43é6th plenary meeting held on 2 February 1988, as contained in document
CD/B0OA, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-esatablished, for
the duration of the 1988 sesslon, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoe
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of the first part of the 1988 session, in view of the third special session of
the United Nations General Assembly devoted to dizarmament, and that it would
also report to the Conference before the conclusion of the second part of its
1988 sesaion.

2. Pursuant to that decision, the Ad Hoc Committee presented its special
report to the Conference on Disarmament {CD/820) whilch contained an account of
its work during the second part of the 1882 session as well as during its 1983
to 1987 sessions and the first part of its 1988 session. At its A460th plenary
meeting on 26 April 1988, the Conferonce adopted the special report of the

Ad Hoe Committee, which 1s an integral part of the Special Report of the
Conference on Disarmament to the third special session of the United Nations
Genaral Assembly devoted to disarmament (CD/834),

II. ORGANIZATICON OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

3. At its 439th plenary meeting on 11 February 1988, the Conference on
Disarmament appointed Ambassador Tessa Solesby of the United Kingdom as
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee. Mr. Victor Slipchenko, United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs, continued te serve as Secretary of the
Ad Hoc Commltteea.

4. The organization of work of the Ad Hoe Committee, as well as the
documentation prasentad to it, are described in its special report to the
Conference on Disarmament {(CD/820). In addition to the work described
therein, during the second part of its 1988 session, the Ad Hoc Committee held
twe meetings on 15 July and on 26 August 1988, and the Chalirman held a number
of consultations with delegations.

Gi. 58-64180
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5. At their reguest, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the Ad Hoe
Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Treland, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and Zimbabwe.

6. In addition to various resclutions adopted by the General Assembly on the
subject at its previocus sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had before it
resolutions 42/38 B and F adopted by the General Aggembly at its forty-second
sesslon entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament
on this subject.

7. 1In addition to the documents of previous sessions, as well as those of
the first part of its 1988 session, the Ad Hoc Committee had bafore it the
following new documents for consideration:

- CD/RW/WP .80, dated 15 July 1988, entitled "Timetable of meetings
during the second part of the 1988 seszsion”

- CD/RW/WP.81, dated 22 August 1988, entitled "Report of Contact
Group A"

- CD/RW/WP.82, dated 15 August 1988, entitled "Report of Contact
Group B".

ITI.WORK DURING THE 1988 SESSION

8. As mentioned above, the work carried out by the Ad Hoc Committee during
the first part of the 1988 session iz described in lts special report to the
Conference on Disarmament {CD/820).

9. At its fifth meeting on 15 July 1988, the Ad Hoe Committee decided to
maintain the same method of work as was agreed at the beginning of the 1988
session, i.e,, that contackt group A would continue to consider issues relevant
to the prohibition of radiological weapons im the “traditlonal® sense and
contact group B would continue to consider issues relevant to the prohibition
of attacks against nuclear facilities. Mr. Hadl Wayarabi of Indonesia and

Mr. Csaba Gybrffy of Hungary continued to assist the Chailr by serving as
co-ordinators of the contact groups A and B, respectively.

10. At the same meeting, the Ad Hoc Committee took note of the letter
addressed to the Secretary-Genoral of the Conference on Disarmament by the
TAEA Secretariat, conveying the Apency's readiness to provide technical
assistance to the Conference in its work relating to the prohibitlon of armed
attacks against nuclear installations, and agreed to keep the matter under
review for its future work. At its sixth meating on 26 August 1988, the

Ad Hoc Committee took note of the reply, reflecting this position, sent by the
Secratary-General to the TABA Secretariat,

11. Following the work conducted within the contackt groups, both formally and
informally, the two co-ordinators presented to the Ad Hoce Committee, at its
sixth meeting on 26 August 1988, their respective reports (CD/BRW/WP.81 and 82)
which are reproduced in Annexes T and IT to this reporct, reflecting the
current state of the consideration of the issues before the Ad Hoc Committee.
It is understood that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any
delegation.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

. rk conducted by the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1988 session wag
1§ef§?aizocuntributing fﬁrther to the clarificatlion of 4ifferent approaches
which continue to exist with regard to both the important ?ubjects under
consideration. It is reconmended that the Conference on D1sarmament.sh?u1d
re~establish the Ad Hoe Conmitteec on Radiclogical Weapons at the beginning of
its 1989 session and that the Ad Hoc Committee should draw upon the Annexes to
this report as a basis for its future work.
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ANWEX I

Report of Contact Group A

1. .In accordance with the decigion taken by the Ad Hoc Committes on
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meating, on 15 July 1988, Contact Group &
continued its congideration of the issues relevant to the prohibition of
radiological weapons,

2. Contact Group A held three meetings from 25 July to 22 August 1988. 1In

addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of informal
fotepaots consultations with

3. As was agreed at the fifth meeting of the A4 Hoe Committee

Contact Group A reviewed the Co-ordinator's record as containaé in the
Attachment to Annex I to the Special Report of the Ad Hoe Committeo to the
Cnnfare?ce on Disarmament (CD/820). Some new Proposals were mada in
connection with the Attachment, which contributed to further clarification and
elaboration of the positions held by various delegations on the issue,

4. The amended Co-ordinator's record is attsched to the i
raport, reflect
the current stage of the Contact Group's consideration. porss ering

5. The Co-ordinator's record is not binding upon an

not preclude any delegation from introducing grogosalsyogeifE::i::izzg :ge:he
text as a whole or the elements thereof, at a later stage. It is recommended
that it be appended to the Ad Hoe Committea's report to the Conference on
Disarmament, as & basis for future work.
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Attachment

POSSIBLE ELEMENTS FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADYOLOGYCAL WEAPONS %/

SCOPE

First alternative

1. Bach State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise scquire or possess, transfer or use

radioclogical weapons.

2. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertekes never under any
eircumstances to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive
material, not defined as a radiological weapon in ... of this Treaty to cause
destruetion, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay

of such material.

3. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce any person, Btate, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activities which the States Parties to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Articls.

4. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in aceordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary

anywheres under its jurisdiction or contrsl:

(a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities whieh for a State Party
would constitute a violation of the obligations undertaken by the
State Parties under this Treaty;

(b) to prohibit and prevent diverslon to radiclogical weapons, or te the
employment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radioactlve materials

that might be used for such weapons or employment;

(e} to prevent loss of radiocactive materlals that might be used for such
weapons or employment.

¥/ These elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positions of
delegations regarding the question of "“linkage".
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5.X/ Wothing in paragraph 4 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affeect the programmes of
other States for the use 1/ of nuclear energy or technology for their economic
or social development. 2/ 3/

Second alternative

1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under

any circumstances
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive material to
tauge destruction, damage or injury by means of the radiation produced by the
decay of such material.

2. Each State Party alse undertakes not in any way %o assist, encourage, or

induce anyone to engage in the employment of radiocactive material prohibited
by paragraph 1.

3. Each State Party also undertakes to take any measures which it considers
necesgary:

(a) to prohibit and prevent the employment of radioact
prohibited by paragraph 1; ¥ lve material

{b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to the i
: employment prohibited b
paragraph 1 of radioactive materials that might be used for such employman{;

(¢) to prevent loss of radicactive materials that
omploymant. at might be used for such

4.%/ Wothing in paragraph 3 above sghall he interpreted as requiring or
pzﬁmitttng a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
otner States for the use 1/ of nuclear energy or technology for thei

or social development. 2/ 3/ & ® seonomle

Third alternative

1. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any cirecumstances

to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possegs, transfer or use
radiologieal weapons.

zi Ea:h State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
clrcumstances to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive
matecial, not defined ac a radiological weapon in ... of tﬂis Treaty to cauge

destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation P
of such material, produced by the decay

X/  Some delegations expressed the view that consideration eh
. ad ould be
given to whether the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressed
under the draft element "Peaceful Uses".

1/ Some delegations suggested that the word "
before. the waud cLoBat peacaful” be insarted

Z/  One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the
“in conformity with their priorities, interests and neads.” peragraph of

3/ A view was expressed that this commitment should provide For the

A

i
[
|
1
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3. Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
eircumstances to dump radicactive wastes in the territory of another State for

hostile purposes or in armed conflict, 1/

4, Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activities which the States Parties to
the Treaty have undertaken not to engage in under the provisions of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of this Article.

5. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its
constitutional procedures, to take any measures which it considers necesgary
anywhere under its jurisdiction or control:

(a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which For a
State Party would constitute a violatlon of the obligations undertaken by the

State Parties under this Treaty;

(b) to prohibit and prevent diversion to radiclogical weapons, or to the
enployment prohibited by paragraph 2 of this Article, of radicactive msterialg
that might be used for such weapons or employment;

(c) to prevent loss of radiocactive materials that might be used for such
weapons or employment.

6.%/ Nothing in paragraph 5 above shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of
other States for the use 2/ of nuclear energy or technology for their econsomic

or social development. 3/ &/

*f  Some delegations expressed the view that consideration should be
piven to whether the concerns reflected in this paragraph should be addressed
under the draft element "Peaceful Uszes".

1/ Views were expressed that the provisions contained in this paragraph
were already covered in paragraph 2 above as well as in paragraph 1 of the
second alternative,

27 Some delegations suggested that the word “peaceful" be inserted
before the word “use".

_ 3/ One delegation suggested the addition at the end of the patagraph of
"in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs.”

4/ A view was expressed that thisz commltment should provide for the
fulfilment of nuelear safety conditions.
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DEFINITIONS %/
For the purpeses of this Treaty:

The term "radiological weapon™ means Kh/, KXKS | KKK/ hdokkky

Pirst alternative

(i) Any device, ineluding any weapon or equipment, specifically designéd
to employ radiocactive material by disgeminating it to cause

destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiati
on
the decay of such material; produced by

(11) Any radiocactive material specifically configured 1/ for employment
by its dissemination, to cause dagtruction, damagg. or injury by '
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such materis).

Second alternative

Any device, including any weapon or eaqui i

pment, specifically designed t
employ r&dioacti?e material to cause destruction, damage, or injsry hyn
means of the radiation produced by the decay of such material.

X/ A view was expressed that the gsecond alte
s rhati i n
require any “definitionsg". ve of “Scope" did not

*%/ A view was expressed that., for the 3
faked ] ’ purposes of this Treaty, it mi
be necessary to clarify what is meant by "radiocactive materials", T nient

Akx/ A view was expressed that the term "radi
ologlecal weapons" might
include the so-called particle beam weapons which give ionizing radiat?on in
other ways than through radiocactive dacay.

AERX/ Some delegations expressed the view that * "
should not be treated as radiological weapong, that i;:tizégnzziﬂhwiﬁpons
radiological weapons as contained in €D/31 and CD/32 is based on the decay of
ngclear material, whereas directed energy devices produce particle beams ye
without nuclear involvement, that known concepts of directed energy devices do
not employ the radiation spectrum of radiological weapons but make use of
protons and electrons while radiological weapons would exploit mainl& amma
and neutron-radiation as wsll as beta- and short ranging alphauradiatiﬁn a;d
that therefore, the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or’

ossession, tr. -
¥reaty. » Fransfer or use of directed energy devices is compatible with this

XRAXK/ Some delegations expressed the view that '
nothing in this Treat
ghall be interpreted as in any way legitimizing the development, product{on,

stockpiling, i
WBapogs. ng, acquisition or possession, transfer or use of directed enargy

1/ Bome delegations preferred "prepared” or “designed" to “"eonfigured'.

:
4
i
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PEACEFUL USES

1. Pirst alternative

Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 1/ as affecting in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful 2/ uses of nuclear energy for
economic and soclal development in conformity with their prieorities, interests

and needs. 3/

Second alternative

Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 1/ as affecting in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful 2/ uses of nuclear energy for
economic and social development in conformity with their priorities, interests
and needs, and in accordance with mutually acceptable non-proliferation
eonditions.

Third alternative

Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted as affecting the inaliemahle
rights of the States Parties to this Treaty to develop and apply their
programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social
development, consistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapong, 4/ in conformity with their priorities, interests and needs,

2. First alternative

Each State Party undertakes to contribute 5/ to the strengthening of
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy in
conformity with 6/ the needs of developing countries, 3/

Second alternative

Each State Party undertakes to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses
of nuclear energy in conformity with 6/ the needs of developing countries.

1/ A suggestlon was made to insert “or lmplemented” after “interpreted”.

2/ Some delegations sugpested the deletion of “peaceful™.

3/ A view was expressed that, in order to strike an inner balance
conducive to consensus, there should be an addition reflecting the last
sentence of paragraph 68 of the Final Dacument of SSOD I.

4/ Some delegations sugpested "under international agreements” instead of
", consigtent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons™.

5/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of “to the fullest pogsible
extont" after "contributa®, ’

6/ A preference was expressed for “taking into account" instead of "in
conformity with™. ' '
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3, Each State Party undertakes to contribute to the fullest Possible

extent 1/ to the development of adequate measures of protection for all States
against the harmful effects of radiation.

CESSATION OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE -
ARD NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

1. - The State Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently
negotiations for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of

effective measures to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and
the achievement of nuclear disarmament. 2/

2. The implementation of these obligations should be periodically reviewed
ag provided for in Artiecle .... 3/ 4s

OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

1, The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radioactive material produced by them, 5/

2. Hothing in this Tresty chall be interpreted as in any way legitinizing
the use of nuclear weapons or detracting from the obligation of States to
refrain from the use or threat of use of such weapons., 5/

3. First alternative

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of international law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the
States Parties under any other international agreement.

Second alternative

Nothing in this Treaty chall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from existing rules of internatjonal law applicable in armed
conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the
States Partiles under any other internationsl agreement, consistent with the
need to prevent the proliferation 6/ of nuclear weapons snd the need to
achieve urgent messures of nuclear disarmanent.

1/ Some delegations suggested the insertion of "and in accordance with
international undertakings" after "contribute to the fullest possible extent".

2/ Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was outside
the purview of thisz Treaty.

3/ Questions were raised concerning the need for this ﬁarhgréph.

4/ One delegation reserved its right to submit a proposal related to
review conferences.

3/ Objections were raised concerning this paragraph.

§/ Some delegations preferred "vertical, horizontal and geographic
proliferation" to "proliferation'.

st e

i
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VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE %/
Firast alternative
First Element
i- The States Partias to this Treaty undertake to consult one another and to

co-operate in solving any preblems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisipns of, the Treaty.

d co-operation pursuant to this article may also be
iﬁderggzzzltﬁtizzhagppropr?ate international procedures within the frami?gzzl
of the United Mations and in accordance with its Charter. Theselintarna
procedures may inelude the services of appropriate internatinnat Findine sanel
organizations, az well as of s consultative committee and a fact-finding p
ag provided for in article ... of this Treaty.

hange to the fullest possible
3. The States Parties to this Treaty ghall exe 1
extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, information deemed necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Treaty.

i bject needs further
%/ Sotte delegationz were of the view that the su
consideration and reserved their right to express their view at a later stage.
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Second Elemant

1. For the purpose of effective fulfilment of paragraph 2 of the previous
artiele of this Treaty, a consultative committee and a standing fact-finding
panel shall be established. Their functions and rules of procedure are

establighed in Annexes I and II, respectively, which constitute integral parts
of the Treaty. '

2.  Any State Party to this Treaty which has reasons to believe that any
other State Party may not be in compliance with the provislons of the Treaty,
or which has concerns about a related situation which may be considered
anbiguotis, and is not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided
for under the previous artitle of the Treaty, may request the Depositary to '
initiate an inquiry to ascertain the facts. Such a request should include all

relevant information, as well as all possible evidence supporting its validity,

3. For the purposes set forth in paragraph 2 of this articla, the Depositary
shall convene as soon as possible, and in any case within 10 days of the
receipt of a request from any State Party, the standing fact~finding panel )
established pursuant to paragraph 1 of this article. -

4. If the possibilities for fact-finding pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of
this article have been exhausted without resolution of the problem, [five or
more States Parties] [any State Party] may reguest the Depositary to convene a

meeting of the consultative committee of States Parties to consider the matter.

5. Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co-opetate to the fullest
possible extent with the consultative committee and with the fact-finding
panel with a view to facilitating their work.

[6. Each State Party to this Ireaty undertakes to provide assistance, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to aﬁy
State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or ig likely to be harmed as a
result of violation of the Treaty. ]

[?. The provisions of this article shall not ba interpreted as affecting the
rights and duties of States Parties under the Charter of the United Nations,
ineluding bringing to the attention of the Seeurity Council concerns about
compliance with this Tresty.]

§
E
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ANNEX I to Second Element
[Congultative Committee]

1. The consultative committee of States Parties [, in addition to
establishing the faet-finding panel as provided for in annex II,] shall
undertake to resolve any preblem which may be raised by the [States Parties]
[State Party] requesting a meeting of the commitbtee. For this purpose, the
agsembled States Parties shall be entitled to request and receive any
information which a State Party is in a position to commmicate.

2, The work of the consultative committee shall be otganized in such a way
as to permit it to perform the functions get forth in paragraph 1 of this
annex, The committee shall [decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work) [take decisions]}, where possible by consensus, but
otherwise by a majority of those present and voting. [There shall be no
voting on matters of substance.] The chairman shall have no vote.

3. Any State Party may participate in the work of the econsultative
cormittee. Each representative on the commitee may be assisted at meetings by

advisers.

4. The Depositary or his representative shall serve as chairman of the
committee.

5. The consultative committes shall be convened by its chairmani:

(a) within 30 days after entry into forece of this Treaty for the purpose
of establishing the standing fact-finding panel:

(b)] as soon as possible and in any case within 30 days after a request
for a meeting pursuant to paragraph 4 of the second element.

6. Each State Party shall have the right, through the chairman, to request
from States and from international organizatlons such information and
assistance as the State Party considersz desirable for the accomplishment of
the committee's work.

7. A summary of any [problem-solvingl meeting, incorporating all views and

information presented during the meeting, shall be prepared. The chairman
shall distribute the summary to all States Parties.
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AWNEX IT to Second Element

[Fact-Finding Pansl]

1. The standing fact-finding panel shall undertake to make appropriate
findings of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem referred to
it by the Depositary pursuant to paragraph 3 of the second element, [Pursuant
to paragraph 5 of the second element, the fact-finding panel may carry out
on-site investigations when necessary. ]

t2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than 15 members
representing States Parties:

{(a) Ten members shall be appointed by the [chairman] [econsultative
comnittee] after consultation with States Parties. 1In selecting thesa members
due regard shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.
Menmbers shall be named for a two-year period, with five members being replaced
each yaar;

{b) In addition, those permanent members of the United Nations Security
Couneil who are parties to the Tresty shall also be represented on the
fact-finding panel,)

[2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than {(blank) members
representing States Parties. Members of the inltial panel shall be appeointed
by the [chairman, after consultation with States Parties,] [consultative
committee] at its first meeting, onme-third being named for one yesr, one-third
for two years, and one-third for three ¥ears. Thereafter all members shall be
named for a three-year period by the chairman [of the consultative committee,
following principles decided by the committee during ite first meeting and]
after consultation with States Parties, TIn selecting thes members, due regard
shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical halance, ]

3, Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

&, The Depositary or his representative shall serve asgs chairman of the
panel[, unless the panel decides otherwise under the procedures established in
paragraph 5 of this annex]. Y
L The work of the fact-finding panel shall be organized in such a way as to
permit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of this annex.

[At the first meeting of the panel, to be held not later than 60 days after
its establishment [by the consultative cormittee], the Depositary shall submit
recommendations, based on consultations with States Parties and signatories,
as to the organization of the work of the panel, including any necemaary
regources.] ([The panel shall decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work, where poseible by consensus, but otherwisge by a
majority of those present and voting. There shall be no voting on matters of
substance.] [The panel shall take decisions, whers possible by consensus, but
otherwise by a majority of those present and voting.] The chairman shall have
no vote.

A N L T
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6. Each member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request from
States and from international organizations such information and assistance as
the member considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel.

7. The State Party requesting the inquiry and any State Party agalnst which
the inquiry is directed shall have the right to [partlcipate in the work of
the panel] (be represented at meetings but may not take part in decisions],
whether or not they are members of the panel.

8, The fact-finding panel shall, without delay, transmit to [the Depositaryl
[all States Parties] a report on its work, including its findings of fact and
incorporating all views and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings[.} [, together with such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate. If the panel is unable to secure sufficient data for Factual
findings, it shall state the reasons for that inability.] [The Depositary
shall distribute the report to all States Parties.]

Second aslternative %/

1. The States Parties to the Treaty undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in solving any problems which may arise in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of the provisions of, the Treaty.
Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this paragraph may also be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
procedures wmay include the services of appropriate international
organizations, as well as of a Consultative Committee of Ewperts as provided
for in paragraph 2 of this Article.

2. For the purposes set forth in paragraph 1 of this Article, the Depositary
shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State Party,
convene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Any State Party may appoint an
expert to this Committee, whose functions and rules of grocedure are set out
in the Annex, which constitutes an integral part of the Treaty. The Committee
shall transmit to the Depositary a summary of itg findings of fact,
incorporating all views and information presented to the Committee during its
proceedings. The Depositary shall distribute the summary to all States
Parties.

3. Any State Party to the Treaty which has reasons toe believe that any other
State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the provisions of
the Treaty may lodge a complaint with the Depositary, who shall immediately
convene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Such a complaint should include
all relevant information as well as all possible evidence supporting its
validity.

X/ A view was expressed that the second alternative of Verificatlon and
Compliance should be read in conjunction with the second alternative of Scope
based on the eriterion of prohibition of use of methods of radiological
warfare,
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4. Any State Party to the Treaty undertakes to co-ope

' _ ~operate in carrying ocut
any investigation which the Consultative Committee of Experts may iiit?ate in
acc?rdance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, on thé
b§s1s of the complaint received by the Depositary. The Consultative Committee
of Experts shall inform the States Parties to the Treaty of
tveeniicion: Yy of the results of the

5. . Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes to provide or support
assistance, in accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the

United Wations, to any Party to the Treaty which so requests, if the
gonsultative Committee of Experts decides that such Party has been harmed or
is likely to be harmed as a result of violation of the Treaty.

