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A little more than two years have elapsed since the inter-
national Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) prohibit-
ing the development, production, stockpiling and use of
chemical weapons was opened for signature at an impress-
ive ministerial-level conference in Paris.  Thus began an
important new phase in the international effort to eliminate
the risk of chemical warfare which has haunted the world
throughout this century.  It seems appropriate today to
glance at what has been achieved during these past two
years, and to give some thought to the problems that are still
at hand.

The last two years have proved an extremely interesting
period, rich with problems and activities, covering a much
wider range of issues than the Geneva negotiations had to
tackle.  While they have seen a continuation of negotiations
and even of the reopening of some of the problems dis-
cussed earlier in Geneva, a parallel period of intense build-
ing of the new international organization has begun.
Associated tasks include designing plans to ensure that the
OPCW will be able to begin monitoring the implementation
of the Convention immediately upon the CWC’s entry into
force; fine tuning, together with the Host Country (the
Netherlands) a whole set of legal and financial conditions
necessary to its existence in The Hague; and the selection of
a location and the design of a building for the future head-
quarters site.  On the national level, in countries which have
signed the Convention, this same two-year period saw the
emergence of new players in decision-making on chemical
weapons issues, as the focus of activities moved away,
somewhat, from foreign ministries, and on to other agencies
such as industrial ministries, which are more concerned
with the internal implementation of the treaty.  Of course,
national parliaments will typically have the last word on rat-
ification of the Convention, and thus on its entry into force.
Despite quite a few moments of frustration, it would be fair
in my view to state that, on balance, the efforts have proved
successful so far.

Political Arithmetic
The number of states which have signed the CWC has

reached 159 — an overwhelming majority of present-day
states.  There are only three important areas in the world
which are still not covered by this ‘signature network’: part
of the Middle East, part of the former Yugoslavia, and the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.  Another
‘abstainee’ is Uzbekistan — the only former Soviet Repub-
lic that is not a CWC signatory.  The remaining non-signa-
tories are, by and large, small island countries with no
chemical industry, and these present very little or no CW
proliferation risk.

In the meantime, the number of completed ratifications
of the Convention has reached 27, which is more than
one-third of the 65 that are required for the treaty’s entry
into force.  Even more encouraging is the present rate of
ratifications: approximately one per week, which is a
noticeable improvement over the first year and a half
following the Paris conference.  In fact, neither overly
optimistic nor overly alarmist projections have
materialized, and thus one can say that the process of
ratification is proceeding normally.

Of particular importance is the first ratification by a per-
manent member of the UN Security Council — namely
France, whose instrument of ratification was deposited in
March 1995.  The present trend in ratifications, and the
progress made by several other countries in preparing for
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ratification, allows the suggestion that by early summer as
many as 40 instruments of ratification could be deposited
with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, who is
the Convention’s depositary.  However, the final result is
far from guaranteed.  Two very important ratifications are
still those of the United States and of Russia, the two largest
possessors of chemical weapons. There is no doubt that if
both major possessors ratify this year, the target number re-
quired for entry into force of the Convention would be
achieved without much further delay, and we would be able
to speak quite confidently about the entry into force of the
Convention some time in mid-1996.  In the opposite case,
however, given parliamentary elections in Russia in De-
cember 1995, and presidential elections in both countries in
1996, the situation might become much more problematic
and serious.

Concerns are sometimes expressed over the possibility
that 65 ratifications could occur without the Russian and
American ratifications in place, and that the Convention
would enter into force ‘by default’.  In that case, the major
contributors to the OPCW budget would become the lead-
ing industrial nations, financing nothing more than inspec-
tions of their own chemical industry — hardly an attractive
option.  This scenario, however, does not appear to be polit-
ically credible.  It is more probable that when the number of
ratifications approaches 50 to 55, states parties would be-
come much more cautious in depositing their instruments of
ratification, even if they have completed all the necessary
domestic procedures to do so.  The danger, however, would
be in the possibility of a significant delay in the entry into
force of the Convention, which, in turn, would affect nega-
tively preparations at the international level by delaying the
work on remaining issues in the Preparatory Commission
and, in the worst-case scenario, depriving the entire process
of political steam.  What might make things even worse,
under such a scenario, would be the possible decrease of po-
litical attention to the CWC, as other issues like NPT exten-
sion, the comprehensive test ban treaty, and land mines
seem to be on the top of the arms control agenda for many
governments, not to mention such non-arms control prob-
lems as the crisis in the former Yugoslavia, peacekeeping,
debates on the expansion of NATO, and other similar is-
sues.  It would be naive to suggest that chemical disar-
mament is a problem more vital than most of those
mentioned above.  The concern expressed here, however, is
that the CWC must not be forgotten in today’s jungle of
post-cold war international problems.

In the meantime, the actual work of the Preparatory
Commission is also a source of satisfaction mixed with
some degree of concern.  Quite a lot has been achieved in
practically all areas of its work.

Building the OPCW
The Preparatory Commission, which is both predecessor

and ‘parent’ of the OPCW, is up and running.  It has ac-
quired its own face and shape, and its proper working meth-
ods.  The Provisional Technical Secretariat (PTS) now
employs about 120 people coming from more than 40 coun-
tries; its staff is of the highest calibre.  The Commission, as

a new, independent international organization, is beginning
to receive recognition in the international community, al-
though more could have been achieved, especially in the
area of providing a more formal basis for its relationship
with the United Nations.

Designs for the OPCW itself are also taking shape.  It
has already been decided that the Technical Secretariat, at
entry into force, will be about 400 people strong, with more
than half of that number working in the Verification Divi-
sion, many as inspectors.  Within approximately six months
of its establishment, this figure would increase by a further
70.  While the structure of the OPCW Technical Secretariat,
especially that of its top echelon, has not yet been decided,
it is rather evident that the main functional elements of the
present Provisional Technical Secretariat would be re-
tained.  Preliminary estimates for the OPCW’s first year
budget have also been made: they are somewhat below
$100 million, which is a significantly lower figure than ear-
lier projections.

These figures, however, for a number of reasons, cannot
be considered final.  The required number of inspectors —
the main ‘building block’ in the calculations — was pro-
duced on the basis of several assumptions, rather than on
concrete knowledge about how many facilities need to be
inspected.  This ‘best estimate’ was necessitated by the fail-
ure of a number of governments to respond to repeated ap-
peals by the Executive Secretary of the Commission to
Member States to communicate to him the approximate
number of facilities in their countries that would be subject
to inspections under the Convention. Significantly, though,
it appears that the main reason for this failure to respond has
not been the lack of good will but the practical difficulties
many countries are facing in collecting necessary data from
their industry.

There are several other factors contributing to uncer-
tainty.  For example, there is the lack of agreement on cri-
teria for establishing the usability of old chemical weapons,
produced between 1925 and 1946, which, if not overcome,
might result in an additional need for inspectors to inspect
these weapons and their destruction.  And there remains the
unclear fate of the 1990 US–Russian agreement on destruc-
tion and non-production of chemical weapons which is an
essential part of the planning for the future organization.
Entry into force of the Convention without this bilateral
agreement between Russia and the United States also enter-
ing into force would mean increased verification activities
by the OPCW and, hence, more inspectors.

An important body of work has been accomplished in
relation to the training of inspectors: a three-phase (module)
training scheme has been approved by the Commission, and
the screening of about 1,500 inspector applicants is well
under way.  The Secretariat is actively engaged in discus-
sions with states that have offered their facilities for inspec-
tor training, for the purpose of establishing which of these
sites best conforms with the established criteria and with the
actual needs of the Commission.
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After some initial complications and misunderstandings,
encouraging progress has been made in the last several
months on financial arrangements for the construction of
the future headquarters building for the OPCW.  Its location
in one of the best parts of The Hague has been determined,
as well as its design, as proposed by the Boston architec-
tural firm of Kallmann McKinnell & Wood.  The new
building is expected to be ready in mid-1997, which might
very well mean that the Preparatory Commission will have
to look for alternative, temporary, OPCW accommodation
in the interim.  This will be especially difficult if the treaty
enters into force in mid- or late 1996, as it will entail two
moves during the organization’s first year, a period likely to
be crucial to the organization’s development.

Additionally, quite recently the location for the OPCW
laboratory has been identified, and a lease signed, which al-
lows practical work to begin on the adjusting of the existing
laboratory building to the OPCW’s needs and requirements.
The same facility will house the OPCW’s equipment store;
this is fortunate, as the process of procuring the inspection
equipment is now beginning.

It is worth mentioning as well the Headquarters Agree-
ment with the Host Country that the Preparatory Commis-
sion has concluded.  This Agreement provides a set of
immunities and diplomatic privileges for the Commission
and for the Secretariat.  Practical questions that continue to
arise in the process of implementing the Agreement can
help shape the Commission’s approach to the OPCW Head-
quarters Agreement, which has still to be developed.

This leads to a discussion of another interesting
‘construction’ process in progress: that of the OPCW’s dip-
lomatic community. The decision to house the Organisation
and its Preparatory Commission in The Hague meant,
among other things, the need for many governments to en-
trust their embassies in The Netherlands with tasks which
they had not performed before.  In some cases, that led to
new personnel appointments, and some other ‘bilateral’
diplomats had to assume new burdens associated with tasks
relating to hectic and intriguing multilateral diplomacy.
One way or another, today one can already speak about the
emergence of a new family of people in The Hague, which
is very helpful indeed.  The Hague is not the only major in-
ternational city affected by the arrival of the PTS/OPCW in
the Netherlands.  Out of 159 states members of the Com-
mission, about 50, typically developing countries, have en-
trusted their embassies in Brussels with the responsibility to
liaise with the Preparatory Commission — for the simple
reason that they have no diplomatic personnel in the Neth-
erlands.  The reality of approximately one-third of the
member states’ diplomatic personnel being situated in
Brussels, has created new responsibilities for the Secretar-
iat.  It must maintain communications with those embas-
sies, which normally have very little staff, and are already
overtaxed with matters specific to Belgium, to contacts with
NATO, the Western European Union (WEU), and the Eu-
ropean Union.  These last mentioned international organi-
zations, located in Brussels, often deal with matters which
seem much more important for developing countries than

following some complicated technical debate in an expert
group, on, say data systems.  But now the situation is im-
proving there as well.