ANNEX

1. The Consultative Committee of Ewperts shall undertak

e to make appropriate
finding: of facz and provide expert views relevant to any problem razgedp
pursuant to Artlcle ... of the Treaty by the State Party re
convening of the Committee. Y duesting the

2, The work of the Consultative Committee of E

¥perts shall be organized in
such a way as to permit }t to parform the functlons set forth in paragraph 1
of this Annex. The Committee ghall decide procedural questions relative to
the organization of its work, where possible by consensus, but otherwise by a

majority of those present and voting. There ghall f
oTity ¢ 4 all be no voting on matters of

3. The Depositary or his representative shall
Committee. serve as the Chairman of the

4, Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

5.  Each expert shall have the right, throy '
. gh the Chairman, to requect From
States, and from international organizations, such informetion andqassistance

as the
as o expert considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Committeec's
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ANNEX L1

Report of Contact Group B

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoe Committee on .
Radiological Weapons at its fifth meeting, on 15 July 1988, Contact Group B
continued its consideration of the issues relevant to the prohibition of
attacks againgt nuclear facilities.

2. Contact Group B held three meatings from 18 July to 15 August 1988. 1In
addition, the Co-—ordinator held a number of informal consultations with

delegations. -

3. As was agreed at the fifth meeting of the Ad Hoc Committee,

Contact Group B reviewed the Co-ordinator's record as contained in the
Attachment to Annex II to the Special Report of the Ad Hoe Committee to the
conference on Disarmament (CD/820). Some new proposals were made in
connection with the Attachment, which coatributed to further elarification and
alaboration of the positions held by varipus delegations on the issue,

4. The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report, reflecting
the current stage of the Contact Group's consideration,

S. The Co-ordinator's record is not bhinding upon any delegation and its main
purposge ig to facilitate future consideration. It is recommended that it be
appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conference on Disarmament, as

a basis for future work.
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Attachment : : ?

POSSIBLE ELEMENTS RELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION o Fourth alternative
OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES X/ #k/

Each State Party undertakes never under any cicrcumstances to attack

SCOPE (Purpose) | nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of this Treaty.
Paragraph 1 *#k/ sokkxy b Paragraph 2 :
Pfl First alternative i First alternative :

Each State Party undertakes nct in any way to assist, encourage or indu:i
any person, State, group of States, or internatlional organization to eniqge
ani activity which the State Parties to the Treaty have undertaken not o ;

engage in. . :

L Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
) nuclear facilities covered by the provisions of this Treaty.

R kit e e

Second alternative

EBach State Party undertakes never under any cireumstances to attaeck any

: Second alternative
i nuclear facility. Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or induce

Third alternative *kxk/ sokkskks anyone to attack nuclear facilities.

DEFINTTIONS

Paragraph 1 %X/ %X/

For the purposes of this Treaty, the term "attack" meansz any act which
causes, directly or indirectly:

?;; */ This record does not prejudice the eventual positions of delegations
o relating to the question of “linkage”, or the positions of delegations on the
CF question of the need of having additional legal proteection for nuclear
N facilities. As to the latter, a view was expressed that additional discussion g breakd in
i ® [ impediment, stoppage or breakdown
on existing international a i i & [ {11) any interference, intecrruption,
E iona greements pertaining to the question is needed. 3 the operation of & nuclear Facility; or

(i) sany damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facllity; or

' ¥k/ The placement of the various alternatives in the text should net be 3 ' nnel of a nuclear
i regarded as indication of priority or the degree of their acceptability to the 2 (1ii1) any injury to, or the death of, any of the perso
a) Committee, 3 facility.

5 X%%/  Some delegations suggested that the Scope should'also cover an
: undertaking not to threaten to attack nuclear facilities.

nuclear facilities, in many cases, did not come up to the proposed

3 : otection afforded
_ kxk%/ One delegation suggested that any of the alternatives of paragraph 1 4 _ "threshold". Fuyt?ermore, guch a :r:a:y wztign:iatzz i;:cirwas Lion
[ of Scope should bde read in conjunction with the second alternative of $ to nuclear facilities under present in iizative oponitioacions. " oensequently.
paragraph 2 of Definitions and the second alternative of Criteria. E: conditional upon ige;rfme:ttgs :E{nq:::pose of coneluding a mew internotional
; such a Treaty wou efea e ’
e i egal régime in
y *Ak%%/  Some delegations stated that the third alternative of Scope based on 5 : agreement on this subject, w@icp islto gtizggthen the present g' 4 f
the criterion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first | this regard and to remove existing loopholes.
alternative of paragraph 2 (Definitions), the first alternative of Griteria, 4 dafinltion of the word
the first alternative of paragraphs 1 tg’ﬁ (Register) as well as parsgraph 1 k. %/ Some de1?gations daiqd no:is;:itzeigezgegziya?{nk:d pitlon of the we
and the second alternative of paragraph 2 (Special Marking) constitute one TR attack". 1In their view, the definitio
complete and consistent set of elements to be included in a draft Treaty. 3 scope of paragraph 1 of Scope.
- 3 ary to
AXXRXK/ Other delegations pointed out that the criterion of "mags 1 **%/ Other delegatigns were of t?: vie:itgazni;c:;zlgngee::;:::l1:
destruction”, on which the third alternative of Scope was based, wasg 5 define the word "attack” whichever alterna
irrelavant to the purpose of the proposed Treaty. They also stated that . adopted,

- besides other flaws, it would amount to legitimizing attacks on nuclear

; facilities whiech did not fulfil the arbitrarily defined specifications

. proposed by the authors of this criterion for sueh facilities to qualify for
protection. A Treaty based on elements mentioned in the previous footnote
would, therefore, be diseriminatory against developing counteries as thetir
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Paragraph 2

First alternative

For the putrpese of this Treaty, the term "nuelear facilities" means:
(i) MNuclear reactors;
(ii) Intermediste spent Fuel storages;
(iil) Reprocessing plants;
(iv) Wwaste deposits; RS kx/
which are included in a Register maintained by the Depositary, *hk/

Second slternative

For the purpose of this Treaty, the term “nuclear facilities" means !

(1) Nuclear reactors;
(ii) Enrichment rlants;
(iii) Reprocessing rlantsa;
(iv) Other nuclear fuel eycle facilities;
(v) Radioactive waste management faeilities; and
Third alternative

For the purpose of this Treaty, the term "nueclear facilities" means:
(i) Huclear reactors;
{i1) Intermediate spent fuel storages:

(iii) Reprocessing rlants;

%/ Some delegations were of
waste deposits above ground,

XX/ Some delegations suggested that since wa

those buried deep underground, only i
be included, ' Y interim waste

X%%/ Some delegations opposed the idea
to nuclear facilities included in a Register,

(vi) Facilities for the storage of nuclear fuels or radiocactlve wastes.

the view that this covers ohly intermediate

2te deposityg Eenerally mean
deposits above ground should

of limiting the scope of the Treaty

CD/864
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(iv) Waste deposits;
(v) Temporary waste storages; and

{vi} Installations for production of intensive sources of radiation.

Fourth alternative

A nuclear facility means a nuclear reactor or any other facility for the
production, handling, treatment, processing or storage of nuclear fuel or
other nuclear material,

CRITERIA */ **/

Pirst alternative

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall meet
the following specifications:

(i) They shall be stationary on land; **%/ *#kk/

(ii) Nuclear reactors shall be designed for a thermal power which could
exceed 1 [10] Megawatt, shall have reached their first criticality
and shall not have been decommissiconed; *kkkx/

(iii) 1Intermediate spent fuel storages shall be designed for storing
radioactive material exceeding 1017 [1018; Bq;

(iv) BReprocessing plants shall be designed for containing radioactive
material exceeding 1017 [1018} Bq;

(v) Waste deposits shall contain radicactive material exceeding
1017 [1018) pq.

*/ A view was expressed that should the second alternative of
paragraph 1 of the Scope be agreed upon, the consideration of "criteria' was
needed only to specify exceptlons.

*%/ Reservatiouns were expressed as to the applicabllity of specifying
power threshold for nuclear reactors and level of quality and quantity of
radiocactive materials for other facilities as mentioned in
sub-paragraphs (iii), (iv), (v) and (vi) of first and second alternatives.

*%%/ Regarding (i) in first and second alternatives, a view was expressed
that nuclear facilities other than those stationary on land should also be
covered.

kkxk/ A view was expressed that such nuclear facilities should not belong
to weapons systems.

*kkkk/ A view was expressed that the aspect of decommissioning has to be
studied further.
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Second alternative

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall meet
the following specifications:

(i} They shall be stationary on land;

(ii) They shall be used for peaceful purposes and subject to IAEA
safeguards;

(iii) HNuclear reactors shall be designed for a thermal power which could
exceed 1 [10] Megawatt, shall have reached their first eriticality
and shall not have been decommissioned;

(iv) Intermediate spent fuel storages shall be designed for storing
radioactive material axceeding 1017 [101B) Bgq;

(v) Reprocessing plants shall be designed for dontaining radicactive
material exceeding 1017 [1018] Bq;

(vi) Waste deposits shall contain radioactive material exceeding
1017 11018) Bq.

Third alternative

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall meet
the following specifications:

(1) Nuclear reactors designed for a thermal effect which could exceed
10 MW;

(ii) Intermediate =pent fuel storapges designed for storing radloactive
material exceeding 1017 [1018] Bq;

{1i1) 1Installations for reprocessing of nuclear spent fuel;

(iv) 1Installations for production or use of substantial sources of gamma
radiation designed to contain radioactive material whose
gamma-radiation-dissipated power is equal to or greater tham
6 x 1017 [1018] Bq.Mev;

{v) HNuclear fuel ecycle waste deposits which contaln radicactive material
exceeding 1017 {1018] nq.

i
|
H
=
4
]
A

CD/864
page 23

Fourth alternative

The provisions of paragraph 1 of Scope shall not apply to:
(i) Nuclear reactors other than those which are stationary on land;

(ii) Military nuclear facilities of nuclear weapon States,

Additional specification sugpested to the above specifications */

The muclear facllitles mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions which are
under the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the provigions of this Treaty.

%X/ This refers elther to the first, second or third alternative of
Criteria. A view was expressed that the first, second or third alternative
should become paragraph 1 of Criteria and this additiomal specification should

become paragraph 2.
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DEPOSITARY Third alternative
The Depositary shall be the Secretary-General of the United Nations. State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction
be included in the Register shall for each such facility communicate to the
REGISTER X/ *x/ ' Depositary the following written information:
Paragraph 1 (a) Details on the exact gecgraphical locatlion of the nuclear facility;
First slternative (b} Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it is a
nuclear reactor, enrichment plant, reprocessing plant, other nuclear fuel
The Depositary shall maintzin a Register of nuclear facilities covered by eycle facility, radiocactive waste management facility or facility for the
the provisions of this Treaty and shall transmit certified copies thereof to storage of nuclear fuels or radiocactive wastes.
each State Party to the Treaty.
Paragraph 3
Second alteynative
First alternative
The Depositary shall maintain g Register of nuclear facilities subject to i
the specifications of this Treaty and shall transmit certified coples thereof 4 Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
to each State Party to the Treaty. - Depositary shall without delay initiate procedures to confirm that the

information contained in the request is correct:
Paragraph 2 B :
3 (a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation from the TAEA: and/or
First alternative

(b) Through other means, including mission to the facility, when
State Parties requesting that nuclear facilitles under their jurisdiction B hacesgary.

be included in the Register shall for each such facility communicate to the

Depositary the following written information: For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (a) above

3 the Depositary may, as it deems necessary, enter inte agreement with the IARA.

(a) Details on the axact geographical location of the nuclear facility;

For the purpose of earrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) above
the Depositary shall, with the co-operation of State Parties to the Treaty,
compile and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose services could be made
available to undertake such missicns,

(b) TIdentification of the type of nuclear Facility, i.e. if it is a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocegsing plant or waste deposit:

(¢) Detailed specifications as applicable in accordance with

Paragraph ... (Definition) and Paragraph ... (Criteria) of this Treaty. Second alternative

Second alternmative Upon receipt of a request for an .inclusion in the Register, the

Depositary shall communicate it to all State Parties,

State Parties requesting that nuelear facilities under their Jurisdiction N
be included in the Register shall for each such facility communicate to the x Pavagraph 4
Depositary the following written information;
The Depositary shall include the facility in the Register as well as

(a) Details on the exact gecgraphical location of the nuclear facility; relevant details about the facility concerned, as soon as the information
given in the request has been substantiated, and shall immediately notify
(b) TIdentification of the type of nuclear facllity, i.e. if it is a State Parties to the Treaty of any new inclusion in the Register.
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocessing plant or waste deposit. j :
_ - Paragraph S
o State Parties having nuclear facilities under their jurisdiction ineluded
%/ Some delegationg oppesed the idea of limiting the scope of the Treaty ] in the Register shsll immediately inform the Depositary of any change that may
to nuclear facilities inecluded in a Register. 3 occur concerning the information given in the request.
X%/ Other delegations maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the ] Paragraph 6

provisiong of this Treaty should be included in a Register.
The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State.
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SPECIAL MARKING */ X%/ VERIFICATION AND GOMPLIANCE AND OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS i
Paragraph 1 Paragraph 1 _T}
. B
Nuclear facilities which are included in the Register shall bear Special First alternative I
Marking. i
: A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary */ in case it H
K Paragraph 2 believes that any other State Party acted in breach of obligations deriving :
" from the provisions of the Treaty. *%/ Such complaint shall include all '
", First alternative relevant information and all possible evidence supporting the validity of the
a ' complaint., __w
" A State Party may request the Depositary to mark its nuclear facilities !
R referred to in paragraph 1 with the Special Marking. Second alternative :
L _
; Second alternative _ A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Deposiltary in case it
believes that any of its nuclear facilities subject to the specifications of i
L A State Party may wark its nuclear facllities referred to in paragraph 1 : this Treaty was attacked by another State Party.
W with the Special Marking.

W . Third alternative

A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary in case it

E‘E : believes that an attack has been carried out on any nuclear facility on its
: f ; territory by any other State Party in breach of obligations deriving from the
X/ Some delegations opposed the idea of limiting the scope of the Treaty ;; provisions of the Treaty. Such a complaint shall be sccompanied by all

j'f to nuclear facilities having Special Marking., . E;ﬁsiblelegi:ence and other relevant information supporting the validity of
. r e complaint.,
o X%/ Other delegations maintained that nuclear facilities covered by the

; f provisions of this Treaty should be included in a Register and might bear B ) Paragraph 2
- Special Marking. v .

L : First alternative

P Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
P Depositary may inltiate an investigation of the alleged attack including g
- arrangements for a fact-finding mission on or at the site, if possible, to )

' ascertain the facts X*%/ relevant to the complaint. The faet—-finding panel
shall transmit to the Depositary the surmary of its findings of fact. Xxkixy

*/ A view was expressed that procedures other than the one through the
Depositary should also be considered. ;

Ak It was suggested to add after "Treaty" the words "related to its
BCOpe™.

e — - k%%/ A view was expressed that the task of the fact-finding mission would %
rather be to evaluate the damage caused to the facility.

Xrkk/ A view was expressed that a Fact-finding mission will have to be ;[

f; . : carried out not on a routine basis but only if requested by the State Party
, toncerned,
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Second alternative

Immediately upon receipt of the complaint, the Depositary shall initiate
an investigation to ascertain facts relevant to the complaint, Such an
investigation shall inelude 2 fact-finding migsion to or gt the site of the

Pavagraph 3

For purposes of carrying out a fact-finding mission the Depositary shall
maintain a list of qualifieq experts, selected on as wide a political and

Beopraphical basis as possible, whose services may be available to undertake
such mizsions,

Paragraph 4

States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the investigation
which the Depositary may initiate on a complaint received from any State

Party. The Depositary shall inform the State Parties of the results of the
investigation,

Paragraph 5

First alternative

The Depositary shall convene the Conference of States Parties to consider
the report on the results of the investigation. x/

Second alternative

The Depositary shall submit to States Parties a report on the resulty of
the investigation carried out by him, including the findings of the
fact-finding migsion, snd shall convene a conference of States Parties to
congsider the report and adopt such measures as way be appropriate.

Parvagraph 6

First alternative

The continuing application of TAEA safeguards at g nuclear facility will
form an essentia] part of the arrangements to verify that the facility ig a

CD/B64
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Second alternative

faellity shall be of no
The application of IAXA safeguards to a nuclear

relevance to the verification of compliance with obligations assumed by States
Parties ‘under this Treaty.

Third alternative

The determination that a facility is and remains a peaceful nuclea?
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be made by the application of
IAEA safeguards. */ Xx/

Paragraph 7

States Parties undertake to provide or support assistance to any State
Party harmed as a result of the violation of the Treaty. ¥k%/

Paragraph 8

Provisions of this Treaty are without prejudice to the cbligations of
States Parties undertaken in other international instruments relevant to the .
subject of this Treaty.

*/ It was stated that the application of TAEA gafeguards was irrelevant
to the objectives of this Treaty and that if anyway adgressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

k% / The view was expressed that the application of IAEA safeguards could
not ;;Eify that a nuclear facility was a peaceful one but rather that nuclear
material remained in peaceful use. :

**%k/ A view was expressed that the obligation of States Pacties to
provide assistance was limited to the radiological damage caused by an attack.

xky .It was stated that the application of TAERA safeguards wasg irrelevant
to the objectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Regigter.

***/. The view was expressed that the application of TAmA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear facility was g

material remajined in peaceful use,

reaceful one but rather that nyelear
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HUNGARY
WORKING PAFPER

Suggested Scopes far the Preohibition of Radialogical Weapons

Assessing the negotiations on the Prohibhitiaon of Radiological
Weapona and on the . Prohibition ~of Attacks on  Nuclear
Facilities carried on in the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological
Weapons the Delegation of Hungidry considers that an. adequate
amount af materfial has heen accumulated in connection with
the elements an the scope of prohibition of both tracks "A”
and "B™. The elements which could be included inta the scope
of the future instrument or i{nstruments appear at present 1in
the form of altermatives. At an appreprlate stage of
negotiations it becomes inevitable to start drawing up a
single formulation for the scape of both subject matters. The
present working paper represents an attempt - with
ll1lustration purposes - to suggest a practical solution for
working out a single formulation for the scope for track "A"
and "B"™ respectively based on the elementa appearing (n the
working documents under consideration in the contact groups
of the Ad Hoc¢ Committee an Radlolagical Weapons.

I. Track ™A™

Paragraph 1
Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes mnever under any
circgumstances to enmploy deliberately, by its
dissemination, including its dumping, any radicactive

material, to cauze destruction, damage, or injury through the
rad{ation produced by the natural decay of such material.

Paragraph 2
Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never wunder any

circumstances to develop, produce, stockplle, atherwise
acquire aor possessi,

<a) Any device, " including any weapon or . equipment,
specifically designed to employ radicactive material by its
dissemination, or dumping ta cause destruction, damage, or

injury through the radiation produced by the natural decay of
such material:

CE.89-61686
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th) Any radloactlve material specifically prepared,
conflgured or designed far emnploywoent, by 1its diaseminatian
or dumping, to cause destruction, damage, oOT injury through
the radiation produced by the natural decay of such matecial.

Paragraph 3

Each State Party to this Treaty alss undertakes not in  any
way to assist, encourage, OF {nduce any person, State, graup
of States, or international organization to engage in any of
the activities which it has undertaken not to engage in under
the provisions of the Treaty. R

Paragraph 4

Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance
Wwith 1ts constitutional procedures, to take any measures
which it considers necgessary anywhere under its jurisdiction
or controal:

(a) to prohibit and prevent any aof the activities which
for a State Party would oconstitute a violation of the
ohligations undertaken by it under +the provisions of this
Treaty;

(b) to prohibitjand prevent the diversion "af radicactive
materials that might be used for employment prohiblted under
the provisions at this Treaty; . '

(c) to prevent the ‘Joss of radicactive materials that
night be used faor employment prohiblted under the provisions
af this Treaty. :

1i. Track "B"

Paragraph 1

Each State Party to thig Treaty undertakes never under any
circumstances to attack nuclear facilities referred to iIn
Paragraph ... thereby causing deliberately the releasa of the
radiocactive material contained therein.

COf
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(bl ANy radloactive materlal speclfically prepared,
caonflgured or deslgned for employmant, by 1ts dissemination ] i}
or dumping, to cause destruction, damage, OF injury through : PERU _
the radiation producad by the natural decay of such material. - . ;

DRA¥T CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION OF ATTACKS AGAINST NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS

Paragraph 3 States Parties to this Convention, W

{ ' Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not Iin any ' Reaffirming their commitment to maintain and strengthen international ;!"i

way to assist, encourage, or induce any person, State, group _ - o
L of States, or international organization to engage in any of 1 peace and security and to promote friendship and co—operation in their e 1‘
' the activities which it has undertaken not to engage in under international relations;

i h ty.
the pravisions of the Trealy Reaffirming the principle of the Charter of the United Nations according

to which Members shall refrain from the threat or use of force against the

: Paragraph A territorial %ntegrity or political independence of any State, or any other 3:"'.1' :.

il manner inconsistent with the purposes of the United Nations; L

EFach State Party to this Treaty undertakes, 1in accordance ' e

with lts constitutienal procedures, o take any measures Recalling article 56, paragraph 1 of the Additional Protocol to the J!{_.:
which it considers necessary anywhere under its jurisdiction Geneva Conventions of 12 August 1949, which jinter alia, prohibits attacks o

ntrol: ' il

or cantra againat nuclear electrical generating stations;
(a) to probhibit and prevent any of the aectivities which - Conscious of the need to promote confidence-building measures between di
for a State Party would constitute a vielatien of the o

obligations undertaken by it under the provisions of this States as a means of establishing international goodwill and mutual trust: .;

Treaty; o S s Bearing in mind the commitment assumed in the Final Document adopted by

by to prohi-bit.and prevent the diversion 'of radioactive the General Assembly at its First specisl session devoted to Disarmament, on

materials that might be used for _emplﬂb’meﬁt prohibited wunder : 1 July 1978, to make progress towards general and compléte disarmament:

the provisions of this Treatyj,

(e} ta prevent the .:loss of radioactive materials that S ARTICLE I b
might be used for employment prohibited under the provislons : P

of this Treaty.

1. Each State Party undertakes to refrain from carrying out,
_ encouraging or authorizing, attacks against the nuclear inatallations or
(. Track "B" ' ' facilities of any other State Party, or from participating therein in any way.
2, Each State Party shall also refrain from threatening to attack the
nuclear installations or facilities of another State Party, whatever its .I,f':f

Paragraph 1 \
intention may be and whether or not there ig a latent risk of destruction or !

1l Each State Party ta this Treaty undertakes never under any .
:I[H circumstances to attack nuclear facilities referred to in damage to those installatioms or facilities.

Paragraph ... therehy causing deliberately the release of the
radioactive material contalned therein.

GE.B9-61909/3248A
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ARTICLE II
ARTICLE V

1. For the roose of this Convention, & "nuclear installation or .
porp ’ . This convention may not be subject to reservationa.
y other installation ox facility for : .

ARTICLE VI ?Wf

A State Party may provide assistance to any State Party harmed as a i
lit

Facility" means a nuclear reactor or an
ocessing or storage of nuclear fuel or

the production, handling, treatment, P~
ot, situated within the territory of result of the violation of the obligations stipulated in this Convention s

other nuclear material, radiocactive or n

any State Party or under its jurisdiction and countrol, ARTICLE VII
9. Fach State Party shall communicate to the Depositary before 31 March The Comvention shall be open indefinitely for signature to all § “w&
of each calendar year, the geographical location (latitude and longitude) of It is subject to ratification by signat Stat 0 & tates. ﬁﬁh
i i i ' ory States, i L
each of ite nuclear {nstallations or facilities, indicating its fumctlon or constitutional procedures. It shall emter it f, in accordance with their
. . . er into force u
This information will remain valid until 31 March of the following 30th instrument of ratification. For each State Party :En th: deposit of the
' * ose ingtrument of

purpose.
ratification or accession is deposited after the entry into force of the
!

calendar year.
Convention, it shall enter into force om the day of the deposit of its

ARTICLE I1I
ntion shall be the Secretary-General of the

ingtrument of ratifiecatiom or accession.
ARTICLE VIII

This convention, of which the Arabic, Chinese, Englisgh, French, Russian

The Depositary of this Conve

United Nations. The Depositary s
ered by the provisions of this Convention and

hall maintain sn annual Register of nuclear

installations or facilities cov
s thereof to each State Farty to the Convention

and Spanish texts are equally authentic shall be registered by the Depositary

shall transmit certified cople
in accordance with Article 102 of the Charter of the United Nations. The

pefore 31 May every year.
ARTICLE IV .
Depositary shall notify the Statea Parties of the signatories and

1, A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary against any
cted in breach of its obligations deriving from

Such a complaint shall include all relevant
aint.

ratifications to this comvemtion.

other State Party that has a

the provisions of the Convention.
ible evidence supporting the validity of the compl
hall

jnformation and all poss

2. Within 48 hour
ipitiate, with the co—operation of qualified experts,
¢ for a fact—finding mission in situ.

DONE AT & h A ® B % SR DR THIS an e e adsans DAY OF &4 B 8RS ESE Y ONE THOUSAND
NINE HUNDRED AND EIGHTEY ....... .

s of the receipt of a complaint, the Depositary s
an investigation,

including arrangement

3. States Partl
h the Depositary may initiate on a complaint recelve

eg undertake to co-operate in carrying out the
investigation whic d from
any other State Party.

4. 'The report on the investigation carried out by
he Conference of States Parties which will adopt such measuref

The Depositary shall convene the Conference of States
but not later than 15 days following

the Depositary will

be examined by t
as may be appropriate.
pParties at the earliest possible date,

the submigsion of the report.

5. For the purposes of this Article, a list of gqualified experts ghall

ers into force

be established by the Deposltary as 800D as the Convention ent
political and

It will consist of 15 qualified experts selected on ag wide a

geographical baeie as possible.
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITIEE ON RADICLOGICAL WEAPONS
I. INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament at
its 484th plenary meeting held on 7 February 1989, as contained in document
CD/886, the Ad hoc Committee on Radiplogical Weapons was re—established, for
the duration of the 1989 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the

Ad hoc Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the
conclueion of its 1989 session. '

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At its 485th plenary meeting on 9 February 1989, the Conference on
Digarmament appointed Ambassador Oswaldo de Rivero of Peru as Chairman of the
Ad hoc Committee. Mr. Michael Casgandra of the United Nations Department for
Dicarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Ad hoc Committee.

3. The Ad hoc Comittee held aix meetings from 20 February to
7 August 1989, In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal
‘congultations with delegationsa.

4, At their regquest, the representatives of the following States not members
of the Conference on Disarmament participated in the work of the

Ad hoc Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Ireland, New Zealand,
Norway, Oman, Portugal, Qatar, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey and
Zimbabwe. '

5. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the
subject at itg previous sessiona, the Ad hoc Committee had before it
resolutions 43/75 C and J adopted by the General Assembly at its forty-third
-session entrusting specific reasponsibilities to the Conference on Disarmament
n this subject. ' '

+ The following official documents were presented to the CUonference on
lsarmament

(D/928, dated 6 July 1989, submitted by the delegatlion of Hungary,
ntitled "Suggested Scopes far the Prohibition of Radiological Weapons."

{D/929, dated 6 July 1989, submitted by the delegation of Peru, entitled
aft Convention on Prohiblition of attacks against nuclear instellations."”
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7. The following working papers were presented to the Ad hoc Committee:

CD/RW/WP.83 dated 20 February 1989 entitled "Programme of Work for
the first part of the 1989 session”

CD/RW/WP.84 dated 18 April 1989 entitled “Programme of work for the
gecond part of the 1989 session"

CD/RW/WP.85 dated 24 July 1989 entitled "Report of Comtact Group B"
CD/RW/WP.86 dated 31 July 1989 entitled "Report of Contact Group A"
ITI. WORK DURING THE 198% SESSION

8. At its 1lst meeting on 20 February 1989, the Chairman suggested that the
Ad hoc Committee continue the same method of work adopted during the 1988
session: that is, that Contact Group & comtinue to consider the prohibitiom
of radiological weapons in the “"traditlonal" semnse and that Contact Group B
continue to consider issues relevant to the prohibition of attacks against
nuclear facilities. #/ He also recommended that the work of the twc groups
should be pursued along the lines recommended in the 1988 report of the

Ad hoc Committee (CD/B64) that is to draw upon the two annexes contained in
that report as a basis for its work. In that conmection, he suggested the
Contact Groups attempt to further clarify and make concise the different
approaches to the two issues through the reduction of the existing
alternatives as well as the footmotes in those annexes. The Ad hoc Committee
decided to follow the recommendations of the Chairman as regards its method of
work.

9. At its Ind meeting on 27 February, the Ad hoc Committee appointed
My. Csaba GySrffy of Hungary to co-ordinate the work of Comtact Group A and
Mr. Max Gevers of the Netherlands to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group B.

10. Also at its 2nd meeting, the Ad hoc Committee held a gemeral exchange of
views which confirmed that delegations were interested in pursuing the mandate
of the Ad hoc Committee as had been agreed at the previous meeting. Thus, the
work of the Ad hoc Committee was carried out in the Contact Groups as
established above, except for the consideration and adoption of this report.

11. On the basis of the work conducted within the Contact Groups, the two
co-ordinators presented to the Ad hoc Committee, at its 6th meeting on

7 August 1989, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.86 and 85), which are
reproduced in Ammexes I and II to this report, reflecting the current state of
consideration of the issues before the Ad hoc Committee. It is understood
that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any delegation.

%/ One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.
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IV, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

12, The work conducted by the Ad hoc Committee during its 1989 seseion was
useful in that it contributed to clarify and make more concise the different
approaches which continue to exist with regard to both the important subjects
under consideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Disarmament
shoylﬁ‘re—establish the Ad hoc Committee on Radiological Weapong at the
beginning of its 1990 session and that the Ad hoc Committee should draw upen
the Annexee to thls report as a basis for its future work.
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ANNEX 1

Report of Contact Group A

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee om
Radiological Weapons at its lst meeting, on 20 February 1989, Contact Group A
wag re—established to continue consideration of the issues relevant to the
prohibition of radiological weapons.

2. Contact Group A held seven meetings from é Maxrch to 31 July 1983, TIn
additien, the Co-ordinator held a number of informal consultations with.

delegations.

3., According to the guidelines get out during the lst meeting of the

Ad Hoc Committee, Contact Group A used as a basis for its substantive work the
Co~ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to
the Conference on Disarmament in 1988 (CD/864, Annex I, Attachment). The
Contact Group reviewed the possible elements for a convention on the subject

contained therein.

b, The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report and reflects
the current stage of the Contact Group's consideration of the question.

5. The Co-ordinator's record is mot binding upon any delegation and does not
preclude any delegation from introducing proposals or alternatives te the text
ag a whole or the elements thereof st & later stage., It is recommended that
it be appended to the Ad Hoc Comnittee's report to the Conference on
Digsarmament, as a basis for future work.

'."_:
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At nk

POSSIBLE ELEMENTS FOR A (CONVENTION) TREATY ON THE
FROHIBITION OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS 1/

SCOPE

P r 1

Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstances
to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire or possess, transfer or use
radiological weapons. 2/ 3/

Raragraph 2
First alternative

Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
circumstances to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radioactive
material, not defined as a radlologleal weaponr in ... of this Treaty to cause
destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay
of such material.

Second alternative

Each §tate Party to this Treaty undertakes never under any circumstanceg
to employ deliberately, by its dissemination, any radiloactive material, to
cause destruction, damage, or injury by means of the radiation produced by the
decay of such material.

Paragraph 3

Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes never under any
circumstances to dump radicactive wastes in the territory of another State for
hostile purposes or in armed conflict. &/

1/ These elements are not intended to prejudice the eventual positions
of delegatione regarding the question of "linkage".

2/ Views were expressed that such a provision waz not necessary.
3/ The term "radiological weapon" is defined under "Definitions".

4/ A view was expressed that the provisions contained in this paragraph
Fnemeevered~by paragraph 1 and by the two alternatives of paragraph 2.
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Paragraph 4
First alternative

Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,
encourage, or induce any person, State, group of States, or international
organization to engage in any of the activitles which it has undertaken not to
engage in under the provisions of the Treaty.

Second altemative
Each State Party to this Treaty also undertakes not in any way to assist,

encourage, or induce anyove to engage in the employment of radicactive
material prohibited under the provisions of (para. 2, second alternative).

Paragraph 5
Firgt alterpative
Bachk State Party to this Treaty undertakes, in accordance with its

constituticnal procedures, to take any measures which it considers necessary
anywhere under its jurisdictiom or control: j

(a) to prohibit and prevent any of the activities which for a State
Party would constitute a violation of the obligations undertaken by the States
Parties under thig Treaty;

(b) to prohibit and prevent diversiom to radiological weapons, or to the
employment prohibited by (para. 2, first alternative) of this Treaty of
radioactive materials that might be used for such weapons or employment;

~ (c) to prevent the loss of radioactive materials that might be used for
such weapone or employment.

n it Jw

Each State Party also undertakes to take any measures which it consgiders
necessary!

(a) to prohibit and prevent the employment of radiocactive material
prohibited by (para. 2, second alternative);

(b} to prohibit and prevent diversion to the employment prohibited by
(para. 2, second alternative) of radioactive materials that might be used for

such employment;

(c) to prevent the loss of radicactive materials that might be used for
such employment.
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DEFINITIONS 1/
For the purposes of thig Treaty the term "Radiological Weapon" means: 2/

(1) Any devi?e, including any weapon or equipment, specifically designed
to employ raqioactlve material by disseminating it to cause destruction,
damage or injury by means of the radiation produced by the decay of such
material. :

_(ii) Any radilosactive material specifically configured 3/ for employment,
by its dissemination, to cause destruction, damage or Injury by the decay of
guch material.

PEACEFUL USES
Parggraph 1

te ti
Nothing in this Treaty should be interpreted 4/ as affecting in any way
the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all States Parties to apply and
develop their programmes for the peaceful uses 5/ of nuclear energy for
economic and social development in conformity with their priorities, interests
and needs. 6/ '

second alternative

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inalienable
righta of the States Parties to thig Treaty to develop and apply their
programmes for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for economic and social
development, congistent with the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons.

1/ A view was expressed that the alternative approach to the guestion of
Scope, expressed in the second alternative of paragraph 2 and based on the
criterion of the prohibition of the use of radicactive materials for hostile
purpogses did not require any definitionm.

. 2/ A view was expressed that, for the purposes of this Treaty, it might
.be necesgary to clarify what is meant by “radioactive materials".

\ 3/ Some delegations preferred “prepared" or "designed" to the word
configured™,

4/ A suggestion was made to insert "or implemented"” after "interpreted™.

5/ Some delegationa suggeated the deletion of "peaceful™,

) 8/ A view was expressed that, in order to strike an immer balance
Onducive to consensus, there should be an addition reflecting the last
tence of paragraph 68 of the Final Document of SSOD I.
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Paragy

Each State Party to thils Treaty undertakes to contribute to the fullest
possible extent to the strengthening and promotion of international
co-operation in the field of the exchange and utilization for peaceful
purposes of nuclear technology, radioactive materials and sources of radiation
taking into acecount the particular needs of the developing countries.
International co-operation in this field should be under agreed aad _
appropriate international safeguards applied through the International Atomic
Energy Agency on a non-discriminatory basis in order to prevent effectively
the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

Paragraph 3

Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes to contribute to the fullest
poesible extent and in accordance with their international undertakings to
international co-operation and ageistance to ensure the development and
effective implementation of adequate measures of protection for all States
againegt the harmful effects of radiatiom.

Paragraph &4

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as requiring or permitting a
State Party to take measures which could affect the programmes of other States
for the peaceful uses of nuclear emergy or technology for their economic or
social development. 1/

CESSATION OF THE NUCLEAR ARMS RACE AND NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

Paragraph 1

State Parties to this Treaty undertake to pursue urgently negotiations
for the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of effective
measures to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and the
achievement of nuclear disarmament. 2/ 3/

OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

Paragraph 1

The provisions of this Treaty shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radiocactive material produced by them. 4/

1/ A view was expressed that this commitment ghould provide for the
fulfilment of nuclear safety conditions.

2/ Some delegations were of the view that guch an undertaking was
outside the purview of this Treaty. :

3/ A view was expressed that this subject might be better dealt with in
the preambular part, '

4/ Objections were raised against the need for thie paragraph.

FERTIEIIE B e - L L
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Parvagraph 2

Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way legitimizing
the use of nuclear weapons or detracting from the obligations of States to
refrain from the use or threat of uase of such weapons. 1/ 2/

Paragraph 3

The implementation of the obligationa under this Treaty shall be
periodically reviewed as provided for in ... .

Rarggraph 4

Nothing in th%s Treaty shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from exigting rules of international law applicable in armed

conflict or limiting or detracting from obligations assumed by the States
Parties under other international agreements.

VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE 3/
Paragraph 1

The States Parties to this Treaty undertake to consult one another and to
co—operate in solving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of the Treaty.

Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this Article may aleo be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These internatiomal
procedures may include the services of appropriate international
organizationg, as well as of a Consultative Committee and a fact—finding panel
as provided for in (para. 4, first alternative) of this Treaty,

E tiv

Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this paragraph may also be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework

:of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
Drocequres may include the services of appropriate intermational
organizations, as well as of a Consultative Committee of Experts as provided
for in (para. 4, second alternative) of this Treaty.

— 1/ A view was expressed that this subject might be better dealt with in
& preambular part.

2/ Objections were raised against the need for this paragraph.

aigf S?me delegations were of the view that the subject needs further
eration and reserved their right to express their view at a later stage.
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P raph _ 'ﬁ

The States Parties to this Treaty shall exchange to the fullest possible
extent, bilaterally or multilaterally, information deemed necessary to provide
asgurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Treaty.

Baragraph 4
First alternative

For the purpose of the effective fulfilment of (para. 2, first
alternative) of this Treaty, a Consultative Committee and a standing
fuct—finding panel shall be established. Their functionz and rules of
procedure are established in Annexes I and II respectively, which constitute
integral partes of the Treaty.

Second alternative

For the purposes set forth in (para. 2, second alternative) the
Depositary shall, within one momth of the receipt of a request from any State
Party, copvene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Any State Party may
appoint an expert to this Committee, whose functions and rules of procedure
are set out in the Armex, which constitutes an integral part of the Treaty.

Paragraph 5
First alternative

Each State Party to thig Treaty which has reasons to believe that any
other State Party may not be in compliance with the provisions of the Treaty
or which has concerns about a related situation which may be considered
ambiguous, and is not satisfied with the results of the consultations provided
for under (para. 1) of the Treaty, may requeat the Depositary to initiate an
inquiry to ascertain the facts., Such a request should include all relevant
information, as well as all possible evidence supporting its valldity.

The Depositary shall convene as soon as possible, and in any case
within 10 days of the receipt of a request from any State Party, the standing
fact—finding panel established pursuant to (para. 4, first alternative).

If the possibilities Ffor fact-finding pursuant to (paras. 2 and &) have
been exhausted without resolution of the problem, States Parties may requesat
the Depositary to convene a meeting of the Consultatlive Committee of the
States Partles to consider the matter.

Becond altermative

Each State Party to the Treaty which has reasons to bellieve that any
other State Party is acting in breach of obligations deriving from the
provisions of the Treaty may lodge a complaint with the Depositary, who shall™
jmmediately convene a Consultative Committee of Experts. Such a complaint
should include all relevant information as well as all possible evidence
supporting its validity. '
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Paragraph 6

r 1t

Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to co
—operate to the fullest
possible extent with the Consultative Committee and with the fact-finding :
panel with a view to facilitating their work,

Second alternative

Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to c ;

] o—operate Lo the fullest
p0331b1e.extent with the Consultative Committee of Experts, in accordance with
the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.

Raragraph 7
First altergative

Each State Party to this Treaty undertakes to i
provide aszmistance, in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, Eo any

State Party to the Treaty which has been harmed or i
8 likely
result of a violation of the Treaty. ely to be harmed as a

Second alternative

Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes to
provide or support
3sz:s;a§ce, in accordance with the proviasions of the Charter ofpzhe
nited Nations, to eny State Party to the Treaty which so re
queats, if the
Consultative Committee of Experts decides that such Party hag been’harmed or
is likely to be harmed ae a result of & vicolation of the Treaty.

Paragraph 8

The provisions of Article shall not be inter
. ‘ee preted as affecting the
righte and duties of States Parties under the Charter of the United Natgons,

including bringing to the attention of th i
e Becurity Coun
compliance with this Treaty. ¥ Council concerns sbout
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ANNEX 1

to (para, 4, first alternative)
of Verification and Compliance

[Consyliative Committee]

1. The consultative committee of States Parties [, in addition to _
establishing the fact-finding panel as provided for in annex II,] shall
undertake to resolve any problem which may be raised by the [States Parties]
[Btate Party] requesting a meeting of the committee, For this purpcae, the
agsembled States Parties shall be entitled to request and recelve any
information which a State Party is in a position to communicate.

2. The work of the comsultative committee shall be organized in such a way
as to permit it to perform the fumctions set forth in paragraph 1 of this
amex. The committee shall [decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work] [take decisions), where possible by consensus, but
otherwise by a majority of those present and voting. [There shall be no
voting on matters of substance.] The chairman shall have no vote,

3. Any Btate Party may participate in the work of the comsultative
committee. Each representative on the committee may be assisted at meetings
by advisers. .

4. The Depositary or his representative ghall serve as chairman of the
committee,

5. The consultative committee shall be convened by its chairman[:

(a) within 30 days after entry into force of this Treaty for the purpose
of establishing the standing fact-finding panelj

(b)] as soon ar possible and in any case within 30 daye after a request
for a meeting pursuant to paragraph 4 of the second element. :

6. Each State Party shall have the right, through the chairman, tc request
from Btates and from internationsl orgenizations such information and
asgistance as the State Party considers desirable for the accomplishment of
the committee's work.

7. A summary of any [problem—solving] meeting, incorporating all views and
information presented during the meeting, shall be prepared. The chairman
ghall distribute the summary to all States Parties.

TR R g R T T

_ for two years, snd ome third for three years.
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ANNEX II

to (para. &4, first alternative)
of Verification and Compliance

[Eact-Finding Panel]

1., The standing fact-finding panel shall undertake to make appropriate

findings of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem referred to
it by the Depositary pursuant to paragraph 3 of the second element. [Pursuant
to paragraph 5 of the second element, the fact-finding panel may carry out
on—-gite investigatioms when necessary.]

[2, The fact-finding penel shall be composed of not more than 15 members
representing States Partles: :

{a) Ten members shall be appointed by the [chairman] [consultative
comnittee] after consultation with States Parties. In selecting these members
due regard shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.
Members shall be named for a two-year period, with five members being replaced
each year;

(b) 1In additlon, those permanent members of the United Nations
Security Coumncil who are parties to the Treaty shall also be represented on
the fact-finding panel.]