Perhaps the most important problem now facing the Pre-
paratory Commission in the area of organization building is
to define ground rules for the staff regulations of the future
Technical Secretariat.  No clear agreement in this area has
so far emerged.  Should they be based on principles quite
different from the ones on which the UN system is based?
And would this solution, by itself, ensure the prevention of
the UN-type red tape; of bureaucracy; and of the instinct to
avoid taking and assuming responsibility for decisions?  Or,
rather than reinvent the bicycle, the OPCW could simply
take the UN system as a basis, perhaps with some modifica-
tion and simplification.  The lack of answers to these ques-
tions has begun to seriously affect other preparatory
activities, such as the recruitment of inspector trainees,
since the Preparatory Commission is not yet in a position to
define their terms of employment with the OPCW, the fi-
nancial package, benefits, contract duration, etc.  Such un-
answered questions may be among the important reasons
for the insufficient number of applications received from
qualified candidates so far for those jobs in which a chemi-
cal industry background is essential.

Verification Procedures and Other Issues
Here, as well, achievements co-exist with problems.  A

number of tasks have been accomplished, like those relating
to declarations and inspection report formats, the composi-
tion of inspection teams, categories and characteristics of
inspection equipment, several sections of the Declaration
Handbook, and so forth.  Significant progress has also been
made in developing procedures designed to protect confi-
dential business and national security information — an
issue of great concern to the chemical industry and many
governments.  And, after months of frustrating and unpro-
ductive debates, the Commission seems to be close to
agreement on the basic security concept for the OPCW in-
formation management (computer) system, which would
comprise three echelons.  The inner circle would be highly
protected as it would contain confidential verification-re-
lated data.  Access to this circle of data would be very lim-
ited and strictly controlled.  The next circle of security, with
a lower degree of protection, would contain administrative,
personnel, and other restricted information of lower sensi-
tivity.  This circle would be linked to the one just mentioned
through a special gateway whose function, essentially,
would be to ensure that information flow is possible only
one way, i.e. from the second to the first circle and not vice
versa.  There may also be a third circle of security, with lit-
tle or no connection to the others, which would be open to
authorized users outside the organization.

Remaining problems to be resolved range from purely
technical questions to more fundamental political problems.
The latter, the political problems, now begin more and more
to slow down the work of the Preparatory Commission.

One source of political disagreement seems to be the
tendency to restrict as much as possible the intrusiveness of
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OPCW operations, particularly in the area of inspections
and the use of inspection equipment. There is little, or,
rather, no ground to suspect that the intention is to circum-
vent the Convention.  The reason, rather, is the perceived
need for more protection against disclosure of information
unrelated to the CWC — for instance, confidential business
information, and information related to national security.
But there is an  inherent risk of weakening the effectiveness
of verification — an option that obviously many countries
would not be enthusiastic about.  For example, largely as a
result of this debate, the Expert Group on Challenge Inspec-
tions has not been able to make any progress in the last sev-
eral months.

Another serious source of slowdown is the continued
disagreement between Russia and the United States, both on
several subjects discussed in the Commission, and on other
bilateral CW disarmament matters.  These issues include
detailed procedures for the conversion of chemical weapons
production facilities (CWPFs) for peaceful purposes, and
the  related issues of interpretation of the definition of a
CWPF, inspection costs under Article V and under the Bi-
lateral Destruction Agreement (BDA), accuracy of data ex-
changed under the second phase of the Wyoming
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) and, finally,
coöperation in destruction of chemical weapons.  The lack
of solution to these issues also negatively affects the ratifi-
cation process in both countries.

Russia and the Destruction of Chemical Weapons
In fact, the biggest single problem in the implementation

of the CWC is the question of destruction of chemical
weapons in Russia.  Many concerns have been expressed
about Russia’s ability to comply with the Convention’s re-
quirements on CW destruction — and not without reason.
All efforts in the USSR, and later in Russia, to set up a CW
demilitarization programme and to proceed to the construc-
tion of destruction facilities ran into all kinds of difficulties.
Until recently, there was not one single site agreed upon for
such facilities.  The situation today looks somewhat
brighter.  The first location — Gorny (Saratov region) has
been finalized in a presidential decree; the second one —
Kambarka (Udmurtia) is about to be finalized through a
similar decree.  There are indications that the entire demili-
tarization programme might soon be finalised and submit-
ted to parliament.  The biggest issue is still money.  While
there are no precise figures available, it can be understood
that the Russian officials in charge of CW demilitarization
hope that at least 15 per cent of all financing should come
from external sources and, preferably, at the ‘front end’ of
the programme of implementation.

International efforts are under way to provide some as-
sistance to Russia. Contrary to some existing mispercep-
tions, the US is not acting alone in this regard.  Germany
and Sweden are also providing help, and there is hope that
other states will also contribute.  It appears still that the
whole issue of international coöperation with Russia in this
area requires further, careful consideration on both sides in
order to ensure its eventual effectiveness.  Such consider-
ation should, by necessity, be conducted at a political, rather

than at a technical, level  so that interests and concerns of all
parties can be brought together.  The same can be said about
other problems that, so far, have complicated the US–Rus-
sian relationship in the field of chemical weapons.