{2. The fact-finding panel shall be composed of not more than (blank) members
representing States Parties. Members of the initial panel shall be appointed
by the [chairman, after consultation with States Parties,] [consultative
committee] at ite lst meeting, one third being named for ome year, one third
Thereafter all members shall be
named for a three-year period by the chairman [of the comsultative committee,
following principles decided by the committee during its lst meeting and]
after consultation with States Parties. In selecting the members, due regard
shall be given to ensuring an appropriate geographical balance.]

3.

Each member may be assisted by one or more advisers.

4. The Depositary or his representative shall serve as chairman of the
?anel [, unless the panel decides otherwise under the procedures established
in parapraph 5 of this annex].

5. The work of the fact—finding panel shall be organized in such a way as to
permit it to perform the fumctlons met forth in paragraph 1 of this annex.

[At the 1st meeting of the panel, to be held not later than 60 days after its
establishment [by the consultative committee], the Depositary shall submit
recommendations, based on consultatioms with States Parties and signatories,
88 to the organization of the work of the panel, including any necesaary
resources.] [The panel shall decide procedural questions relative to the
organization of its work, where possible by consensus, but otherwise by a
majority of those presemt and voting., There shall be no voting on matters of
subgstance.] [The panel shall take decisions, where poasible by consensus, but

otherwise by a majority of those present and voting.] The chairman shall have
no vote, :




CD/ 946
page 14

6. Each member shall have the right, through the chairman, to request from
States and from international organizations such information and assistance as
the member considers desirable for the accomplishment of the work of the panel.

7. The SBtate Party requesting the inquiry and any State Party against which
the inquiry is directed shall have the right to [participate in the work of
the panell [be represented at meetings but may not take part in decisioms],
whether or not they are members of the panel.

8. The fact-finding panel zhall, without delay, transmit to [the Depositary]
[all S5tates Parties] a report om its work, including its findings of fact and
incorporating all viewa and information presented to the panel during its
proceedings[.] [, together with such recommendations as it may deem
appropriate, If the panel is unable to secure sufficient data for factual
findings, it shall state the reasons for that inability.] [The Depositary
shall distribute the report to all States Parties.]

..;_-',..__ e L T R T
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ANNEX

to (para. 4, second alternative)
of Verification and Compliance

1. The Consultative Committee of Ex

- perts shall undertake to make appropriate
flndlngi gf Eac; Tnd provide expert views relevant to any problem raggedp
pursuant to Article ..., of the Treaty by the State P
convening of the Committee, i aFty requesting the

2. The work of the Consultative Committee of Ex
perts shall be organized in
s?ch a way as to permit it to perform the functions set forth in pﬁragraph 1
oh this Annex. The Qommittee shall decide procedural questions relative to
;aﬁogfﬁani?a:;on of its work, where possible by consengus, but otherwise by a
ity o oge present and voting. Th i
majority o g ere shall be no voting on matters of

3. The Depogitary or his representative gh .
Committee, P all serve as the Chairman of the

4.  Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

5. Each expert shall have the righ

5 ght, through the Chairman, to request from
States, and from 1?ternationa1 organizations, asuch information and agsistance
as Ehe expert considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Committee's
work.

6. The Committee shall transmit to the De
: positary a summary of its findin
of fact, incorporating all views and information presented :g the Comm:ltteegs

during its proceedings. The Deposit hal i
Tates peocino P ary shall distribute the summary to all
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ANNEX II
tact G B

1. In accordance with the decigion taken by the Ad hoc Committee om
Radiological Weapons at its lst meeting on 20 February 1989, Contact Group B
wag re—established to continue consideration of the issues relevent to the
prohibition of attacke againset nuclear facilities.

2. Contact Group B held seven meetings from 13 March to 24 July 1989, In
addition, the Co—ordinator held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.

3, According to guidelineg get out during the lat meeting of the Ad hoc
Committee, Contact Group B used as a basis for its substantive work the
Co-ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad hoc Committee to
the Qonference on Disarmament in 1988 (CD/864, Annex II, Attachment). The
Contact Group reviewed the possible elements relevant to the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities contained therein.

4, The amended Co—ordinator's record is attached to the report and reflects
the current stage of the Contact Group'’s congideration of the question.

5, The Co-ordinator's record is not binding upon any delegation and its main
purpose is to facilitate future consideration. It is recommended that it be
appended to the Ad hoc Committee's report to the Conference on Disarmament, as
a basis for future work.
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Attachment

POSSIBLE ELEMENTS RELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION OF ATTACKS
AGATINST NUCLEAR FACILITIES */ %%/

SCOPE

First alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack
nuclear facilities covered by this Treaty.

Second alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack or to
threaten to attack any nuclear facility, '

Third alternative *#*#%/

Each State Party undertakes never under smy circumstances to release and

disseminate radiocactive substances by attacking nuclear facilities covered by
this Treaty.

Paragraph 2

Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or induce
any person, State, group of States, or international organization to act in
contravention of this treaty,

¥/ This record does not prejudice the eventual positions of delegations
relating to the question of "linkage", or the positions of delegations on the
question of the need of having additional legal protection for nuclear
facilities. As to the latter, a view was expressed that additional discussion
on existing international agreements pertaining to the question is needed.

#*%/ One delegation stated that, apart from the fact that the elements
listed were controversial, the third alternative under Scope, paragraph 1 of
the Definitions and the sections on Criteria and Specilal Marking were not
esgential to the elaboration of a convention. The section on Special Marking
could have been recast within the section on Register. That was not, however,

"the case of the other elements mentioned, particularly the section on

Criteria, which, in its opinion, seemed incompatible with the rule of jus

rcogenﬂ in article 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter of the United Nations.

¥%%/ Some delegations stated that the third alternative of Scope based on
he crit?rion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first
lternative of paragraph 2 of Definitioms, paragraph 1 of Criteria, the first
lternative of paragraph 1, paragraph 2, the firat alternative of paragraph 3,
nd paragraphs 4 to 6 of Register as well as Special Marking constitute one
omplete and congistent set of elemente to be included in a draft Treaty.
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DEFINITIONS

Laragraph 1

For the purposes of this Treaty, the term "attack" meana any act by a
State which is designed to cause or causes, directly or indirectly:

(i} any damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facility; or

(ii) any interference, interruption, impediment, stoppage or breakdown
in the operation of a nuclear facility; or

(iii} any injury to, or the death of, any of the personnel of a nuclear
facility.

Paragraph 2

F tive

For the purpose of thig Treaty, the term "nuclear facilities" means:
(i) Nuclear reactors;
(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages:

(iii) Reprocessing plants;
(iv) Waste deposits, ineluding temporary waste storages;

(v) 1Installations for production or use of important and intensgive
sources of gamma radiation; */

which are included in a Register malntained by the Depositary.

Second alternative

A nuclear facility means a nuclear reactor or any other facllity for the
production, handling, treatmemt, processing or storage of nuclear fuel or
other nuclear material.

%/ A view was expressed that this provieion should be further refined,
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CRITERIA
Paragraph 1 */

The nuclear facilities mentioned in par .
the follewing specificationa: #*/ paragraph 2 of Definitions shall meet

(i) They shall be stationary on landj Adk/ sfohk/
(i1) Nuclear reactors; designed for a thermal power which could exceed
1 [10] Megawatt, shall have reached their first ecriticality and
shall not bhave been decomnissioned;

(1ii) Intermediate spent fuel stora
ges} designed £
material exceeding 1017 [1018] Bg; gued for storing radioactive

(iv) Reprocessing plants: desi . _
: gned for contai
exceeding 101? [1018] Bq; ning radicactive material

(v) Waste deposits: taini . ]
1017 [10f8] Bas contalning radicactive material exceeding

(vi) Installations for production or use of intensive sources of ‘gamina
radiation: designed to contain radicactive material whoae

gamma-radiation-dissipated power is equal to
6 x 1016 [1017] Bq x Mev. q or greater than

Paragraph 2
Additional gpe

Nuclear facilities mentioned in i
paragraph 2 of definitions, which are under
the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency a;e eovered by the

~provigsion of this Treaty.

*/ Thie provision calls for further discussion.

%%/ Views were expressed that nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2

f Definitions shall b
afeguards . e used for peaceful purposes and sub ject to IAEA

ook :
tg__f Views were expressed that nuclear facilities statlomed in territorial
*s and the exclusive economic zones should also be congidered.

Rk Views were ex
pressed that such nuclear f it
% weapona SyStems, acilities should not belong

S




CD/946
page 20

DEPOSITARY
The Depositary shall be the Becretary-General of the United Natlona.

REGISTER

Paragraph 1
First alierpative

The Depositary shall maintain a Register of nuclear facilities covered by
this Treaty and shall transmit certified copies thereof to each State Party to

the Treaty.

Second alternative

The Depositary shall malntain a Register of nuclear facilities covered by
this Treaty and shall tranamit certified copies thereof to each State Party to
the Treaty. The register shall be updated at regular intervals.

Paragraph 2 */

State Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their juriasdiction
be included in the Registrar shall for each such facillity communicate tao the
Depositary the following written information:

(a) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear facility;

(b) Identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. if it ie a
reactor, intermediate spent fuel storage, reprocessing plant, waste deposit
including temporary waste storages or inastallations for production or use of
important and intensive sources of gamma-radiation;

(¢) Detailed specifications as applicable in accordance with Paragraph 1
of Criteria of this Treaty. **/

Paragraph 3
rat glt tiv

Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depositary shall without delay initiate procedures to confirm that the
information contained in the request is correct:

%/ A view was expressed that information in the Register should include
identification of the type of nuclear facility, i.e. 1f it is a nuclear
reactor, earichment plant, reprocessing plant, other nuclear fuel cycle
facility, radiocactive waste management facility or facility for the storage o
nuclear fuels or radicactive wastes.

%%/ Views were expressed that this matter required further clarification.
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(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation from the IAEA: and/or

(b) Through other means, including mission to the facility, when
necessary.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in péragraph 3 (a) above the
Depositary may, as it deems necessary, enter into agreement with the IAEA.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in p:
; C paragraph 3 (b) above the
Depositary shall, with the co—operation of State Parties to the Treaty,

compile and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose gervi
available to undertake such missions. ? ’ ees could be made

gecond alternative

Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depositary shall commumicate it to all State Parties.

Paragraph 4

The Depositary shall include the facility in the Register ag well as
relevant detailg about the facility concerned, ag soonm as the information
glven in the request hag been substantiated, and shall immediately notify
State Parties to the Treaty of any new inclusion in the Register.

Paragraph 5
State Parties having nuclear facilities under their jurigdiction included

in the Register shall immediately inform the Depositary of any change that may
occur concerning the information given in the request.

Faragraph 6 */

The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State.

SPECTAL MARKING

A State Party may mark its nuclear facilities incl ;
with Special Marking. ncluded in the Register

VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

Paragraph 1
First alternative

belieﬁ State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depogitary in cage it
P tea that any other State party acted in breach of obligations deriving
hi§ Treaty. Such complaint shall include all relevant information and
ﬁ—?eiﬂible evidence supporting the validity of the complaint. This
Plalnt procedure ghould not exclude others than through the depositary.

%
X/ Views were expressed that this provision calls for further discussion.
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Second ajterpative

A State Party may lodge a complaint with the Depositary in case it
believes that a nuclear facility on its territory has been attacked or ig
under threat of attack by any other State Party in breach of obligations
deriving from the provisions of the Treaty. Such a complaint shall be

aceompanied by all possible evidence and other relevant information supporting
the validity of the complaint,

Pgrggrﬁgh 2

First alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from asny State Party the
Depositary shall initiate an investigatiom to ascertaln facts relevant to the
complaint. Such an iovestigation may include a fact—finding mission to or at
the site of the nuclear facility concerned and to any other site as may be
appropriate. The fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the
Depositary within ... days.

Second alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party
concerning an attack on a nuclear facility, the Depositary shall initiate ean
investigation of the alleged attack, including arrangements for a fact-finding
migsion on or at the site of the nuclear facility involved to ascertain the
facts. The fact finding mission shall submit the summary of its findings of
fact to the Depositary at the earliest posasible date.

Paragraph 3

For purposes of carrying out a fact-finding misaion the Depogitary shall
maintain a list of qualified experts, selected on as wide a political and
geographical basis as possible, whose services may be available tec undertake
such missions.

Paragraph 4

States Partles undertake to co-operate in carrying out the investigation
which the Deapositary may initliate on a complaint received from any State
Party. The Depositary shall inform the State Parties of the results of the
investigation.

Paragraph 5

The Depositary shall, upon request of a State Party, convene the
Conference of States Parties to consider the report on the resultg of the
investigation and consider poseible courses of action.

s ml o e
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First alternative

The continuing application of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility will
form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facllity is a
peaceful nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. */ #%/

Becond glternative

The determination that a facility is and remains a peaceful nuclear
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be made by the application of

IAEA safeguards. X/ #*%/
Third altemmative

The application of IAEA safeguards to a nuclear facility shall be of no
relavance to the verification of compliance with obligations asaumed by States
Parties to this Treaty.

Paragraph 7 ##i/

States Parties undertake to provide or support assistance to any State
Party harmed as a result of the viclation of the Treaty.

Paragraph 8

Proviaions of this Treaty are without prejudice to the obligations of
State Parties undertaken in other International instruments relevant to the

subject of this Treaty.

%/ It was stated that the application of IAEA safeguards was irrelevant
to the objectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the issue
belonged under the provisions for inclusion in the Register.

%%/ The view was expresszed that the application of IAEA safeguards could
not verify that a nuclear facility was a peaceful one but rather that nuclear
material remained in peaceful use.

*kk/ A view wag expressed that the obligation of States Parties to provide

- assistance was limited to the radlological damage caused by an attack.
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tc the Ireaty on the Non~Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that their own
renunciation of nuclear weapons called for a response in an equally binding
form, they pointed out that one of the difficulties in coming to a gingle
common formula for negative security assurances is that the game assurances
would be offered to all States, including those who refused to give a binding
form to their non-proliferation undertakings. These States reiterated that
the existing assurances, whilst not enshrined in a treaty or convention,
nevertheless were solemmnly given and are not to be conasidered as having no
weight; they stand as firm, credible and reliable commitments. One of those
three nuclear-weapon States at a plenary mecting reiterated its oft publicly
stated commitment not to use nuclear weapons against any non~nuclear-weapon
State, party to the NPT or any comparable internatiomally binding commitment
not to acquire nuclear explosive devices, except in the case of an attack on
this Btate, its territorles or armed forces, or its allies, by such a State
allied to a nmuclear—weapon State or associated with a nuclear-weapon State in
carrying out or sustaining the attack.

"16. Another of those nuclear-weapon States recalled that its unilateral
declaration of negative security assurance was based on the principles of its
constant defence policy and of the Charter of the United Nations. It
congidered that a legally-hinding commitment in an international instrument
should be mutual, derive from the principle of non-use of force except for
self-defence and take account of the real military situations of States.

“17. One nuclear-weapon State considered it entirely reasonable and legitimate
for the non-nuclear-weapon States, who were committed not to poesess nuclear
weapons in various ways, to demand that nuciear-weapon States undertake not to
use or threaten to use nuclear weapons againat them. It also expressed its
hope to expedite the search for a common formula which would meet the needs of
security of the non-nuclear-weapon States in this regard, and its support of
the conclusion of an international convention which could genuinely prevent
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons againsat non-nuclear-weapon States
and nuclear-weapon—-free zones. It stated that it would welcome any
constructive initiative agreeable to non-nuclear-weapon States. This same
State was of the view that the most effective security guarantee for
nen-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons
was the complete prohibition and total elimination of nuclear weapons.

Pending the achievement of this goal, this State believed that all
nuclear—weapon States should undertake not to use or threaten to vse nuclear
veapons against non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free zZones under
any circumstances. The same State reiterated its commitment that at no time
and under no circumstances would it be the first to use nuclear weapons and
that it would not use or threaten to uge nuclear weaponsg against
non~nuclear-weapon States.

"18. Discussicne on the conclusions that could be drawn From the work of theé
Committee this session of the pogsibilities of reaching agreement on a commo
formula to guarantee non-nuclear-weapon States againgt the uge or threat Qf
use of nuclear weapons had again proven inconclusive. Some delegations
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underlined the importance of making progress on these issueg, in the light of
the forthcoming Fourth Review Conference of the §tates parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapone,

"IV.

"19. The Ad Hoc Committee reaffirmed that non-nuclear-weapon States should be
effectively assured by the nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons pending effective measures of nuclear disarmament.
Work on the subatance of the effective arvangemeuts and discussion on various
aspects and elements of a solutlon, together with the series of informal
consultationg by the Chairman revealed that apecific difficulties relating to
differing perceptions of security interests of nuclear-weapon States and
non-nuclear-weapon States persisted and that the complex nature of the isaues
involved continued to prevent agreement on a 'common formula'. In the course
of the year many positive political changes were umdervay which were expected
to have a bearing on the search for possible solutlona. At the same time, the
discussion underlined that all delegations supported and reaffirmed their
readiness to continue the search for a commom approach on the substauce of
negative security assurances and, in particular, on such a 'common formula'.

"20. Against the aforementioned background the Ad Hoc Committee recommends to
the Conference on Disarmament that ways and means should continue to be
pursued in the light of the on-going and future developments to overcome the
difficulties encountered in ite work in carrying out negotiations on the
question of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon
States againgt the use or threat of use of nuclear weapone. Accordingly, it
was generally agreed that the Ad Hog Committee should be re-established at the
beginning of the 1991 session.”

122, The item on the agenda entitled "New Types of Weapons of Mass Destruction
and New Systeme of Such Weapons; Radiological Weapona" was considered by the
Conference, in accordance with its programme of work, during the perilods

2~-6 April and 30 July-2 August 1990,

123, The list of documents presented to the Conference during its 1990 session
under the agenda item is contained in the report aubmitted by the Ad Hog
Committee referred to in the following paragraph.

124, At its 574th plenary meeting on 16 August 1990, the Conference adopted
the report of the Ad Hog Committee re—established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 532nd plenary meeting (see paragraph 9 above)., That report
(€D/1027) is an integral part of this report and reads as follows:
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"I, INTRODUCTION

"], In accordance with the decision taken by the Ccnference on Digarmament at
its 532nd plenary meeting held on 6 February 1990, as contained in document
CD/965, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1990 session, with a view to reaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, productlon, stockpiling and use of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of itg 1990 session.

“TI. ORGANIZATION QF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

“3. At that same plenary meeting on 6 February 1990, the Conferemnce on
Digarmament appointed Ambassador Istvan Varga of Hungary as Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Committee., Mr. Michael Cassandra of the United Nations Department for
Digsarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee,

"3, The Ad Hoc Committee held four meetings from 1 March to 3 August 1990,
In addition, the Chairman held & number of informal consultations with

delegations.

vy, At their request, the representatives of the following 21 States not
menbers of the Conference on Disarmament were invited to participate in the
work of the Ad Hoc Committee: Austria, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Irag,
Israel, Kuwalt, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Qatar, Senegal,
Spain, Syria, Switzerland, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Viet Nam and

Zimbabwe.

"S.  In addition to various resolutions adopted by the General Assembly on the
subject at its previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee had before it
resolutions 44/116A, R and T adopted by the General Apsembly at its
forty-fourth session entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference om

Disarmanment on this subject.
ug, The following working papers were presented to the Ad Hoc Committec:

CD/RW/WP.87/Rev.2 dated 19 March 1990 entitled 'Programme of Work for the
first part of the 1990 sesslon'

CD/RW/WP.B8/Rev.l dated 18 June 1990 entitled 'Programme of work for the
gsecond part of the 19%0 session’

CD/RW/WE.89 dated 31 July 1990 entitled 'Report of Contact Group A

OD/RW/WE.90 dated 31 July 1990 entitled 'Report of Contact Group B!

T b L
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"III. WORK DURING THE 1990 SESSION

"7. At itg lst meeting on 1 March 1990, the Chairman suggested that the

Ad Hog Committee continue the same method of work adopted during the 1987,
1988 and 1989 gessions: that 1s, that Contact Group A continue to consider
the prohibition of radiological wesapons in the ‘traditional' sense and that
Contact Group B continue to consider issues relevant to the prohibition of
attacks sgainst nuclear facilities. %/ He also recommended that the work of
the two groups should be pursued along the lines recommended in the 1989
report of the Ad Hoc Committee (CD/946), that is, to draw upon the two asnnexes
contained in that report as a basis for itg work. The Chairman suggested that
the main objective of the work in 1290 be to seek solutions for outstanding
key lissues in both tracks. To that end, he pointed most ilmportantly to the
need for a resclution of the issuss related to egcope in both tracks asc well as
to the need for refinement of the provisions dealing with verification and
compliance. He suggested that both Contact Croups record the results of their
work in ap up-dated version of their respective texts annexed to last year's
Ad Hoc Committee report. The Ad Hoc Committee decided to follow the
recommendations of the Chairman ag regards ite method of work.

"8. At the szame meeting, the Ad Ho¢c Committee appointed

Mr. Helmut Herzbruch of the Federal Republic of Germany to co-ordinate the
work of Contact Group A and Mr, Hassan G. Mashhadi of the Islamic Republic of
Iran to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group B.

"9. The work of the Ad Hoc Committee was carried out in the Contact Groups as
eatablished above, except for the consideration and adoption of this report.
On the basis of the work conducted within the Comtact Groups, the two
Co-ordinators presented to the Ad Hoc Committee, at ite 4th meeting on

3 Apgust 1990, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.89 and 90), which are
reproduced in Annexes -I and II to thias report, refleecting the current state of
consideration of the lssues before the Ad Aoc Committee. It is understood
that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any delegatiom.

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

"10. The work conducted by the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1990 seasion was
useful in contributing further teo the clarification of different approaches
which continue to exist with regard to. both the important subjects under
congideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Disarmament
re-establish the Ad Hoc¢ Committee on Radiological Weapong at the begimming of
its 1991 session and that the Ad Ho¢ Committeg draw upon the Annexes to this
report as a baasis for its future work.

"k/ One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.
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"ANNEX I

" f i r

"1l. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad_Hoc Committee on
Radiologlical Weapons at its first meeting, on 1 March 1990, Contact Group A
was re—establiehed to continue consideration of the issues relevant to the
prohibition of radiological weapons.

"2. Contact Group A held eight meetinge from 8 March to 30 July 1990, Im
addition, the Co-oprdinator held a number of informal consultatiomg with
delegations.

"3, According to the guidelines set out during the first meeting of the

Ad Hoc Committee, Contact Group A used as a basis for its substantive work the
Co~ordinator's record as containad in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to
the Conference on Disarmament in 1989 (CD/?46, Annex I, Attachment). In
addition, several informal working papere were put forward by delegations and
by the Chair. The Contact Group reviewed the possible elements for a
convention on the prohibition of radiological weapons. In the course of that
review, numerous proposals were made to develop these elements.

"4, Asg a result, the Contact Group was able to eliminate most footnotes as
well as to merge different alternatives into common language for those
elements deallng with scope and peaceful uses; new provisions were Introduced
for other main elements. Further, a preambular section and a new element on
verification and compliance were developed and added. Nevertheless,
footnotes and brackets in the Ceo-ordinator's record indicate that not all
problems could be solved during the 1990 negotiating period.

"5, The Co-ordinator's record, entitled 'Draft Articles for a Convention on
the Prohibition of Radiological Weapons', ig¢ attached to the report and
reflectg the current stage of the Centact Group's conslderation of the
quegtion.

"6, The Co—-ordinator's record ig not binding upon any delegation and does not
preclude any delegation from introducing proposals to the text as a whole or

the elements thereof at a later gtage. It ig recommended that it be appended
to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conference on Disarmament, as a basis
for future work.
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"Attachment

"DRAFT ARTICLES FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIRITION OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

"PREAMBLE

1, hereinafter referred to asg the

e

"The States
'Parties to the Conve

nti

El

1
011 " &

"degiring to contribute to the realization of the purposes and principles of
the Charter of the United Nations,

"determined to act with a view to achieving progrese towards gemeral and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control,
including the prohibltion and elimination of all types of weapons of mass
destruction as well as the development of mew types of such weapons as
radiological weapons,

LRI I

"pearing in mind that the prohibition of radiological weapons is a step in the
process towards general and complete disarmament,

"further bearing in mind longlasting effects of radiocactive contamination on

living creatures &s well as on the environment,

"Have agreed as follows:
"T. SCOPE

"Paragraph 1

"Each Party to the Convention undertakes to prohibit radiological weapons
and hence never under any circumstances

"(a) to disseminate deliberately any radloactive material, including
radicactive waste, for the purpose of causing injury, death, damage or
destruction by means of the radiatlon produced directly or indirectly by the
decay of such material,

"(b) to develop, produce, stockplle, otherwise acquire, possess or
transfer any device specifically designed for the dissemination of radicactive
material prohibited under {a) of this paragraph.

"Parggraph 2

“Each Party to the Convention undertakes to take any measures it
considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional procedures and its
{nternational obligations anywhere under its jurisdiction or control to
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"(a) prohibit and prevent any activity which weould constitute a
violation of the obligations undertaken by the Partiea to the Comnventlon,

"(b) prohibit the diversion and prevent the loss of radleactive material
which could be used for purposes prohibited by this Convention.

"Paragraph 3

“"Bach Party to the Convention undertakes not to asaist, encourage or
induce anyone to engage in activities prohiblted by the provislons of the
Convention.

“[II. DEFINITIONS
"For the purposes of this Convention the term 'radioclogical weapon' means:

"(1) any device specifically designed for the dissemination of
radicactive material to cause [as its primary effect] injury, death, damage or
destruction by means of the decay of such material,

"(ii) any radicactive material specifically designed and prepared for
employment, by its disgeminatiom, to cause injury, death, damage ox
destruction by the decay of such material, :

"(4ii) any other radivcactive material if used for employment by its
digsemination to cause injury, death, damage or destruction by the decay of
such material.]

"II1. TPEACEFUL USES

"Paragraph 1

"Nothing in thia Convention should be interpreted as affecting in any way

“(a) the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all Parties to the
Convention, without diserimination, to develop, acquire and use nuclear
technology, equipment and materials for the peaceful use of nuclsar energy and
all peaceful applicationg of their nuclear programmes for economic and social
development in accordance with their national priorities, needs and interests,
bearing in mind the need to prevent the prollferation of nuclear weapons in
all ite forms. International co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy should be conducted under agreed and appropriate international
gafeguards applied on a non-discriminatory basis,

"(b) the undertakings of Parties to the Convention to contribute to the
fulleat posaible extent to international co-operation and assistance to ensure.
the development and effective implementation of adequate measures of
protection for all States against the harmful effects of radiation.
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"Paragraph 2

"Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a Party to the Convention to take measures which could affect the
programmee of other Statee for peaceful ugees of nuclear energy or technology
for their ecomomic or mocial development.

"IV. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

"Paragraph 1

"The provisiong of this Convention shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radlioactive material produced by them. 1/

"Paragraph 2

"Nothing in this Convention shail be Interpreted as in any way
legitimizing the development and the use of nuclear weapong or detracting from
the obligations of Stateg to refrain from the use or threat of use of such
weapons. 1/ 2/

"RParagraph.3

"Parties to the Convention undertake to pursue urgently negotiatioms for
the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of effective measures
to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and the achievement of
nuclear disarmanent. 2/ 3/

"Raragraph 4

"Wothing in this Goovention shall be iInterpreted ss In any wey limiting
or detracting from rules of internatiomal law, including

"{a) the Charter of the United Natioms,
"(b) 1law applicable to armed conflicts,

"{c) obligations assumed by Parties to the Comvention umder other
international agreements.

"1/ Objections were ralsed against the need for this paragraph.

"2/ A view was expressed that this subject might be better dealt with in
the preambular part.

"3/ Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was
outgide the pprview of thls Conventiom.
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"zaragraph 5

"The implementation of the obligations under this Convention shall he
periodically reviawed as provided for in ...

"Paragraph & 1/

"Fach Party to the Convention in a position to do so [undertakes to]
[may] provide or support technical and hunanitarian assistance, in accordance
with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any Party to the
Convention which so requests, as a result of a violatien of the Convention or
the use of radiological weapons by States not being Parties to the Convention,

"[{a} 1if the [Security Couneil] [Depositary] decides that such Party has
been harmed or is likely to be harmed or

"(b) on the basis of independent bilateral or multilateral agreements.]

"The Secretary-General of the United Natione shall be the Depositary of
this Convention.

"V. VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE

“Paragraph 1

"Parties to the Convention shall exchange to the fullest poesible extent,
bilaterally or multilaterally, information necessary to provide assurance of
fulfilment of their obligatlons under the Convention.

"Raragraph 2

"Parties to the Convention undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in sgolving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of the Convention.

"Consultation and co-operation pursuant to this paragraph may alsoc be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter.  These
international procedures may include the services of appropriate international
organizations, as well as of a Committee of Experts., For these purposes the
Depositary shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State
Party to the Convention, convene a Committee of Experts.

"/ Views were expressed that the Convention on Agsistance in the Cgsg;.
of a Nuclear Accident or Radiological Emergency should be further congidered-

in this context. T
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"Paragraph 3

"Each Party to the Conventlon which bas reasons to believe that any other
Party to the Convention is acting In breach of the obligations deriving from
the provisions of the Convention may lodge a complaint with the Depositary.
Such a complaint shall include all relevant informatlon as well as all
posgible evidence supporting its validity. In order to evaluate such
information, the Depositary may convene the Committee of Experte.

"The Depositary, acssisted by the Committee of Experts, shall [to the
extent possible] conduct an investigation of the alleged facts, whenever the
evaluation of the information provided to him indicates that such an
investigation 1s warranted.

"The Committee shall transmit to the Depositary a summary of ite Iindings
of fact, incorporating all views and information presented to the Committee
during its proceedings. The Depositary shall distribute the aummary to all
Parties to the Convention and shall Indicate his own conclusiong and
suggestions for possible action [including that of bringing the matter to the
attention of the Security Counecil.] In case of urgency, the Depositary may
request the Committee to submit ite report within 10 days.

"Paragraph. 4

YEach Party to the Convention undertakes to co-operate to the fullest
poesible extent with the Committee of Experts, in accordance with the
provigions of the Charter of the United Natioms.

"Paragraph 5

"The functions and‘rules of procedure of the Committee of Experts
mentioned in the above Paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 are set out in the Annex, which
constitutes an Integral part of the Convention.

"Paragzaph 6

"The provisions of Paragraph 3 of this section shall not be interpreted
as affecting the rights and dutles of Parties under the Charter of the
United Natlons, including bringing to the attemtion of the Security Council
concerng about compliance with thig Convention.
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"ANNEX

#1, The Committee of Experts shall undartake to make appropriate findings of
fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised pursuant to the
Convention by the Party requeating the convening of the Committee. It may be
requested by the Depositary to carry out investigations in case of complaints
lodged by a Party to the Convention.

Mt 2

192, The work of the Committee of Experts shall be organized in such a way as
to permit it to perform the functions set forth in Paragraph 1 of the Annex.
In the process of such [fact finding] [investigations] every effort should be
made to apply appropriate methods and procedures which are non-discriminatory
and which do not unduly interfere with the internal affairs of other States or
jeopardize their economic and soclal development.

P

»3, The Depositary shall compile and maintain a list of qualified experts
whose services may be available for such [migsions] [{nvestigations] on the
basis of the proposals which had been made to him by Parties to the
Convention. The Depository shall appoint mewbers of the Committee of Experts 5
from that list with due regard to ensuring appropriate geographical balance
and to the character of the question involved.

"4, The Depositary or his representative shall serve a8 the Chairman of the :
Committee. 4

"5, Bach expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

Ey J
ng, Each expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from %
States, and from internmational organizatioms, such information and assistance a
as the expert considers degirable for the accomplishment of the Committee's i
work. Each Party undertakes not to use deliberate concealment measures which
impede verification of compliance with the Convention.
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTRE ON RADTOLOGIGAL WEAPONS

1. INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament
at its 578th plenary meeting held on 24 January 1991, as contained in document
CD/1051, the Ad Hoe Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1991 session, with a view to veaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and usgse of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoce

Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of ita 1991 gession.

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At that same plenary meoting, the Conference on Disarmament appointed
Mr. Angus W.JF. Robertson of Canada as Chairman of the Ad Hoe Committee. Mr.

Michael Cassandra of the United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs
served as Secretary of the Ad Hoe Committee.

3. The Ad Hoc Committee held six meetings from 25 February to

12 August 1991. In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal
consultations with delegations.

4, At their request, the representatives of the following 25 Stateg not
members of the Conference on Disarmament were invited to participate in the
work of the Ad Hoe Committee: Angola, Austria, Chile, Costa Rica, Denmark,
Finland, Greece, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway,
Oman, Portugal, Qatar, Semegal, Spain, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Turkey, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay and Zimbabwe.

5. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the United Natlions
General Asgsenbly on the subject at its previous sesgions, the Ad Hoe Committee

had before it resolutions 45/58F and J adopted by the General Assembly at its

forty-fifth session entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on
Disarmament on this subject.

6. The following working papers were presented to the Ad Hoe Committee:

CD/RW/WP.91 dated 4 March 1991 entitled "“Programme of Work for tha 1991
gession '

CD/RW/WP,92 dated 13 August 1991 entitled "Report of Contact Group A"

CD/RW/WP.93 dated 13 August 1991 entitled "Report of Contact Group B"
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III. WORK DURING THE 1991 SESSIGH

7. At its ist meeting on 25 February 1991, at the suggestion of the
Chairman, the Ad Hoe Committee agreed that it continue the same method of work
adopted since 1987, that 1s, that Contact Group A continue to consider the
prohibition of radiological weapons in the "traditional” sense and that
Contact Group B continue to consider issues relevant to the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities. */ He also recommended that the work of
the two groups should be pursued as recommended in the 1990 report of the

Ad Hoe Committee (CD/1027), that is, to draw upon the two annexes contained in
that report as a basis for its work.

8. At the same meeting, the Ad Hoc Committee appointed
Mr. Scott O.E. Omene of Nigeria to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group A and
Mr. Guéorgui Dimitrov of Bulgaria to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group B.

9. The Ad Hoc Committee held a general exchange of views, after which its
work was carcied out principally in the framework of the Contact Groups as
established above, supplemented by occasional, additional, brief, often
informal meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee. On the basis of that work, the
two Co-ordinators presented to the Ad Hoc Committee, at its 6th meeting on 12
August 1991, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.92 and 93), which are '
reproduced in Anmexes I and II to this report, reflecting the current state of
congideration of the issues before the Ad Hoc Gommittee. It is understood
that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any delegation.

Iv. CONGLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

10. The work conducted by the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1991 sesszion was
ueeful in econtributing further to the clarification of different approaches
which continue to exist with regard to both the important subjects under
consideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Disarmament
re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of
itg 1992 gession and that the Ad Hoc Committee draw upon the Annexes to this
report as a basis for its future work.

x/ One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.
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ARNEX I
Report of Contact Group 4
1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoe Commlttee on

Radiological Weapons at its first meeting on 25 February 1991, Contact GCroup A

wag re-established to continue consideration of the
prohibition of radiological weapons. issues relevant to the

2. Contact Group A held 8 meetings from 4 March to 12 August 1991. In

addition, the Co-ordinator held a numbe f
Soteiatione, r of informal consultations with

3. According to the guidelines set out during the First

Hoe Committee, Contact Group A used as a basis Egr its substzizzigngiktzﬁe&d
Go-ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to
tha Conference on Disarmament in 1994 (CD/1027, Annex I, Attachment). The
€ontact Group raviewed the draft articles for a convention on the prehiblition
of radiclogical weapons contained therein. New alternatives were added to
the texts on “Scope and Definitions™ and new texts were elaborated on Review
Conferences and Amendments under "Other Main Elements”. The texts on
“Verification and Compliance” and the "Annex" were also amended.

4. The smended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report and

reflects the current stage of the Contact G ' 2
question. ct Group's consideration of the

5. The Co-ordinator's record is not bindin

E upon any delegation and does
not preclude any delegation from introducing proposals to the text as a whole
or the elements thereof at a later stage. It is recommended that it be

appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Gonfe
renc
a basis for future work. e on Disarmament, as
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Attachment

DRAFT ARTICLES FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOCLOGICAL WEAPONS
PREAMBLE

The States Parties to this Convention, hereinafter referred to as the
"parties to the Convention”,

f the purposes and
desiring to contribute to the realizatliom of
principles of the Charter of the United Wations,

' 5 Llew to achioving progress towards genersal and
gﬁziizigegi::rzzie:it:n:e: strict and effective international contrgl,
ineluding the prohibition and eliminat;on of all types of geapo:s c
mass destruction as well as the development of new typas of suc

weapons as radiological weapons,

TR

bearing in mind that the prohibition of radiological weapons is a step
bearing n mind
in the process towards general and complete disarmement,

i i fects aof radioéctive
further bearing in mind longlasting ef
contamination on living creatures as well as on the enviroument,

Have agreed as follows:

I. SCOPE

Paragraph 1

First alternative

Each Party to the Conventlon undertakes to prohiblit radieologlecal
weapone and hence never under any circumstances

(a) to dizseminate deliberately any radioactive Ta?erialé h
including radiocactive waste, for the purposse of causing Lngury.l eath,
damage or destruction by means of the radiation produced directly or
indirectly by the decay of such material,

| therwise acquire, posseas
b to develop, producs, stockp?le, o
or traésger any device’specifically designed for the dissemination of
radioactive material prohibited under (a) of this paragraph.

Second alternative

[Each Party to the Convention undertakes not to develop, produce,
stockpile, otherwise acquire, possess, transfer or use undar agf
ecircumstances Radioclogical Weapons as defined in Section II.] 1

1/ Views were expressed that the second alternati?a.zf pafagra§2d02:rz§er
“ " d alternative of “Definitions” nee
“Scope”, combined with the secon o e w14
11 delegatlions to see whether this or mo
:Eggidzyaadefinitgon of a radiological weapon which would allow for the

" in
deletion of the first alternative and of paragraphs one and two of "Other HMa

Elementsa™.

S S O ST I

1/
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Paragraph 2

Bach Party to the Convention undertakes to take any measures it
considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional procedures and its
international obligations anywhere under its jurisdiction and control to

{a) prohibit and prevent any activity which would constitute a

viclation of the obligations undertaken by the Parties to the
Convention,

(b) prohibit the diversion and prevent the loss of radiscactive
material which could be ugsed for purposes prohibited by this Convention.

Paragraph 3

Each Party to the Convention undertakes not to assist, encourage or

induce anyone to engage in activities prohibited by the provisions of this
Convention,

[II. DEFINITIONS]

First alternative

{For the purposes of this Convention the term “radiological weapon”
neans

€i) any device specifically designed for the dizsemination of
radiocactive material to cause [as its primary effect] injury, death,
damage or destruction by means of the decay of such material,

(ii) any radiocactive material specifically designed and prepared for
employment, by its dissemination, to cause injury, death, damage or
destruction by the decay of such material,

(iii) any other radioactive material if used for employment by its

dissemination to cause injury, death, damage or destruction by the
decay of such material.]

Second alternative

[For the purpose of the Convention, the term "radioclogical weapon® !_
means any device containing radioactive material or waste as its principal {
harmful element and specifically designed or used to cause injury, death,
envirommental damage, or destruction through the direet or indirect effects of

ionizing radiation, without involving the critical agsembly of any fissile
material.} 1/

Views were expressed that the second alternative of paragraph one of
"Scope”, combined with the second slternative of "Definitions"” needed further
study by all delegations to see whether this or medified language would
provide a definition of a radiological weapon which would allow for the

deletion of the first alternative and of paragraphs one and two of "Other Main
Elements".
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IIT. PEACEFUL USES

Paragraph 1
Rothing in this Convention should be interpretgd as affecting in any way

(a) the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all Parties to the
Convention, without diserimination, te develop, acquire and use nuclear
technology, equipment and materials for tha peaceful usge of nuelear
energy and all peaceful applieations of their nuclear programmes for
economic and social development in accordance with their national
priorities, needs and interests, bearing in mind the need to prevent
the proliferation of nuclear wespons in all its forms. International
co-aoperation in the peacaful uses of nuclear energy should be econducted
under agreed and appropriate internatioenal safeguards applied on a

non-discriminatory basis,

(b) the undertakings of Parties to the Convention to contribute to
the fulleet possible extent to international co-operation and
agsistance to ensure the development and effective implementation of
adequate measures of protection for all States against the harmful

effects of radiation.

Paragraph 2

Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitiing a Party to the Convention to take measures which could affect the
programmes of other States for peaceful ugses of nuclear energy ot technolopgy
for their economic or social development.

IV. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS
Parvapraph 1

The provisions of this Convention shall not apply to nuclear axplosive
devices or to radiocactive material produced by them 1/.

Paragraph 2

Hothing in this Convention shall be intarprated as in any way
legitimizing the development and the use of nuclear weapons or detracting from
the obligations of States to refrain from the use or threat of use of such

weapons 1/, 2/.

Patragraph 3

Parties to the Convention underteke to pursue urgently negotiations for
the cessation of the nuclear armg race, the coneclusion of effective measures
to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and the achievement of

nuclear disarmament. 2/, 3/.

1/ Objections were raised against the need for this paragraph.
27 A view was expressed that this subject might be better dealt with
in the preambular part.

as Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was
outside the purview of this Convention.

4
ML S L
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Paragraph 4

Nothing in this Convention shall be inte
rpreted as in any w i
or detracting from rules of international law, including y way limiting

{(a) the Charter of the United Nations,
(b) law applicable to armed confliects,

(c) obligations assumed by Parties to the ¢
international agreements, onvention under other

Paragraph 5

Ten years after entry into forece of the Convention i
requested by a simple majority of States Parties, a Confe;ezzeezglézztzg
Parties to the Convention shall be held at Geneva, Switzerland. The
Conference shall review the operation of the Convention with a view to
assuring that the purposes of the preamble and the provisions of the
Convention were heing realized. Such review shall take into account an
relevant technological developments. Y

At intervals of not less than five years thereafter a
simple majorit
of the States Parties to the Convention may obtain by submitting a propgsal {a
tt%s :ifect to the Depositary, the convening of a Conference with the same
objectiveas.

If no Conference has been conﬁened pursuant to
parsgraph 2 of this
Article within ten years following the conclusion of a previozs Conference
the Depositary shal} soliclt the views of all States Parties to this ’
Egnv;:t:un, con;arn1ng the convening of such a Conference. If one third of
e States Parties respond affirmatively, the Deposita i i
steps to convene the Conference. ’ ? 77 shall take lmodiate

Paragraph 6

Each State Party to the Convention undertakes as it conziders
appropriate to provide or support technical and humanitarian assistance in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Wations, to any
State Party which so requests, harmed as a result of a violation of’tha
Convention by another State Party or as a result of the use of radiological
weapons by a State not party to the Convention.

For purposes of assistance, the services of a ropriate i \
organisations may also be utilized. 1/ PP neemnational

1/ A view was held that, depending upon a decision a

1 h 8 to whether th
Convention should establish a small gsecretariat, the services of such a -
secretariat may also be utilized.
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Paragraph 7

Any State Party to this Convention may propose amendments to the
Convention. The text of any proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
Depositary, who shall promptly cireulate it to all States Parties.

An amendment shall enter into force for all States Partles to this
Convention which have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of
instruments of acceptance by a majority of States Parties. Thereafter it
shall enter into force for any remaining State Party on the date of deposit of
its instrument of acceptance.