Short Conclusion
This article has attempted to present as comprehensive

account of the present status of the Chemical Weapons
Convention as can be permitted by its brevity.  On balance,
one can say that the CWC is not doing badly so far.  On the
other hand, over the last couple of years of predominantly
expert-level work, a number of issues have accumulated
that require a much higher level of attention if the CWC is
to succeed soon.  It is to be hoped that after the NPT review
and extension conference, the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion will return to the prominent place on the international
agenda which it deserves.

Deposited CWC Ratifications
as of 10 March 1995

Fiji — 20 January 1993
Mauritius — 9 February 1993
Seychelles — 7 April 1993
Sweden — 17 June 1993
Norway — 7 April 1994
Australia — 6 May 1994
Albania — 11 May 1994
Maldives — 31 May 1994

Cook Islands — 15 July 1994
Spain — 3 August 1994

Bulgaria — 10 August 1994
Germany — 12 August 1994
Sri Lanka — 19 August 1994
Mexico — 29 August 1994

Turkmenistan — 29 September 1994
Uruguay — 6 October 1994

Paraguay — 1 December 1994
Lesotho — 7 December 1994
Greece — 22 December 1994
Tajikistan — 11 January 1995
Mongolia — 17 January 1995
Armenia — 27 January 1995
Finland — 7 February 1995
Oman — 8 February 1995

Romania — 15 February 1995
France — 2 March 1995

Switzerland — 10 March 1995
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Status of US Ratification Process

On 23 November 1993, President Clinton submit-
ted the Chemical Weapons Convention to the US
Senate for its advice and consent to ratification, which
requires a two-thirds majority vote. In his letter of
submittal, the President noted that the CWC is “A
central element” of his Administration’s non-
proliferation policy and that it will “significantly
enhance our national security and contribute to greater
global security”.

Action in the Senate
During the summer and fall of 1994, three commit-

tees of the US Senate — Foreign Relations, Armed
Services, and Intelligence — held hearings on the
CWC. Several senior Administration officials testi-
fied in support of the treaty, including Secretary of
State Warren Christopher, ACDA Director John
Holum, Deputy Secretary of Defense John Deutch,
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of John Shalikashvili,
and CIA Director James Woolsey.

Since the CWC did not come to a floor vote during
the 103rd Congress, which adjourned last fall, the
Clinton Administration is currently seeking to secure
the advice and consent to ratification by the new Sen-
ate. Both houses of Congress will also need to pass, by
simple majorities, implementing legislation making
the provisions of the CWC binding on US citizens and
businesses. As soon as the US ratifies, we expect that
the remaining number of ratifications needed to reach
the threshold of 65 will accumulate rapidly, perhaps in
as little as 90 days. Thus, entry into force of the CWC
by early 1996 appears well within reach.

Domestic Implementation
In parallel with the CWC ratification process last

year, the Clinton Administration submitted to Con-
gress proposed implementing legislation needed to
make the treaty binding on US citizens and busi-
nesses. This bill imposed penalties under domestic
law for violations of the CWC, establishes a US Na-
tional Authority to oversee domestic implementation
and serve as liaison to the international CWC organi-
zation in The Hague, and ensures that on-site inspec-
tions will respect Constitutional rights such as the
Fourth Amendment bar against unreasonable searches
and seizures. The Administration plans to reintroduce
implementing legislation to the new Congress in the
near future.

Pursuant to the implementing legislation, the De-
partment of Commerce will promulgate regulations,
which will be made available for comment before
being finalized. The President will also issue an

Executive Order assigning responsibilities for CWC
implementation within the executive branch. For
example, the Department of Defense will be respon-
sible for declaring and hosting inspections of chemical
weapons production, storage, and destruction
facilities, while the Department of Commerce will
oversee CWC implementation and compliance by US
industry.

Policy decisions related to CWC implementation
will be made by an interagency working group. In ad-
dition, an Office of National Authority (ONA), pro-
posed to be established within the Arms Control and
Disarmament Agency (ACDA), will provide logisti-
cal and administrative support to CWC implementa-
tion activities, compile national declarations for
submission to the international organizations in The
Hague, and serve as US liaison with the Organization
and with other member states.

Industry Outreach
The US Government has also sought to identify all

US chemical and allied companies that will be af-
fected by the CWC. The latest estimate is that approx-
imately 1,500 companies, with plants located at up to
3,000 sites, will have reporting requirements; a small
fraction of these sites will be required to host inspec-
tions. Because of the extensive involvement of US in-
dustry in CWC implementation, the US Government
has sought to engage industry representatives at every
stage of the negotiating process.

During the Geneva talks, officials from the Chem-
ical Manufacturers Association (CMA) and other in-
dustry representatives met regularly with the US
delegation to discuss their concerns.  The US Govern-
ment is continuing to consult with industry as we pre-
pare for CWC implementation, and industry
representatives have been given the opportunity to
comment on drafts of the implementing legislation
and the draft reporting forms. ACDA and the Com-
merce Department are also engaged in an intensive in-
dustry outreach effort that includes publications, plans
for telephone and computer hot-lines, and an annual
series of CWC seminars for industry held in several
cities around the country. Industry outreach efforts are
expected to intensify after US ratification of the
CWC.

Contributed by Donald A. Mahley, Deputy Assistant
Director for Multilateral Affairs, United States Arms
Control and Disarmament Agency
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Progress in The Hague Quarterly Review no 9

Building the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons

In the absence of a Plenary Session to report on in the
present edition of Progress in The Hague, this column will
instead present a brief overview of the present status of the
Chemical Weapons Convention and of the future OPCW.

Importantly, ratifications are going well.  Previous pro-
jections that there would be some 40 ratifications by early
summer appear likely to be borne out.  The 27 ratifying
states include Australia, France, Germany, Mexico and
Switzerland.  New ratifications are arriving at the rate of ap-
proximately one a week.  The parliament of Belarus has
voted to ratify the Convention, and Belarus is expected to
deposit its instrument of ratification shortly.  A number of
other important states are thought likely to ratify in the next
few months.  The 65th ratification then could be expected
before the end of 1995, triggering entry into force in mid-
1996.  This assumes that the United States and Russia ratify
before the end of 1995.  The consequences of further delay
on their part are discussed further below.  The delays in the
ratifications of other states can be attributed in part to wait-
ing for these two, and in part to the fact that the CWC is a
complex instrument, much more so than the NPT and
BWC, and drafting implementing legislation and establish-
ing implementing agencies takes some time.

Preparations for the establishment of the OPCW are
largely proceeding well.  If the CWC enters into force in
mid-1996, it will be possible, with some increase in the pace
and focus of the on-going deliberations at The Hague, for
the OPCW to be a functioning, effective organization by
then.  Progress to date includes:

• agreement on much of the inspection equipment, and the
beginning of procurement;

• good initial preparations for the recruitment and training
of inspectors, although another push in this area will be
required in the near future;

• agreement on a range of procedures to protect confiden-
tiality of sensitive business information;

• sound progress on drafting the Inspection Manual,
working out of details of inspection procedures, and
drafting declaration handbooks;

• agreement on the structure of the organization’s special-
ized computer system, on which work is now beginning;

• agreement on a plan and site for the OPCW’s new head-
quarters, which is expected to be complete by mid-1997,
and leasing of a site for the OPCW Laboratory and
Equipment Store;

• recruitment of a highly qualified staff in the present Pro-
visional Technical Secretariat that can serve as a core of
the future Technical Secretariat, and development of an
institutional structure for the PTS that can, by and large,
serve as a model for the TS.

The principal difficulty at present lies with the delay in
ratification by the United States and Russia, the two ac-
knowledged chemical weapons possessors.  The Conven-
tion would lose much of its authority if it were to enter into
force without these two states.  Moreover, planning for the
operations of the OPCW generally assumes that both of
these states will ratify the Convention and that the bilateral
agreement between them on the destruction of chemical
weapons will be in force; if this is not the case, the setting
up costs for the OPCW and its size would be likely to in-
crease substantially.  Unfortunately, the bilateral negotia-
tions between these states have encountered difficulties,
and these bilateral problems are spilling over into the nego-
tiations in The Hague, making progress difficult on a num-
ber of fronts.  The recent elevation of the political level at
which the bilateral negotiation is being conducted may be
an encouraging sign.

Actions by Working Groups A and B
Under the Preparatory Commission’s new plan of work,

there will be three plenary sessions in 1995, in April, July,
and December.  Given the length of the present intersessio-
nal period, it was decided at the previous Plenary to con-
vene short meetings of Working Groups A and B during the
intersessional period in order to provide a mechanism to
maintain supervision of the work of the expert groups.
These meetings, which occurred on 27 February 1995, did
indeed prove useful.  Working Group A conducted a gen-
eral review of the work of the expert groups under its super-
vision.  Surprisingly, however, it failed to adopt the
recommendation of the Expert Group on Data Systems that
it lift the limitations on expenditure in the 1995 Information
Systems Branch budget, as it had been empowered to do by
the Commission at its previous session.  This failure can ap-
parently be attributed to procedural difficulties unrelated to
the substance of the matter.  Working Group A also dis-
cussed the work in progress on the Commission’s budget
for 1996; among the principles discussed were that the level
of the budget for 1996 should be lower than that for 1995,
that no increases in travel or consultant funding should be
permitted (excluding even an inflation adjustment), and that
proposals for new posts should be separated from the Bud-
get as a whole to allow a “deep consideration of the conse-
quences of the proposal”.

Working Group B also had a productive discussion of
the work of the expert groups under its supervision.  There
were some concerns expressed about the pace of work of
these groups, including the fact that one Expert Group
(Challenge Inspections) was not even able to agree on a
report.  Some delegations indicated a desire to eliminate po-
litical considerations from the work of the expert groups as
much as possible.  This is possible in some areas; disputes
in other areas are irreducibly political.  It was also noted
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that the mere fact that an expert group had not generated a
large paper record does not mean that it is not making
progress in its work.