Paragraph 8

The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall be the Depositary of
this Convention.

V. VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE

Paragraph 1

Parties to the Convention shall exchange to the fullest possible
extent, bhilaterally or multilaterally, information necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Convention.

Paragraph 2

Parties to the Convention undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in solving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectivaes of, or in the application of, the provisions of the Gunvenhbtion.

Consultation and co-operation pursuasnt to this paragraph may also be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Mations and in accordance with its Charter. Thesa '
international procedures may include the services of appropriate international
organizations, as well as of a Commitiee of Experts. Fotr these purposes the
Depositary shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State
Party to the Convention, convene a Committee of Experts. '

Paragraph 3

Each Party to the Convention which has reasons to believe that any
other Party to the Convention is acting in breach of the obligations deriving
from the provisions of the Convention may lodge a complaint with the
Depozitary. Bueh a complaint shall include all relevant information as well
as all possible ovidence supporting its validity. In order to evaluate such
information, the Depositary may convene the Committee of Experts. .

The Depositary, assisted by the Committee of Experts, shall- [to.the . -
extent possible) conduct an investigation of the alleged facts, whenever the
svaluation of the information provided to him indicates that such an
investigation is warranted.

e LR LI
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The Committee shall Lransmit to the De

gi;gizizeoguiigg,ii:corpora;ing all views and information presented to the
proceedings. The Depositary shall dist

ribut
summary to all Parties to the Convention and to the Security counc:ltgﬁd shall

indicate his conclusions and suggestions for pogsible action. In case of

urgency ,the Depositary ma : :
10 days.’ I’y may request the Committee to submit its report within

positary a sunmary of its

Paragraph 4

Each Party to the Convention undert
) ) akes to co
possible extent with the Committee of Bxperts, in ac
provisions of the Charter of the United Natio&s.

~operate to the fullest
cordance with the

Paragraﬁh'S

The functions and rules of procedutre of thaICOmmittae of Experts

mentioned in the above Para
0 graphs 2, 3, and i
constitutes an integral part of the’COQve:tiin?ra st out in the Annex, which

Paragraph €

The provisions of Parspra
ph 3 of this section shall not be i
as affecting the rights and dutles of Parties under the Charter oflgﬁzrgzgtzg

Nations, including bringi
ng to the attenti
about compliance with this Convention, on of the $a§urity pouneil eoncerns
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ANNEX
1. The Committee of Experts shall undertake to make appropriate findings

of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised pursuant to
the Convention by the Party requesting the convening of the Commnittee. It
may be requested by the Depositary to carry out investigations in case of
complaints lodged by a Party to. the Convention.

2. The work of the Committee of Experts shall be organized in such a way
ag to permit it to perfornm the functions set forth in Paragraph 1 of the
Annex. In the process of such investigations, including fact-finding, every

affort should be mede to apply appropriate methods and procedures which are
non-discriminatory and which do not unduly interfere with the internal affairs
of other States or jeopardize their economic and social development. [The
Committee of Experts shall be assisted by the Secrctariat located in Geneva,
whose functions will include technical and administrative services.}l

3. The Depositary shall:

- compile and maintain a list of qualified experts whose services
may be available for the work of the Committee of Experts in
accordance with Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Ammex;

- base the list of qualified exﬁerts on proposals which had been
nade to him by Parties to the Convention;

- appoint members of the Committee of Experts from such a list with
dus regard to ensuring appropriate geographieal balance and to
the character of the question involved.

4. The Depositary or his representative shall serve as the Chalrman of the
Committee.

5. Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

6. Each expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from

States, and from international organizations, such information and assistance
as the expert considersz desirable for the accomplishment of the Committes's
work. Each Party undertakes not to uss deliberate concealment measures which

impede verification of compliance with the Convention.
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ANNEX IT
Report of Contact Group B
1. In sccovdance with the deecision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee on

Radiological Weapons at its 1st mestin

g on 25 February 1991, Contact Group B
was re-established to continue consideration of the issues ;elevant to thg
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.

2. Contact Group B held 8 meeti

ngs from 18 March to 12 August 1991. I
addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of i LEE "
doiocatione, . nformal consultations with

3. According to guidelines set out during the 1lst m

Committee, Contact Croup B used as s basgis for its subs::;igiaoiottetﬁg e
Co-ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoe Gommittee to
the Conference on Disarmament in 1990 (CD/1027, Annex II, Attachment) The
Contact Group reviewed the possible elements releavant to the prohibitiun of
att?cys against nuclear facilities contained therein. A number of
modifications were made to the Co-ordinator's record, focused mainly on the
questions of Reglster and Verifieation and Compliance,

4., The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report and

refla?ts the current stage of the Contact Groupts consideration of the
question.

5. The Co-ordinator‘s record is not bindin
B upon any delegation and its
:ain purgose is to facilitate future consideration, It is recommended that it
e appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conf CIam
as & basis for future work. erence on Disa et
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Attachment
POSSIBLE ELEMENTS ERELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION OF ATTACKS
AGATNST NUCLEAR FACILITIES 1/ 2/
I. SCOPE
Paragraph 1

First alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to atiamck
nuclear facilities covered by this Treaty.

Second alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack or
to threaten to attack any nuclear facility.

Third alternative 3/

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to release
and disseminate radioactive substances by attacking nuclear facllitles covered
by this Treaty.

Paragraph 2

Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
induce any person, State, group of States, or international organization to
act in contravention of this Treaty.

1/ This record does not prejudice the eventual positions of
delegations relating to the question of "linkage”, or the positions of
delegations on the question of the need of having additional legal protection
for nuclear facilitles. As to the latter, a view was expressed that
additional discussion on existing international agreements pertailning to the
question is needed.

2/ One delegation stated that, apart from the fact that the elements
listed were controversial, the third alternative under Scope, paragraph 1 of
the Definitions and the sections on Criteria and $pecial Marking were not
essential to the elaboration of a convention. The section on Special Marking
could have been recast within the section on Register. That was not,
however, the case of the other elements mentioned, partiecularly the section on
Criteria, which, in its opinion, seemed incompatible with the rule of jus
cogens in articla 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter of the United Wationg.

3/ Some delegations stated that the third alternative of Scope based. .

on the criterion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first
alternative of paragraph 2 of Definitions, paragraph 1 of Criteria, paragraph
1 to 3, the first alternative of paragraph 4, paragraphs 5 and 6 of Register
as wall as Special Marking in Paragraph 1 under Cther Main Elements constitute
one complete and consistent set of elements to be included in a draft Treaty.
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II. DEFINITIONS

Paragraph 1

For the purposes of this Treaty, the term “attack" means any act by a
State which is designed to cause or causes, directly or indirectly:

(i)  any damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facility; or

(ii) any interferenca, interruption, impediment,. stoppage or breakdown
in the operation of a nuclear facility; or

(iil) any injury to, or the death of, any of the personnel of a nuclear
facility.

Paragraph 2

First alternative

For the purpose of this Treaty, the term “nuclear facilities" means: 1/
(1) Buclear reactors;

(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages;

(iii) Reprocessing plants;

(iv) Waste deposits, ineluding temporary waste storages;

{v) Installations for production or use of important and intensive
sources of gamme radiation; 2/

which are included in a Register maintained by the Depogitary.

Second alternative
A nuelear facility means a nuclear reactor or any other facility for

the production, handling, treatment, processing or storage of nuclear fuel or
other nuclear material,

1/ A suggestion was made to add two further categories after
"(iii) Reprocessing plants;"

(iv) Nuclear fuel processing plants;

(v) Uranium enrichment plantg,

2/ & view was expressed that this provision should be further
refined,
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III. CRITERIA

Paragraph 1

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the following spacifications: 1/

(i) They shall be stationary on land; 2/ 3/

(ii) Huclear reactors; designed for a thermal power wh?ch could
exceed 1 [10]) Megawatt, shall have reached their first
criticality and shall not have been decommissioned;

i ; igned for storing

iii Intermediate spent fuel storages; _des

N radioactive material exceeding 1017 [1058] Bq;

(iv) Reproceseing plants; designed for containing radicactive
material exceeding 1617 [1018) Bq;

(V) Waste degosits: containing radicactive material exceeding
1017 [1018] Bq;

{vi) Installations for production or use of intensive sources of

gamma radiation: designed to contain radioactive material
whose gamma~radiation-dissipated power is equal to or
greater than 6 x 1016 [1017] Bg x Mev.

Paragraph 2
Additional specification suggpested to the above specifications:

Muclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions which a;ab
under the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the provision of this Treaty.

ilities mentioned in
1/ Views were expressed that nuclear facili .
paragragh 2 of Definitions shall be used for peaceful purposes and subject to
IAEA safeguards.

2/ Views were expressed that nuclear facilities stationed in

territo?ial waters and the exclusive economic zones should alsc be considered.

3/ Vviews were expressed that such nuclear facilities should not
belong to weapons systems.

E
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TV. REGISTER

Paragraph 1

The Depositary shall establish, on the basis of inltial communications
by States Parties, as set out in paragraph 2 below, a comprehensive Register
of nuclear facilities covered by this Ireaty, and shall maintain this Register

on the basis of subsequent communications on changes, as set out in paragraph
5 helow.

Certified copies of the Register shall be Eransmitted to each State
Party ... days after entry into force of the Treaty.

Certified copies of the Register in its entirety inecluding all
modifications shall be transmitted to each State Party at intervals of ... and
be available to States Parties at any time in the offices of the Dapositary.

Paragraph 2

States Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their
jurisdiction be included in the Register shall for each such facility
communicate to the Depositary the following written information:

{a) Identification of the type of nuclear facility;

(b) Detalled specifications in accordance with Paragraph 1 of
Criteria of this Treaty;

(e) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear
facility.r

Paragraph 3 1/

Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depoegitary shall without delay initlate procedures to confirm that the
information contained in the request is correct:

(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation from the TAEA;
and/or

{b) Through other means, including a mission to the facility, when
necessary.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (a) above the
Depositary may, as it deems necessary, enter into agreement with the TAEA.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) above the
Depositary shall, with the co-operatlon of States Party to the Treaty, compile

—and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose services could be made

available to undertake such missions.

1/ A view was expressed that this provision calls for further
diseussion.
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Paragraph_ 4

First alternative

The Depositary shall includé the facility in the Register as well as

' is section, as soon as the
information required by paragraph 2 of th .
Egﬁoiga:ion given in the request has been confirmed sccording to paragraph 3
above, and shall immediately notify States Parties ko the Treaty of the

aforesaid inclusion.

Second alternative

; i ity in the Register as well as
The Depositary shall include the facili
the information required by paragraph 2 of this section and shall immediately

notify States Party to the Treaty of aferesaid inclusien.

Paragraph 5

i ithin ...days/months, of
A State Party shall inform the Depositary, w
any change in the information it had provided for inclusion in the Reﬁister.
Upon the receipt of such information, the Depositary shall act, mutat z s ot
mutandi, in accordance with the proceduras outlined in paragraphs 3 an o

this section.

Paragraph 6 1/

The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State.

V. VERIFICATION AND GOMPLIANCE

Paragraph 1

ig ! ible effort to
States Parties to this Treaty shall make every poss
consult one another and to co-operate in solving any problems whicthmay be
raised in relation to the objectives of, or in the application of the

provisions of, the Treaty.

Paragraph 2

i ith the Depositary in case it
A State Party may lodge a complaint w b
believes that any other State Party is in breach of oblig?tions derzvlng f;im
this Treaty. Such complaint shall include all relevant information and a

possible evidence supporting the validity of the complaint.

1/ There was general agreement that the modalitles as well as the
placema;t of this provision should be further discussed.
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Paragraph 3

First alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
Depositary shall initiate an investigation to ascertaln facte relavant to the
complaint, Such an investigation may include a fact-finding mission to or at
the gsite of the nuclear facility concerned and to any other site as may be

appropriate. The fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the
Depositary within ... days,

Sacond alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
Depositary shall initiate an investigation to ascertain faets ralevant to the
complaint. Sueh an investigation shall include a fact-finding mission to or
at the site of the nuclear facility concerned and to any other site ag may be

appropriate, The fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the
Depositary within ... days.
Parapraph 4

For purposes of carrying out a fact-finding mission the Depositary
shall maintain a list of qualified experts, selected on as wide a geographical
basis as possible, whose gservices may be available to undertake such missions,

Paragraph S

States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the
investigation which the Depositary may initiate on a complaint received from
any State Party. The Depositary shall inform the States Parties of the
results of the investigation. A copy of the report on the investigation

shall be transmitted also to the Security Council and the Genersal Assembly of
the United Nations.

Paragragh )

First alternative

The Depositary shall, upon.request of a State Party, convene the
Conference of $tates Parties to consider the report on the investigation as
well as possible courses of action.

Second alternative

The Depogitary shall immediately convene the Conference of States
Parties to consider the report on the investigation and to adopt such measures
as may be appropriate.
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Paragraph 7

First alternative

i

The continuing application of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility
will form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facility is
A pesceful nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. 1/ 2/

Second_alternative

The determination that a faclility is and remains a peaceful nuclear
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be made by the application of
IAEA safepuards. 1/ 2/

Third alternative

The application of IAEA safeguards to a nuclear facility shall be of no
relevance to the verification of compliance with obligations assumed by States
Partias to this Tresaty.

VI. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

Paragraph 1

A Stzate Party may mark its muclear facilities included in the Register
with Special Marking.

States Parties undertake to provide or suppor: assistance to any State
Party harmed as a result of the violation of the Treaty.

Paragraph 3
Provisions of this Treaty are without prejudice te the obligations of

State Parties undertaken in other international instruments relevant to the
subject of this Treaty.

Paragraph 4

The Secretary-Beneral shall be designated as Depositary of this Treaty.

1/ It was stated that the application of IAEA safeguards was
irrelevant to the cbjectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the
issue belotnged under the provisions for inc¢lusion in the Register.

2/ The view was expressed that the application of TAEA safeguards
could not verify that a nuclear facility was a peacaful one but rather that
nuclear material remained in peaceful use.

3/ A view was expressed that the obligation of States Parties to
provide agsistance was limited to the radiological damage caused by an attack.
4/ Views were expressed that Lhe assistance to be provided or

supported to any harmed State Party should not be limited to cases of
violations by States Parties, but should also cover harm infliected by attacks
from States not party to the Convention.

57 Views were expressed that thera should be no mandatory obligation
of States Parties to provide assistance.
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REPORT OF THE AD HOC COMMITTRE ON RADTOLOGIGAL WEAPONS

1. INTRODUCTION

1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Disarmament
at its 578th plenary meeting held on 24 January 1991, as contained in document
CD/1051, the Ad Hoe Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1991 session, with a view to veaching agreement on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpiling and usgse of
radiological weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoce

Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the conclusion
of ita 1991 gession.

II. ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

2. At that same plenary meoting, the Conference on Disarmament appointed
Mr. Angus W.JF. Robertson of Canada as Chairman of the Ad Hoe Committee. Mr.

Michael Cassandra of the United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs
served as Secretary of the Ad Hoe Committee.

3. The Ad Hoc Committee held six meetings from 25 February to

12 August 1991. In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal
consultations with delegations.

4, At their request, the representatives of the following 25 Stateg not
members of the Conference on Disarmament were invited to participate in the
work of the Ad Hoe Committee: Angola, Austria, Chile, Costa Rica, Denmark,
Finland, Greece, Iraq, Israel, Jordan, Kuwait, Malaysia, New Zealand, Norway,
Oman, Portugal, Qatar, Semegal, Spain, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Turkey, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay and Zimbabwe.

5. In addition to various resolutions adopted by the United Natlions
General Asgsenbly on the subject at its previous sesgions, the Ad Hoe Committee

had before it resolutions 45/58F and J adopted by the General Assembly at its

forty-fifth session entrusting specific responsibilities to the Conference on
Disarmament on this subject.

6. The following working papers were presented to the Ad Hoe Committee:

CD/RW/WP.91 dated 4 March 1991 entitled "“Programme of Work for tha 1991
gession '

CD/RW/WP,92 dated 13 August 1991 entitled "Report of Contact Group A"

CD/RW/WP.93 dated 13 August 1991 entitled "Report of Contact Group B"
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III. WORK DURING THE 1991 SESSIGH

7. At its ist meeting on 25 February 1991, at the suggestion of the
Chairman, the Ad Hoe Committee agreed that it continue the same method of work
adopted since 1987, that 1s, that Contact Group A continue to consider the
prohibition of radiological weapons in the "traditional” sense and that
Contact Group B continue to consider issues relevant to the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities. */ He also recommended that the work of
the two groups should be pursued as recommended in the 1990 report of the

Ad Hoe Committee (CD/1027), that is, to draw upon the two annexes contained in
that report as a basis for its work.

8. At the same meeting, the Ad Hoc Committee appointed
Mr. Scott O.E. Omene of Nigeria to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group A and
Mr. Guéorgui Dimitrov of Bulgaria to co-ordinate the work of Contact Group B.

9. The Ad Hoc Committee held a general exchange of views, after which its
work was carcied out principally in the framework of the Contact Groups as
established above, supplemented by occasional, additional, brief, often
informal meetings of the Ad Hoc Committee. On the basis of that work, the
two Co-ordinators presented to the Ad Hoc Committee, at its 6th meeting on 12
August 1991, their respective reports (CD/RW/WP.92 and 93), which are '
reproduced in Anmexes I and II to this report, reflecting the current state of
congideration of the issues before the Ad Hoc Gommittee. It is understood
that the contents of the Annexes are not binding on any delegation.

Iv. CONGLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

10. The work conducted by the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1991 sesszion was
ueeful in econtributing further to the clarification of different approaches
which continue to exist with regard to both the important subjects under
consideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Disarmament
re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons at the beginning of
itg 1992 gession and that the Ad Hoc Committee draw upon the Annexes to this
report as a basis for its future work.

x/ One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of
attacks against nuclear facilities.

CD/1099
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ARNEX I
Report of Contact Group 4
1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoe Commlttee on

Radiological Weapons at its first meeting on 25 February 1991, Contact GCroup A

wag re-established to continue consideration of the
prohibition of radiological weapons. issues relevant to the

2. Contact Group A held 8 meetings from 4 March to 12 August 1991. In

addition, the Co-ordinator held a numbe f
Soteiatione, r of informal consultations with

3. According to the guidelines set out during the First

Hoe Committee, Contact Group A used as a basis Egr its substzizzigngiktzﬁe&d
Go-ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to
tha Conference on Disarmament in 1994 (CD/1027, Annex I, Attachment). The
€ontact Group raviewed the draft articles for a convention on the prehiblition
of radiclogical weapons contained therein. New alternatives were added to
the texts on “Scope and Definitions™ and new texts were elaborated on Review
Conferences and Amendments under "Other Main Elements”. The texts on
“Verification and Compliance” and the "Annex" were also amended.

4. The smended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report and

reflects the current stage of the Contact G ' 2
question. ct Group's consideration of the

5. The Co-ordinator's record is not bindin

E upon any delegation and does
not preclude any delegation from introducing proposals to the text as a whole
or the elements thereof at a later stage. It is recommended that it be

appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Gonfe
renc
a basis for future work. e on Disarmament, as
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Attachment

DRAFT ARTICLES FOR A CONVENTION ON THE
PROHIBITION OF RADIOCLOGICAL WEAPONS
PREAMBLE

The States Parties to this Convention, hereinafter referred to as the
"parties to the Convention”,

f the purposes and
desiring to contribute to the realizatliom of
principles of the Charter of the United Wations,

' 5 Llew to achioving progress towards genersal and
gﬁziizigegi::rzzie:it:n:e: strict and effective international contrgl,
ineluding the prohibition and eliminat;on of all types of geapo:s c
mass destruction as well as the development of new typas of suc

weapons as radiological weapons,

TR

bearing in mind that the prohibition of radiological weapons is a step
bearing n mind
in the process towards general and complete disarmement,

i i fects aof radioéctive
further bearing in mind longlasting ef
contamination on living creatures as well as on the enviroument,

Have agreed as follows:

I. SCOPE

Paragraph 1

First alternative

Each Party to the Conventlon undertakes to prohiblit radieologlecal
weapone and hence never under any circumstances

(a) to dizseminate deliberately any radioactive Ta?erialé h
including radiocactive waste, for the purposse of causing Lngury.l eath,
damage or destruction by means of the radiation produced directly or
indirectly by the decay of such material,

| therwise acquire, posseas
b to develop, producs, stockp?le, o
or traésger any device’specifically designed for the dissemination of
radioactive material prohibited under (a) of this paragraph.

Second alternative

[Each Party to the Convention undertakes not to develop, produce,
stockpile, otherwise acquire, possess, transfer or use undar agf
ecircumstances Radioclogical Weapons as defined in Section II.] 1

1/ Views were expressed that the second alternati?a.zf pafagra§2d02:rz§er
“ " d alternative of “Definitions” nee
“Scope”, combined with the secon o e w14
11 delegatlions to see whether this or mo
:Eggidzyaadefinitgon of a radiological weapon which would allow for the

" in
deletion of the first alternative and of paragraphs one and two of "Other HMa

Elementsa™.

S S O ST I

1/
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Paragraph 2

Bach Party to the Convention undertakes to take any measures it
considers necessary in accordance with its constitutional procedures and its
international obligations anywhere under its jurisdiction and control to

{a) prohibit and prevent any activity which would constitute a

viclation of the obligations undertaken by the Parties to the
Convention,

(b) prohibit the diversion and prevent the loss of radiscactive
material which could be ugsed for purposes prohibited by this Convention.