Working Group B also considered a working paper, pre-
pared by the Secretariat, on the current status of the CWC
implementation effort.  The paper noted the especial im-
portance of the bilateral discussions between the United
States and Russia to the work of the Commission, and the
importance of receiving regular reports from those states on
the progress of those discussions.  The paper observed that
one of the predicates of the Commission’s planning is that
both the United States and the Russian Federation will be
among the original states parties to the Convention, and that
the 1990 bilateral agreement on the non-production and de-
struction of chemical weapons will be in force and in pro-
cess of implementation at entry into force.

The paper noted that the pace of ratifications of the Con-
vention has increased substantially in recent months, and
that, if this continues, the Convention can be expected to
reach the ‘trigger point’ of 65 ratifications around the end of
1995.  Given the substantial amount of work that remains to
be completed by the Commission, this implies that “the
work of the Commission in the coming months must be
both prioritised and significantly accelerated” in order to
ensure that all is in readiness for the Convention’s entry into
force.  The Secretariat’s paper presented a list of areas for
priority action.  These included:

• arrangements for inspector recruitment and training,
which must be in place at ‘trigger point’ in order to en-
sure that the inspectorate can be ready by the time that
the Convention enters into force;

• the question of how and when facilities that produce low
concentrations of Schedule 2 and 3 chemicals in process
or waste streams must be declared, a question that must
be answered in order to permit the Declaration Hand-
book to be finalized;

• the coverage of ‘production by synthesis’ of ‘discrete
organic chemicals’;

• a number of questions related to the development of the
Inspection Manual, including criteria for the evaluation
of the risk of particular facilities to the object and pur-
pose of the Convention and formats for the inspection
mandate and inspection report;

• model agreements for both chemical weapons-related
and industry facilities;

• the definition of ‘chemical weapons production
facilities’;

• ‘old and abandoned chemical weapons’ issues;

• the OPCW’s Information Management System;

• the OPCW’s staff rules and regulations.

Working Group B endorsed a list of priority tasks re-
lated to this list, ranking, in order, tasks specifically identi-
fied in the Paris Resolution, with an emphasis on
implementation tasks; training of inspectors; inspector re-
cruitment; inspection equipment specification and procure-
ment; preparation of the Inspection Manual; chemical

weapons related issues; chemical industry issues; old and
abandoned chemical weapons issues; challenge inspection
issues; and a number of other matters. The Working Group
also made a number of proposals for improving the meth-
ods of work of the Commission.  These included, inter alia,
requesting the Secretariat to identify, in some detail, prog-
ress on the various tasks assigned to the Commission in the
Paris Resolution; requesting the Secretariat to identify areas
in which the pace of the Commission’s work would hinder
progress towards entry into force (a more pragmatic ap-
proach to achieving the same goal); rationalization of the
workload of the expert groups; and a greater emphasis on
informal meetings.

Actions by the Member States

Signature and Ratification In addition to the ratification
of France, noted above, there have been seven instruments
of ratification deposited in the period reported here, those of
Greece, Tajikistan, Mongolia, Armenia, Finland, Oman,
Romania, and Switzerland, for a total of 27 ratifications.  A
number of other states are known to be quite advanced in
their preparations to ratify the Convention.  Belarus’s par-
liament has reportedly approved the treaty, although
Belarus’s instrument of ratification has yet to be deposited;
once it is, Belarus will become the largest CIS state to ratify
the Convention.  The Convention may be placed before
Japan’s Diet in the near future.  It is also hoped that France
will be active in encouraging other states to ratify the Con-
vention and in assisting with their national implementation.

Meetings, Training, and Seminars   This intersessional
period featured two Regional Seminars, the first in Minsk,
during 25–27 January 1995, and the second in Cameroon,
during 13–15 February 1995.  The Minsk Regional Seminar
was attended by participants from Belarus, Kazakhstan,
Lithuania, Moldova, the Russian Federation and Ukraine;
representatives of Poland and Germany also attended.  The
seminar featured a visit to a local declarable chemical facil-
ity, the Production Association ‘Khimvolokno’ (Chemical
Fibre) facility in Mogilev.  The Cameroon Regional Semi-
nar was attended by 19 African states, as well as by non-re-
gional participants from France, The Netherlands,
Switzerland, Germany, and the USA.

The Module 1 training courses (M1 is the standard intro-
ductory module) to be offered by the United States and by
the Netherlands have been certified by the Secretariat, join-
ing India’s already-certified course.  Germany’s Module 2
course on Non-Destructive Evaluation has also been certi-
fied, as have Switzerland’s Module 2 courses on Chemical
Industry Production and Logistics. There have also been a
number of recent pilot inspector training courses, con-
ducted both as training for candidate future inspectors and
as a means of testing and developing training procedures.
These included a Dutch, an Indian, and a United States pilot
M1 course, and two US Module 2 pilot courses, one on In-
activation, Conversion and Destruction of CW Facilities,
and the other on Team Communication and Management.

Other Activities There are preliminary reports of signifi-
cant progress in Russia’s plans to destroy its chemical
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stockpile; Russia has officially sited one destruction facility
and plans for siting a second facility are well advanced.

Progress in the Provisional Technical Secretariat

Staff and Budget Three senior staff members have left
the PTS in the period reported here, the Deputy Executive
Secretary, Li Chang-he, the Head of the Health and Safety
Branch of the Verification Division, John Parkes, and the
head of the Information Systems Branch of the Administra-
tion Division, Oscar Fiestas-Tejada.  Parkes’s replacement,
Brian Davey of South Africa, has already been selected.
The Executive Secretary has also announced that Reuben
Lev, the Director of the Administration Division of the Sec-
retariat, will be leaving the Secretariat in the near future.

Implementation Activities The Secretariat has begun the
process of procuring inspection equipment.  A Note by the
Executive Secretary points out that there are now approved
technical specifications for 87 of the 94 items on the list of
recommended equipment, and that the Secretariat has re-
ceived 91 responses from firms in 17 member states to its
initial efforts to identify firms capable of supplying equip-
ment.  The Secretariat will send requests for tender for
items for which at least three potential suppliers have been
identified; the requirement of three suppliers has not been
met for a “significant” number of items, and the Secretariat
has renewed its call to member states to help in identifying
potential suppliers.  The Secretariat is also moving forward
in its work on inspector training; further details are set out
below, in the discussion of the Expert Group on Training.
The Secretariat is also working on its plans for a course in
The Netherlands for National Authorities in the summer of
1995.  Like that in the summer of 1994, the course would
have a special focus on developing countries.

Outreach Activities Perhaps the most notable outreach
activity during the period reported here was a series of con-
tacts with the United States and with Russia.  Ian Kenyon,
the Executive Secretary of the Commission, travelled to
both states to discuss their preparations to implement and
ratify the Chemical Weapons Convention.  On the trip to
Russia, Kenyon was accompanied by Sergeui Batsanov, Di-
rector of the External Relations Division; the two met with,
among others, Pavel Syutkin, Acting Chairman of the Pres-
idential Commission on Convention-Related Issues of
Chemical and Biological Weapons; with an official in
Russia’s National Security Council (under the Russian
President); and with a Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs.
On the trip to the United States, Kenyon was accompanied
by John Gee, Director of the Verification Division of the
Secretariat.  The two met with a number of officials, most
notably Senators Lugar and Nunn, of the Senate Foreign
Relations and the Armed Services Committee, respectively.
Kenyon also addressed a meeting on the CWC organized by
the American Bar Association, the Chemical and Biological
Arms Control Institute, and the International Human Rights
Law Institute of DePaul University Law School, and met
with a number of officials in the Washington, DC area.  Gee
met separately with officials at the National Security Coun-
cil and at the Department of Defense, among others.

These two meetings were followed by a visit by three
members of Russia’s Duma to the Secretariat.  One of the
parliamentarians was Deputy Chairman of the Committee
on Defense and two were members of the Committee on
Ecology; the three were accompanied by a representative of
the above-mentioned Presidential Committee.  The group
met with Kenyon and senior officials of the Secretariat; they
also met with the Dutch Minister of Defense and a number
of other senior Dutch officials.  The meetings were reported
to have gone well.

Publications The Secretariat has issued Occasional Paper
7, including papers and a summary of proceedings for the
Regional Seminar held in Pretoria in September, and will be
publishing Occasional Paper 9 including the same materials
for the Regional Seminar held Jakarta in November.  Félix
Calderón, the Legal Adviser, has completed a detailed
paper discussing a number of the legal aspects of the Prepa-
ratory Commission, including its status as an international
organization and the range of tasks that it must complete in
order to prepare for the entry into force of the Chemical
Weapons Convention.

Progress in Other PrepCom Structures
The PrepCom’s various subsidiary bodies made solid

progress in the period reported here, although it should be
noted that their work will not be final until it is reviewed
and approved by the Tenth Plenary Session of the Prepara-
tory Commission.  Their most notable accomplishments in-
cluded:  agreement in the Expert Group on Confidentiality
on “general principles for the handling and protection of
confidential information” and on a number of aspects of the
composition and procedures of the Confidentiality Com-
mission; agreement in the Expert Group on Inspection Pro-
cedures on a set of procedures to be applied to inspection
equipment after inspections to prevent the disclosure of in-
formation not related to the purpose of the inspection; the
development of OPCW Media and Public Affairs Policy;
considerable work by relevant expert groups on the model
for a facility agreement for Schedule 2 facilities, on the
OPCW’s Staff Rules and Regulations, and on the OPCW’s
Health and Safety Regulations; the further development of
the new agreement on the security arrangements for the
OPCW’s Information Management System; and conclusion
of a tenancy agreement for the OPCW Laboratory and
Equipment Store.