Paragraph 3

Each Party to the Convention undertakes not to assist, encourage or

induce anyone to engage in activities prohibited by the provisions of this
Convention,

[II. DEFINITIONS]

First alternative

{For the purposes of this Convention the term “radiological weapon”
neans

€i) any device specifically designed for the dizsemination of
radiocactive material to cause [as its primary effect] injury, death,
damage or destruction by means of the decay of such material,

(ii) any radiocactive material specifically designed and prepared for
employment, by its dissemination, to cause injury, death, damage or
destruction by the decay of such material,

(iii) any other radioactive material if used for employment by its

dissemination to cause injury, death, damage or destruction by the
decay of such material.]

Second alternative

[For the purpose of the Convention, the term "radioclogical weapon® !_
means any device containing radioactive material or waste as its principal {
harmful element and specifically designed or used to cause injury, death,
envirommental damage, or destruction through the direet or indirect effects of

ionizing radiation, without involving the critical agsembly of any fissile
material.} 1/

Views were expressed that the second alternative of paragraph one of
"Scope”, combined with the second slternative of "Definitions"” needed further
study by all delegations to see whether this or medified language would
provide a definition of a radiological weapon which would allow for the

deletion of the first alternative and of paragraphs one and two of "Other Main
Elements".
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IIT. PEACEFUL USES

Paragraph 1
Rothing in this Convention should be interpretgd as affecting in any way

(a) the full exercise of the inalienable rights of all Parties to the
Convention, without diserimination, te develop, acquire and use nuclear
technology, equipment and materials for tha peaceful usge of nuelear
energy and all peaceful applieations of their nuclear programmes for
economic and social development in accordance with their national
priorities, needs and interests, bearing in mind the need to prevent
the proliferation of nuclear wespons in all its forms. International
co-aoperation in the peacaful uses of nuclear energy should be econducted
under agreed and appropriate internatioenal safeguards applied on a

non-discriminatory basis,

(b) the undertakings of Parties to the Convention to contribute to
the fulleet possible extent to international co-operation and
agsistance to ensure the development and effective implementation of
adequate measures of protection for all States against the harmful

effects of radiation.

Paragraph 2

Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitiing a Party to the Convention to take measures which could affect the
programmes of other States for peaceful ugses of nuclear energy ot technolopgy
for their economic or social development.

IV. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS
Parvapraph 1

The provisions of this Convention shall not apply to nuclear axplosive
devices or to radiocactive material produced by them 1/.

Paragraph 2

Hothing in this Convention shall be intarprated as in any way
legitimizing the development and the use of nuclear weapons or detracting from
the obligations of States to refrain from the use or threat of use of such

weapons 1/, 2/.

Patragraph 3

Parties to the Convention underteke to pursue urgently negotiations for
the cessation of the nuclear armg race, the coneclusion of effective measures
to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and the achievement of

nuclear disarmament. 2/, 3/.

1/ Objections were raised against the need for this paragraph.
27 A view was expressed that this subject might be better dealt with
in the preambular part.

as Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking was
outside the purview of this Convention.

4
ML S L
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Paragraph 4

Nothing in this Convention shall be inte
rpreted as in any w i
or detracting from rules of international law, including y way limiting

{(a) the Charter of the United Nations,
(b) law applicable to armed confliects,

(c) obligations assumed by Parties to the ¢
international agreements, onvention under other

Paragraph 5

Ten years after entry into forece of the Convention i
requested by a simple majority of States Parties, a Confe;ezzeezglézztzg
Parties to the Convention shall be held at Geneva, Switzerland. The
Conference shall review the operation of the Convention with a view to
assuring that the purposes of the preamble and the provisions of the
Convention were heing realized. Such review shall take into account an
relevant technological developments. Y

At intervals of not less than five years thereafter a
simple majorit
of the States Parties to the Convention may obtain by submitting a propgsal {a
tt%s :ifect to the Depositary, the convening of a Conference with the same
objectiveas.

If no Conference has been conﬁened pursuant to
parsgraph 2 of this
Article within ten years following the conclusion of a previozs Conference
the Depositary shal} soliclt the views of all States Parties to this ’
Egnv;:t:un, con;arn1ng the convening of such a Conference. If one third of
e States Parties respond affirmatively, the Deposita i i
steps to convene the Conference. ’ ? 77 shall take lmodiate

Paragraph 6

Each State Party to the Convention undertakes as it conziders
appropriate to provide or support technical and humanitarian assistance in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Wations, to any
State Party which so requests, harmed as a result of a violation of’tha
Convention by another State Party or as a result of the use of radiological
weapons by a State not party to the Convention.

For purposes of assistance, the services of a ropriate i \
organisations may also be utilized. 1/ PP neemnational

1/ A view was held that, depending upon a decision a

1 h 8 to whether th
Convention should establish a small gsecretariat, the services of such a -
secretariat may also be utilized.
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Paragraph 7

Any State Party to this Convention may propose amendments to the
Convention. The text of any proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
Depositary, who shall promptly cireulate it to all States Parties.

An amendment shall enter into force for all States Partles to this
Convention which have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of
instruments of acceptance by a majority of States Parties. Thereafter it
shall enter into force for any remaining State Party on the date of deposit of
its instrument of acceptance.

Paragraph 8

The Secretary-General of the United Nations shall be the Depositary of
this Convention.

V. VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE

Paragraph 1

Parties to the Convention shall exchange to the fullest possible
extent, bhilaterally or multilaterally, information necessary to provide
assurance of fulfilment of their obligations under the Convention.

Paragraph 2

Parties to the Convention undertake to consult one another and to
co-operate in solving any problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectivaes of, or in the application of, the provisions of the Gunvenhbtion.

Consultation and co-operation pursuasnt to this paragraph may also be
undertaken through appropriate international procedures within the framework
of the United Mations and in accordance with its Charter. Thesa '
international procedures may include the services of appropriate international
organizations, as well as of a Commitiee of Experts. Fotr these purposes the
Depositary shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State
Party to the Convention, convene a Committee of Experts. '

Paragraph 3

Each Party to the Convention which has reasons to believe that any
other Party to the Convention is acting in breach of the obligations deriving
from the provisions of the Convention may lodge a complaint with the
Depozitary. Bueh a complaint shall include all relevant information as well
as all possible ovidence supporting its validity. In order to evaluate such
information, the Depositary may convene the Committee of Experts. .

The Depositary, assisted by the Committee of Experts, shall- [to.the . -
extent possible) conduct an investigation of the alleged facts, whenever the
svaluation of the information provided to him indicates that such an
investigation is warranted.

e LR LI
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The Committee shall Lransmit to the De

gi;gizizeoguiigg,ii:corpora;ing all views and information presented to the
proceedings. The Depositary shall dist

ribut
summary to all Parties to the Convention and to the Security counc:ltgﬁd shall

indicate his conclusions and suggestions for pogsible action. In case of

urgency ,the Depositary ma : :
10 days.’ I’y may request the Committee to submit its report within

positary a sunmary of its

Paragraph 4

Each Party to the Convention undert
) ) akes to co
possible extent with the Committee of Bxperts, in ac
provisions of the Charter of the United Natio&s.

~operate to the fullest
cordance with the

Paragraﬁh'S

The functions and rules of procedutre of thaICOmmittae of Experts

mentioned in the above Para
0 graphs 2, 3, and i
constitutes an integral part of the’COQve:tiin?ra st out in the Annex, which

Paragraph €

The provisions of Parspra
ph 3 of this section shall not be i
as affecting the rights and dutles of Parties under the Charter oflgﬁzrgzgtzg

Nations, including bringi
ng to the attenti
about compliance with this Convention, on of the $a§urity pouneil eoncerns
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ANNEX
1. The Committee of Experts shall undertake to make appropriate findings

of fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised pursuant to
the Convention by the Party requesting the convening of the Commnittee. It
may be requested by the Depositary to carry out investigations in case of
complaints lodged by a Party to. the Convention.

2. The work of the Committee of Experts shall be organized in such a way
ag to permit it to perfornm the functions set forth in Paragraph 1 of the
Annex. In the process of such investigations, including fact-finding, every

affort should be mede to apply appropriate methods and procedures which are
non-discriminatory and which do not unduly interfere with the internal affairs
of other States or jeopardize their economic and social development. [The
Committee of Experts shall be assisted by the Secrctariat located in Geneva,
whose functions will include technical and administrative services.}l

3. The Depositary shall:

- compile and maintain a list of qualified experts whose services
may be available for the work of the Committee of Experts in
accordance with Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Ammex;

- base the list of qualified exﬁerts on proposals which had been
nade to him by Parties to the Convention;

- appoint members of the Committee of Experts from such a list with
dus regard to ensuring appropriate geographieal balance and to
the character of the question involved.

4. The Depositary or his representative shall serve as the Chalrman of the
Committee.

5. Each expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.

6. Each expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from

States, and from international organizations, such information and assistance
as the expert considersz desirable for the accomplishment of the Committes's
work. Each Party undertakes not to uss deliberate concealment measures which

impede verification of compliance with the Convention.
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ANNEX IT
Report of Contact Group B
1. In sccovdance with the deecision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee on

Radiological Weapons at its 1st mestin

g on 25 February 1991, Contact Group B
was re-established to continue consideration of the issues ;elevant to thg
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.

2. Contact Group B held 8 meeti

ngs from 18 March to 12 August 1991. I
addition, the Co-ordinator held a number of i LEE "
doiocatione, . nformal consultations with

3. According to guidelines set out during the 1lst m

Committee, Contact Croup B used as s basgis for its subs::;igiaoiottetﬁg e
Co-ordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoe Gommittee to
the Conference on Disarmament in 1990 (CD/1027, Annex II, Attachment) The
Contact Group reviewed the possible elements releavant to the prohibitiun of
att?cys against nuclear facilities contained therein. A number of
modifications were made to the Co-ordinator's record, focused mainly on the
questions of Reglster and Verifieation and Compliance,

4., The amended Co-ordinator's record is attached to the report and

refla?ts the current stage of the Contact Groupts consideration of the
question.

5. The Co-ordinator‘s record is not bindin
B upon any delegation and its
:ain purgose is to facilitate future consideration, It is recommended that it
e appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conf CIam
as & basis for future work. erence on Disa et
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POSSIBLE ELEMENTS ERELEVANT TO THE PROHIBITION OF ATTACKS
AGATNST NUCLEAR FACILITIES 1/ 2/
I. SCOPE
Paragraph 1

First alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to atiamck
nuclear facilities covered by this Treaty.

Second alternative

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to attack or
to threaten to attack any nuclear facility.

Third alternative 3/

Each State Party undertakes never under any circumstances to release
and disseminate radioactive substances by attacking nuclear facllitles covered
by this Treaty.

Paragraph 2

Each State Party undertakes not in any way to assist, encourage or
induce any person, State, group of States, or international organization to
act in contravention of this Treaty.

1/ This record does not prejudice the eventual positions of
delegations relating to the question of "linkage”, or the positions of
delegations on the question of the need of having additional legal protection
for nuclear facilitles. As to the latter, a view was expressed that
additional discussion on existing international agreements pertailning to the
question is needed.

2/ One delegation stated that, apart from the fact that the elements
listed were controversial, the third alternative under Scope, paragraph 1 of
the Definitions and the sections on Criteria and $pecial Marking were not
essential to the elaboration of a convention. The section on Special Marking
could have been recast within the section on Register. That was not,
however, the case of the other elements mentioned, partiecularly the section on
Criteria, which, in its opinion, seemed incompatible with the rule of jus
cogens in articla 2, paragraph 4, of the Charter of the United Wationg.

3/ Some delegations stated that the third alternative of Scope based. .

on the criterion of mass destruction read in conjunction with the first
alternative of paragraph 2 of Definitions, paragraph 1 of Criteria, paragraph
1 to 3, the first alternative of paragraph 4, paragraphs 5 and 6 of Register
as wall as Special Marking in Paragraph 1 under Cther Main Elements constitute
one complete and consistent set of elements to be included in a draft Treaty.

CD/10%99
page 13

II. DEFINITIONS

Paragraph 1

For the purposes of this Treaty, the term “attack" means any act by a
State which is designed to cause or causes, directly or indirectly:

(i)  any damage to, or the destruction of, a nuclear facility; or

(ii) any interferenca, interruption, impediment,. stoppage or breakdown
in the operation of a nuclear facility; or

(iil) any injury to, or the death of, any of the personnel of a nuclear
facility.

Paragraph 2

First alternative

For the purpose of this Treaty, the term “nuclear facilities" means: 1/
(1) Buclear reactors;

(ii) Intermediate spent fuel storages;

(iii) Reprocessing plants;

(iv) Waste deposits, ineluding temporary waste storages;

{v) Installations for production or use of important and intensive
sources of gamme radiation; 2/

which are included in a Register maintained by the Depogitary.

Second alternative
A nuelear facility means a nuclear reactor or any other facility for

the production, handling, treatment, processing or storage of nuclear fuel or
other nuclear material,

1/ A suggestion was made to add two further categories after
"(iii) Reprocessing plants;"

(iv) Nuclear fuel processing plants;

(v) Uranium enrichment plantg,

2/ & view was expressed that this provision should be further
refined,
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III. CRITERIA

Paragraph 1

The nuclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions shall
meet the following spacifications: 1/

(i) They shall be stationary on land; 2/ 3/

(ii) Huclear reactors; designed for a thermal power wh?ch could
exceed 1 [10]) Megawatt, shall have reached their first
criticality and shall not have been decommissioned;

i ; igned for storing

iii Intermediate spent fuel storages; _des

N radioactive material exceeding 1017 [1058] Bq;

(iv) Reproceseing plants; designed for containing radicactive
material exceeding 1617 [1018) Bq;

(V) Waste degosits: containing radicactive material exceeding
1017 [1018] Bq;

{vi) Installations for production or use of intensive sources of

gamma radiation: designed to contain radioactive material
whose gamma~radiation-dissipated power is equal to or
greater than 6 x 1016 [1017] Bg x Mev.

Paragraph 2
Additional specification suggpested to the above specifications:

Muclear facilities mentioned in paragraph 2 of Definitions which a;ab
under the safeguards of the International Atomic Energy Agency are covered by
the provision of this Treaty.

ilities mentioned in
1/ Views were expressed that nuclear facili .
paragragh 2 of Definitions shall be used for peaceful purposes and subject to
IAEA safeguards.

2/ Views were expressed that nuclear facilities stationed in

territo?ial waters and the exclusive economic zones should alsc be considered.

3/ Vviews were expressed that such nuclear facilities should not
belong to weapons systems.

E
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TV. REGISTER

Paragraph 1

The Depositary shall establish, on the basis of inltial communications
by States Parties, as set out in paragraph 2 below, a comprehensive Register
of nuclear facilities covered by this Ireaty, and shall maintain this Register

on the basis of subsequent communications on changes, as set out in paragraph
5 helow.

Certified copies of the Register shall be Eransmitted to each State
Party ... days after entry into force of the Treaty.

Certified copies of the Register in its entirety inecluding all
modifications shall be transmitted to each State Party at intervals of ... and
be available to States Parties at any time in the offices of the Dapositary.

Paragraph 2

States Parties requesting that nuclear facilities under their
jurisdiction be included in the Register shall for each such facility
communicate to the Depositary the following written information:

{a) Identification of the type of nuclear facility;

(b) Detalled specifications in accordance with Paragraph 1 of
Criteria of this Treaty;

(e) Details on the exact geographical location of the nuclear
facility.r

Paragraph 3 1/

Upon receipt of a request for an inclusion in the Register, the
Depoegitary shall without delay initlate procedures to confirm that the
information contained in the request is correct:

(a) Through, to the extent possible, documentation from the TAEA;
and/or

{b) Through other means, including a mission to the facility, when
necessary.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (a) above the
Depositary may, as it deems necessary, enter into agreement with the TAEA.

For the purpose of carrying out the procedures in paragraph 3 (b) above the
Depositary shall, with the co-operatlon of States Party to the Treaty, compile

—and maintain a list of qualified experts, whose services could be made

available to undertake such missions.

1/ A view was expressed that this provision calls for further
diseussion.
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Paragraph_ 4

First alternative

The Depositary shall includé the facility in the Register as well as

' is section, as soon as the
information required by paragraph 2 of th .
Egﬁoiga:ion given in the request has been confirmed sccording to paragraph 3
above, and shall immediately notify States Parties ko the Treaty of the

aforesaid inclusion.

Second alternative

; i ity in the Register as well as
The Depositary shall include the facili
the information required by paragraph 2 of this section and shall immediately

notify States Party to the Treaty of aferesaid inclusien.

Paragraph 5

i ithin ...days/months, of
A State Party shall inform the Depositary, w
any change in the information it had provided for inclusion in the Reﬁister.
Upon the receipt of such information, the Depositary shall act, mutat z s ot
mutandi, in accordance with the proceduras outlined in paragraphs 3 an o

this section.

Paragraph 6 1/

The costs for implementing these procedures shall be borne by the
requesting State.

V. VERIFICATION AND GOMPLIANCE

Paragraph 1

ig ! ible effort to
States Parties to this Treaty shall make every poss
consult one another and to co-operate in solving any problems whicthmay be
raised in relation to the objectives of, or in the application of the

provisions of, the Treaty.

Paragraph 2

i ith the Depositary in case it
A State Party may lodge a complaint w b
believes that any other State Party is in breach of oblig?tions derzvlng f;im
this Treaty. Such complaint shall include all relevant information and a

possible evidence supporting the validity of the complaint.

1/ There was general agreement that the modalitles as well as the
placema;t of this provision should be further discussed.

CDh/10%9
page 17

Paragraph 3

First alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
Depositary shall initiate an investigation to ascertaln facte relavant to the
complaint, Such an investigation may include a fact-finding mission to or at
the gsite of the nuclear facility concerned and to any other site as may be

appropriate. The fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the
Depositary within ... days,

Sacond alternative

Within ... days of the receipt of a complaint from any State Party the
Depositary shall initiate an investigation to ascertain faets ralevant to the
complaint. Sueh an investigation shall include a fact-finding mission to or
at the site of the nuclear facility concerned and to any other site ag may be

appropriate, The fact-finding mission shall submit its findings to the
Depositary within ... days.
Parapraph 4

For purposes of carrying out a fact-finding mission the Depositary
shall maintain a list of qualified experts, selected on as wide a geographical
basis as possible, whose gservices may be available to undertake such missions,

Paragraph S

States Parties undertake to co-operate in carrying out the
investigation which the Depositary may initiate on a complaint received from
any State Party. The Depositary shall inform the States Parties of the
results of the investigation. A copy of the report on the investigation

shall be transmitted also to the Security Council and the Genersal Assembly of
the United Nations.

Paragragh )

First alternative

The Depositary shall, upon.request of a State Party, convene the
Conference of $tates Parties to consider the report on the investigation as
well as possible courses of action.

Second alternative

The Depogitary shall immediately convene the Conference of States
Parties to consider the report on the investigation and to adopt such measures
as may be appropriate.
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Paragraph 7

First alternative

i

The continuing application of IAEA safeguards at a nuclear facility
will form an essential part of the arrangements to verify that the facility is
A pesceful nuclear facility within the meaning of the Treaty. 1/ 2/

Second_alternative

The determination that a faclility is and remains a peaceful nuclear
facility within the meaning of the Treaty shall be made by the application of
IAEA safepuards. 1/ 2/

Third alternative

The application of IAEA safeguards to a nuclear facility shall be of no
relevance to the verification of compliance with obligations assumed by States
Partias to this Tresaty.

VI. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS

Paragraph 1

A Stzate Party may mark its muclear facilities included in the Register
with Special Marking.

States Parties undertake to provide or suppor: assistance to any State
Party harmed as a result of the violation of the Treaty.

Paragraph 3
Provisions of this Treaty are without prejudice te the obligations of

State Parties undertaken in other international instruments relevant to the
subject of this Treaty.

Paragraph 4

The Secretary-Beneral shall be designated as Depositary of this Treaty.

1/ It was stated that the application of IAEA safeguards was
irrelevant to the cbjectives of this Treaty and that if anyway addressed, the
issue belotnged under the provisions for inc¢lusion in the Register.

2/ The view was expressed that the application of TAEA safeguards
could not verify that a nuclear facility was a peacaful one but rather that
nuclear material remained in peaceful use.

3/ A view was expressed that the obligation of States Parties to
provide agsistance was limited to the radiological damage caused by an attack.
4/ Views were expressed that Lhe assistance to be provided or

supported to any harmed State Party should not be limited to cases of
violations by States Parties, but should also cover harm infliected by attacks
from States not party to the Convention.

57 Views were expressed that thera should be no mandatory obligation
of States Parties to provide assistance.




non-nuclear-weapon States persisted and that the complex nature of the issues
involved continued to prevent agresment on a ‘common formula', The formal
debates and informal consultations demonstrated the readiness of delegations
to continue the search for a common approach on the substance of Negative

Security Assurances.

“§. Agalnst this background the Conference on Disarmament continued to
recognize the importance of the gquestion of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States mgainst the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons and felt that there was a need to take a fresh look at
this question, in light of recent transformations in the international
political climate and other positive developments in order to achieve forward
movement. in this extremely important area so as to enable the Ad Hoc Committee
to fulfil its mandate as soon ag possible.

"9, Accordingly there was agreement on the recommendation that the Ad Hoc
Committes should be re-established at the beginning of the 1993 sesgion,”

G. New Types of Weapong of Mass Destruction and New Syslems
of Such Weapons; Radicologlical Weapons

79, The ligt of documents presented to the Conference during its 1992 session
under the agenda item is contained in the report submitted by the Ad Hoc
Committee referred to in the following paragraph.

80. At its 629th plenary meeting on 6 August 1992, the Conference adopted the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee re-established by the Conference under the
agenda item at its 606th plenary meeting {see paragraph § above), That report
{CP/1159) is an integral part of this raport and reads as follows:

"I. INTRODUCTION

"], In accordance with the decision taken by the Conference on Digarmament at
Jite 606th plenary meeting held on 21 January 1992, as contained in document
€D/1122, the Ad Hoc Committee on Radiological Weapons was re-established, for
the duration of the 1982 session, with a view to reaching agreemeant on a
convention prohibiting the development, production, stockpliling and use of
radiolegicel weapons. The Conference further decided that the Ad Hoc
Committee would report to it on the progress of its work before the concluslon
of its 1992 session. :

*II., ORGANIZATION OF WORK AND DOCUMENTATION

"2, At ite 613th plenary meeting om 20 Pebruary 1992, the Conference on
Disarmoment appointed Ambassador Serguei Batsanov of the Russian Federation as
Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee., Mr. Michael Cassandra of the United Nations
Office for Disarmament Affairs served as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee.

"3, The Ad Hoc Committee held Ffour meetings from 17 March to 27 July 1992.
In addition, the Chairman held a number of informal congultations with
delegations,

m:;tii; ::c;;d:nce :iiggthe decizion of the Conference at its 603rd plenary

nyus 1, the Ad Hoc Committee was open L
a 0 B >
invited by the Conference to participate in its work.P e membﬂ? Srates

" . .

Giéerl? :ddit;on to various resolutions adopted by the United Nations

pon b:f ss?mbly on t?e subject at its previous sessions, the Ad Hoc Committee
ore i1t resolution 46/36 E adopted by the General Assembly at its

t e COIlfBISnCG cn

1] ] *
6. The following working papers were presented to the Ad Hoc Committee:

CD/RW/WP .94 dated 17 March 190902 entitled

L
- B
Timetable for the 1992 segsion’'? Fogremne of Work and Tentative

CD/RW/WP.94/3dd.1 dated 22 June 1
; 9 992 entitled 'T ;
remainder of the 1992 session'; ineteble for the

CD/RW/WP,95 dated 22 June 1992 antitled 'Report of Contact Group A';

CD/BH/WP,96 dated 27 July 1992 entitled 'Report of Contact Group B',

"IIT. WORK DURING THE 1992 SESSION

"? . L4
- AgtHigsciizgttmeeting on 17 March 1992, at the suggestion of the Chairman
ittee agreed that it continue the same m '
che M ¢ ethod of work adopted
s radiiiléi::§tw::;othaF C:Etact Group A continue to consider the prohigition
ns 1n the 'traditional’ sense and that Con
2 ’ tact Gro
zzg:;nueftu'c?ns1der issues relevant to the prohibition of attacks agaizgtB
ShOUIErb acilities,.®* It was also agreed that the work of the two groups
e pursued as recommended in the 199] report of the Ad Hoc Committee

# aw

" :
a:.caizdth: 5 ame m?eting, the Ad Hoc Committee appointed Mr, Joh» L. Ausman
a to coordinate the work of Contact Group B. At a subsequent meeting

on 23 March 1992, the Ad hoc Committee
P appointed Mr. Nehoj
Yugoslavia to coordinate the work of Contact Group A Jen Pinitrijevic of

1]
w:;k :he Ad H?c Cummitt?e held a general exchange of views, after which ies
Bstabl::hzgr;;ed outoprlncipally in the framework of the Contact Groups as
5 ove. n the basis of that work, the Coordi
Group A presented to the Ad Hoc Commi " 2 mesting o 23 geact
ittee, At its 3rd meetin 22
the report of the Contact Grou ton ontace "
p (CD/RW/WP.95). The Coordinator of
g;o:plB ﬁrasented the report of the Contact Group (CD/RW/WE.96) on contact
uly 1992, These two reports are reproduced in Annexes I and IT to the

LT ) ] ]
One delegation did not take part in the work on the prohibition of

attacks against nuclear facilitieg,




present report and reflect the current state of consideration of the issues
pefore the Ad Hoc Committes. It is understood that the contents of the
Aonexes are not binding on any delegation and are without prejudice to further
work. '

"IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATICNS

"10. The work conducted by the Ad Hoc Committee during its 1992 gession
contributed further to the clarification of different approaches which
continue to exist with regard to both the important sgubjects under
congideration. It is recommended that the Conference on Digarmament
re-establish the Ad Hoc Committee at the beginning of the 1993 seseion and
that it give guidance to the Ad Hoc Committee on reviewing the organization of
its work with the ailm of fulfilling its mandate.

"ANNEX I

"Report of Contact Group A

"1. In accordance with the decision taken by the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radiological Weapons at its first meeting on 17 March 1992, Contact Group A
was re-gstablished to continue consideration of the issues relevant to the
prohibition of radiclogical weapons.

"2, Contact Group A held four meetings from 23 March to 22 June 1992. 1In
additlon, the Coordinator held a number of informal consultations with
delegations.,

"3, According to the guidelines set out during the f£irst meeting of the

Ad Hoc Committee, Contact Croup A used as a basis for its substantive work the
Coordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to the
Conference on Digarmament im 1091 (CD/1099, Annex I, Attachment)}. The Contact
Gronp reviewed the draft articles for a convention on the prohibition of
radiological weapons contained therein. New language was added in the
footnote attached to the second altermative of beth 'Scops' and 'Definitions’.
Further, in the section 'Verification and Compliance'’ the bracketed language
in paragraph 3 was deleted, ar well aa the proposal in paragraph 2 of the
‘Annex'. In consequence, the footnote attached to paragraph 6 of 'Other Main
Elements' was alsco deleted,

4, The amended Coordinater's record is attached te the report and reflects
the current stage of the Contact Group's consideration of the guestion.

"5, The Coordinator's record is not binding upon any delegation and does not
preclude any delegation from introducing proposals to the text as a whole or
the elements thereof at a later stage. It ig recommended that it he appended
to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conference on Digarmament, as a basis
for future work.
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"Attachment
"DRAFT ABRTICLES FOR A CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITICON OF RADIOLOGICAL WEAPONS
"PREAMELE '

"The 25 E B35 »

ate arties on, hereinafter referred to as the
'Parties to the Convention',

*desiring to contribute to the realization of the purposes and principles
of the Charter of the IInited Nations,

"determingd to act with a view to achieving progress towarde general and
complete digarmament under strict and effective intermational control,
including the prohibition and elimination of all types of weapons of mass
destruction ag well as the development of new types of such weapons &
radiological weapons,

"hearing jim mind that the prohibition of radiological weapons is a step
in the process towards general and complete disarmament.,

“further bearing in mind longlasting effects of radioactive contamination

on living creatures as well as on the enviroument.,

"Have aqgreed as follows:
"T. SCOPE

“"Paragraph 1
"First alternative

"Each Party to the Coavention undertakes to prohibit radiological
weapons and hence never under any circumstances

“{a) to disseminate deliberately any radioactive material, including
radicactive waste, for the purpose of causing injury, death, damage or
destruction by means ‘of the radiation produced directly or indirectly by
the decay of such materlal; '

"{b} to develop, produce, stockpile, otherwise acquire, possese or
trangfer any device specifically desigmned for the dissemination of
radioactive material prohibited underx {a) of thls paragraph.

"Second alterpative
"[Each Party to the Convention undertakes not tc develop, produce,

stockpile, otherwise acquire, possess, transfer or use under any
circumstances Radiological Weapons as defined in Section IX.] 1/

"1/ Views ware expressed that the second alternative of paragraph 1
of 'Scope’, combined with the second slternative of 'Definitions' needed
further study by all delegations te see whethex thig or modified language
would provide a definition of a radiological weapon which would allow for
the deletion of the first alternative and possibly for the deletfion of
paragraphs 1 and 2 of 'Other Main Blements®,

T T




"Paragraph 2

"Each Party to the Convention undertakee to take any measures it
considers necegsary in accordance with its constitutional procedures and its
international obligations anywhere under ite jurisdiction and control to

"(a) prohibit and prevent any activity which would c¢onstitute a violaticn
of the obligations undertaken by the Parties to the Convention:

*(b) prohibit the diversion and prevent the loss of radicactive material
which could be used for purposes prohibited by this Convention.

"Paragraph 3

"Each Party to the Ceoavention undertakes not to assist, encourage or
induce anyone to engage in activities prohibited by the provisicns of this
Convention.

"[II. DEFINITIONS]
"First alternative

"(For the purposes of this Convention the term 'radiclogical weapon'
ma2ans: )

"{i} any device specifically designed for the dissemination of
radioactive material to cause [as its primary effect]) injury, death,
damage or destruction by means of the decay of such material,

"(ii) any radioactive material gpecifically designed and prepared for
employment, by its dissemination, to cauwse injury, death, damage or
destruction by the decay of such material,

"(1ii) any other radicactive material if used for employment by its
dissemination to cause injury., death, damage or destruction by the
decay of such material.]

"gecond alternative

"[For the purpose of the Convention, the term 'radiclogical weapon' means
any device containing radioactive material or wagte as its principal harmful
element and specifically designed or used to cause injury, death, environmental
damage, or destruction through the direct or indirect effects of lonizing
radiation, without involving the criticel egsembly of any figsile material.] 1/

"1/ Views were expressed that the second alternative of paragraph 1
of 'Scope’, combined with the second alternative of 'Definitions' needed
further study by all delegatione to see whether this or modified language
would provide m fdefinition of a radiological weapon which would allow for
the deletiom of the first alternative and possibly for the deletion of
paragraphs I and 2 of 'Other Main Elements',

-78~

"III. PEACEFUL USES
"Paragraph 1

"Nothing in this Convention should be interpreted as affecting in any way

"{a} the full exercise of the inalienahbla rights of all Parties to the
Convention, without discrimination, to develop, acquire and use nuclear
technology, eguipment and materials for the peaceful use of nuclear energy and
all peaceful applications of their nuclear programmes for economic and social
development in accordance with their national priorities, needs and interests,
bearing in mind the need to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in
all lts forms. International cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy should be conducted under agreed and appropriate international
safeguards applied on a non-disceriminatory basis:

"(b) the undertakings of Parties to the Convention to contribute to the
fullest possible extent to international cocperation and assistance to ensure
the development and effective implementation ¢f adequate measures of
protection for all States against the harmful effects of radiation,

"Paragraph 2

"Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as requiring or
permitting a Party to the Coanvention to take measures which could affect the
programmes Of other 3tates for peaceful uses of nuclear energy or technology
for their economic or gocial development.,

"IV¥. OTHER MAIN ELEMENTS
"Pearagraph 1

“The provisions of this Convention shall not apply to nuclear explosive
devices or to radicactive material produced by them. 1/ '

"Paragraph 2

“"Nothing in this Convention shall be ianterpreted as in any way
legitimizing the development and the use of nuclear weapons or detracting from
the obligations of States to refrain from the use or threat of use of guch
weapons. 1/, Z/

“"Paragraph 3

"Parties to the Convention undertake to pursue urgently negotiations for

the cessation of the nuclear arms race, the conclusion of effective measures

to prevent the use or threat of usze of nuclear weapong and the achievement of
nuglear Aisarmament. 2/, 3/

"l/ Objections were raised against the need for this paragraph.

"4/ A view wes expreesed that this subject might be better dealt with in
the preambular part. :

"3/ Some delegations were of the view that such an undertaking wae
outside the purview of this Convention.
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"Paragraph 4

"Nothing im this Convention shall be interpreted as in any way 1im1t1ng
or detracting from rules of international law, including

“{a) the Charter of the United Nations;
"{b) law applicable to armed conflicts;

"({¢) obligations essumed by Parties to the Convention under other
international agreemente.

"Paxagraph b

"Ten years after entry into force of the Convention, or earlier if
requested by a simple majority of States Partiee, a Confarence of States
Parties to the Convention shall be held at Ceneva, Switzerland. The
Conference shall review the operation of the Comvention with a view to
assuring that the purposes of the preamble and the provigions cf the
Convention were being realized. Such review shall take into account any
relevant techunological developments.

“At intervals of not less than five years thereafter, a simple majority
of the States Parties to the Convention may obtain by submitting a proposal to
this effect to the Depositary, the convening of a Conference with the same
objectivesn,

"If no Conference has been convened pursuant to paragraph 2 of this
Article within 10 years following the conclusion of a previous Conference, the
Depositary shall solicit the views of all States Parties to this Conventlon,
concerning the convening of such a Conference. If one third of the EFtates
Parties respond affirmatively, the Dapositary shall take immediate steps to
convene the Counference.

"Paragraph 6

“Each State Party to the Conmvention undertakes as lt considers
appropriate to provide or support technical and humanitarian assistance in
accordance with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, to any
State Party which so requests, harmed as a result of a violation of the
Convention by another State Party or as a result of the use of radiological

weaponz by a State not party to tha Convention.

"Por purposes of assistance, the services of appropriate international
organizations may also be utilized.

"Paragragh. .7
"any State Party to this Convention may propose amendments to the

Convention. The text of any proposed amendment shall be submitted to the
Depesitary, who shall promptly circulate it to all States Parties.

g0~
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"An amendment shall enter into force for all States Parties to this
Convention which have accepted it, upon the deposit with the Depositary of
instruments of acceptance by a majority of States Parties. Thereafter it
shall enter into force for any remaining State Party on the date of deposit of
its instrument of acceptance,

"Earagraph 8

"The Secretary-General of the United Naticns shall be the Depositary of
thig Convention,

"V¥. VERIFICATION AND COMPLIANCE

"Paragraph 1

"Parties to the Conventlon shall exchenge to the fullest possible extent,
bilaterally or multilaterally, information necessary to provide assurance of
fulfilment of their chligatliomns under the Convention.

"Paragrsph 2

"Partiep to the Convention undertake to consult one another and to
cooperate in solving amy problems which may be raised in relation to the
objectives of, or in the application of, the provisions of the Convention.

"Consultation and cooperation pursuant to this paragraph may also he
undertaken through appropriate intermational procedures within the framework
of the United Nations and in accordance with its Charter. These international
procedures may include the services of appropriate international organizations,
as well as of a Committee of Experts. For these purposes the Depositary
shall, within one month of the receipt of a request from any State Party to
the Convention, convene a Committee of Experts. '

"Paragraph 3

“Each Party to the Convention which has reasons to believe that any other
Party to the Convention is acting in breach of the obligations deriving from
the provisions of the Convention may lodge a complaint with the Depositary.
Such a complaint shall include all relevant information as well as all
possible evidence supporting lts validity. In order to evaluate such
information. the Deposgitary may convene the Committee of Expertis,

"The Depositary, assisted by the Committee of Experts., shall conduct an
investigation of the alleged facts, whenever the evaluation of the 1nformation‘
provided to him inditates that such an Ilnvestigation is warranted.

"The Committee shall transmit to the Depositary a sumnary of its findings
of fact, incorporating sll views and information presented te the Committee -
during its proceedings. The Depogitary shall distribute the summary to all
Parties to the Convention and to the Security Council and shall indicate his
conclusions and suggestions for possible actlon. In case of urgency, the
Dapositary may regquest the Committee to submit its report within 10 days.
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"Paragraph 4

"Each Party to the Conventlon undertakes to cooperate to the fullest
possible extent with the Committee of Experts, in accordance with the
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.

"Paragraph S

*The functions and rules of procedure of the Committee of Experts
mentioned in the above paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 are set out in the Annex, which
constitutes an integral part of the Convention,

"Raragraph 6

"The provisions of paragraph 3 of this section shall not be interpreted
as affecting the righte and duties of Parties under the Charter of the
United Nations, including bringing to the attention of the Security Council
concerns about complisnce with this Convention,

"ANNEZ

"1, The Committee of Experts shall undertake to make appropriate findings of
fact and provide expert views relevant to any problem raised pursuant to the
Convention by the Party requesting the convening of the Committee. It may be
requested by the Depesitary to carry out investigations in case of complaints
lodged by a Party to the Convention.

"2, The wark of the Committes of Experts shall be organized in such a way as
to permit it to perform the functions set forth in paragraph 1 of the Annex.
Iin the process of such investigations, including fact-finding, every effort
should be made to apply appropriate methods and proceduvres which are
non-dis¢riminatory and which de not unduly interfere with the internal affairs
of other States or jeopardize their economic and social development.

"3, The Depositary shall:
- compile and maintain a list of gqualified experts whose services may be
available for the work of the Committee of Experts in accordance with

paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Annex;

-~ base the list of qualified experts on propesals which had been made to
bim by Parties to the Convention;

- appoint members of the Committee of Experts E£rom such a list with due
regard to ensuring appropriate geographical balance and to the
character of the gquestion involved,

"4, The Depositary or his representative shall serve as the Chairman of the
Committes.

"5, FEach expert may be assisted at meetings by one or more advisers.
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"6. Each expert shall have the right, through the Chairman, to request from

States, and from international organizations, such information and assistance

a8 the expert considers desirable for the accomplishment of the Committee's
work, Each Party undertakes not to use deliberate concealment measures which
impede verification of compliance with the Convention.

“ANNEX II

"Report of Contagt Group B

"l, In accordance with the dacision takem by the Ad Hoc Committee on
Radlological Weapons at its lst meeting on 17 March 1992, Contact Group B was
re-established to continue consideration of the issues relevant to the
prohibition of attacks against nuclear facilities.

"2. Contact Group B held five meetings from 23 March to 27 July 1992. 1In
addition, the Coordinator held private consultations with some delegations.

"3, According to guidelines set out during the lst meeting of the Ad Hoc
Committee, Contact Group B used as a basis for its substantive work the
Coordinator's record as contained in the Report of the Ad Hoc Committee to the
Conference on Digarmament in 1991 {(CD/1099, Annex II, Attachment). The

Centact Growp focused on the most basic elements of its work, that related to

the scope of an agreement, and reviewed one by one the three existing
alternatives. Two new altarnatives were circulated as informal documsents but
wera withdrawn as neither attracted wide support. A modification hag bheen
made under the 'Criteria‘’ section, with the deletion of *'{1018]' in
paragraph 1 (iii), (iv) and (v)}.

"4, The amended Coordinator's record is attached to the report and reflscts
the current stage of the Contact CGroup's consideration of the guestion.

"%, The Coordinator's record is not binding upon any delegation and ite main
purpose is to facilitate fyture conslderation. It is recommended that it be
appended to the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the Conference on Disarmament, as
a basis for future work. :
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GERMANY ,r

Discussion Paper

Radiological Weapons

L =

The agenda for the 2002 session of the CD contains under item 5 the issue of radiological "

weapons. No Ad Hoc Committee has been established on this topic since 1993, s

Against the backdrop of an overall changed security situation, the new threats of terrorism b

and in particular the fact that a “dirty bomb” could be a terrorists’ weapon of choice it is '

suggested to explore whether the issue of radiological weapons should again be actively

considered by the Conference on Disarmament. K

The exploration should be undertaken on the basis of the following understanding: o

- The discussion should establish whether a ban on radiclogical weapons should be 3
pursued; a mere continuation of the work that was conducted by the CD until 1992
should not be the goal of the exercise.

- Any approach considered for radiological weapons should strengthen and not detract
from or duplicate initiatives and efforts undertaken by the IAEA, States and relevant
regulatory bodies aimed at reducing the threat of nuciear theft and sabotage.

- The consideration of the issue of radiological weapons should be conducted
independently from the other issues which the CD has primarily focused on over the
last months and years; i.e. it should not be construed as detracting from the need to
overcome the present stalemate in the CD and start substantive work on these other
issues.

IL
For a long time radiological weapons have been considered a secondary issue, as no such
weapons have existed and as, during the discussion of the subject, a number of problems
have arisen with regard to definitions, scope and verifiability of a treaty {originally
suggested in a joint working paper submitted to the CD by the US and the USSR in 1979)
on banning the development, production, stockpiling and use of radiological weapons.
Revisiting the issue today we have to proceed from the following:
There is now an acute awareness of the risks that a “dirty bomb” could be used in particular

[ 4

7" "by non-Siale actors. In the face of inadequate controls of the world’s radioactive sources
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there is now a special focus on protecting nuclear material against terrorism or theft. The
IAEA is serving as a catalyst for these efforts by inter alia providing assistance to States,
establishing recommendations for minimum levels of security and providing the forum for
amending the Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material of 1980 with a ;
view to extending its coverage, Still there is no treaty requiring countries using radioactive t
material usable for radiological weapons to protect it from being stolen. As the Director- '
General of JAEA Mohamed ElBaradei put it: “Bringing the global inventory of radioactive i
material under proper controls will require a sustained and concerted effort”. o

HI.
Exploring the issue of radiological weapons the following aspects could be addressed: 3"

. Should radiological weapons be banned? Could such a ban, which would create a new
international norm, contribute to addressing the new security threats that we are facing?

*  Could such 2 ban further legitimize and give an impetus to international efforts aimed st
providing for more effective proteciion and control of radioactive materials?

»  Could an agreement or treaty help enhance intemational cooperation on the protection of E
radioactive materials by e.g. providing for a provision to that effect?

*  Could such an agreement or treaty also help prevent non-State actors from gaining access s
to relevant radioactive material/acquiring radiological weapons? (cf, the CWC contains a i
specific provision which establishes a common minimum standard of national
implementation and inter alia requires the enactment of penal legislation relating to any
prohibited activity undertaken anywhere on the territory of each State party or in any other
place under the jurisdiction of contro! of that party.)

¢  Isitpossible to arrive at an agreed definition of radiological weapons? (A clear distinction
would have to be drawn between nuclear and radiological weapons. Radiological weapons -
might be conceived as weapons containing radioactive material, but not using that material H
to produce a nuclear explosion, as is the case with a nuclear weapon, To illustrate the
point: dirty bombs would be constructed of conventional explosives and radioactive
material, the detonation of which would result in the dispersion of the radioactive material
contained in the bomb.) .

o Should a treaty or agreement on radiological weapons contain verification provisions? 1 §
Would a consultation and cooperation mechanism make sense? (cf. recent proposal by '
Senator Richard Lugar to create an international verification body holding all the States that
possess WMD or programmes that support them accountable. Under the rules he proposes

for that body, the relevant nations would be required to secure weapons and materials from
theft or proliferation.)