Committee on Relations with the Host Country   The
committee met twice during the period reported here, once
on 16 January and once on 17 February.  At the second of
these meetings, the committee approved the tenancy agree-
ment for the OPCW Laboratory and Equipment Store. This
agreement had been concluded provisionally on 23 Decem-
ber 1994, subject to the approval of this committee and to
the securing of the various permits required to establish the
facility.  Progress can now move forward on the establish-
ment of this facility.  The tenancy agreement resolves the
problem of the Preparatory Commission’s inability to bind
the OPCW by simply permitting the OPCW to terminate the
agreement, if it wishes.  The OPCW Foundation, the body
established by the Netherlands to fund and manage the var-
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ious elements of the Netherlands’ offer to host the OPCW,
has provided a three-year guarantee that the facility’s rent
would be paid.

These meetings also addressed a difficult issue, the con-
tents of the preliminary tenancy agreement for the new
OPCW Building.  The most serious problem  raised by this
agreement was the desire of the developer to secure a 15-
year guarantee of occupancy from the Commission before
proceeding with construction.  It is not immediately clear
how the Preparatory Commission can accommodate this re-
quest, given that it is unlikely to remain in existence for 15
years, that it cannot legally bind the OPCW, and that the
OPCW does not yet exist and so cannot provide a guaran-
tee.  There is some possibility that the Dutch government
will be asked for its assistance.  There are also interesting
difficulties raised by the mechanisms by which disputes re-
lated to this agreement are to be resolved; the developer has
proposed that the Commission waive its privileges and im-
munities, while the Commission has proposed an arbitra-
tion procedure.  Present projections are that, assuming that
permitting and planning proceed as scheduled, construction
of the OPCW Building can begin by October 1995, and the
building can be ready for occupancy by June 1997.

Working Group A

Expert Group on Programme of Work and Budget
This met on 9 and 10 March 1995.  It recommended that the
Executive Secretary be authorized to adopt certain allow-
ances for child and spouse dependants; that the Commis-
sion suspend the provisions of Financial Rule 4.1.01 “on an
exceptional basis only” for the obligation of funds relating
to the fitting-up costs of the OPCW Laboratory and Equip-
ment Store; and that the Commission endorse the recom-
mended programme of activities for the expert group and
for the Finance Group in 1995, as well as the revised basic
parameters for the 1996 budget of the Commission.  The
group commented on a number of recommendations made
by the Finance Group with regard to the Draft OPCW Fi-
nancial Regulations, to transfer of funds within the OPCW
budget, and to transfer of funds within the Commission’s
budget, and requested that the Finance Group be asked to
consider these proposals again.  The group also commented
on the work of the Expert Group on Training.  The group
had initial discussions on proposed adjustments to staffing
for 1995, but deferred a decision on this item until its next
meeting.

Finance Group This met from 13 to 17 February, and, as
has become the norm for this group, generated a detailed re-
port.  The Finance Group made extensive comments on the
draft financial regulations of the OPCW, which it requested
the Chairman of Working Group A to transmit to the Expert
Group on Administration, Financial and Personnel Matters.

Expert Group on Data Systems The Expert Group met
twice during this intersessional period, once on 9 February,
1995, and once on 6 and 7 March.  At its first meeting, the
Group agreed on the details of the agreement on the struc-
ture of the OPCW’s Information Management System
(IMS) announced at the ninth plenary session.  As these de-

tails take shape, it has become clear that the long-standing
dispute over the security arrangements for the IMS has in-
deed been resolved. There remains a great deal of work to
be done in designing and establishing the IMS; except for
that component of the IMS represented by the US offer, the
trusted portion of the IMS is now little more than a set of
plans.  It is vital that the IMS be fully operational and tested
at the time the Convention enters into force, a monumental
task in a period that may be as brief as 16 months.  The Ex-
pert Group noted at its March meeting that the IMS was
projected to be ready, at the earliest, in April 1996, assum-
ing that the IMS budget is fully unfrozen at the April ple-
nary, and that the work of other Groups proceeds on
schedule.

Under the new agreement on security arrangements for
the IMS, the system will have two components, a ‘high-
trust’ and a standard security element, separated by, for ex-
ample, a gateway or firewall.  The high-trust portion of the
IMS will use a trusted operating system and trusted rela-
tional database system.  The IMS will not handle any sensi-
tive data until after the security features of the IMS have
been fully tested for compliance with the OPCW’s confi-
dentiality policy.  The trusted portion of the IMS will not be
permitted to have any connections to systems outside the
IMS (such as the Internet); the standard portion of the IMS
may have such connections only if they have been im-
plemented with security arrangements approved by the ex-
pert group.

The resolution of the question of the IMS’s security ar-
rangements will permit plans for the IMS to move forward
on a number of fronts.  First, the Expert Group has recom-
mended the acceptance of the United States’ national offer
for the OPCW’s IMS.  Second, the Expert Group recom-
mended that all remaining reservations on the 1995 Budget
for the Information Systems Branch be lifted.  Unfortu-
nately, as noted above, Working Group A failed to act on
this recommendation, preventing the use of blocked funds
at least until the Working Group meets again in April.

The group’s second meeting was on 5 and 6 March.  At
this session, the group reviewed a proposal by the Task
Force on Data Systems on possible reallocations of funds
within the Information Systems Branch budget for 1995 to
implement the newly agreed systems architecture.  These
reallocations would bring spending on the IMS for the re-
mainder of 1995 into line with this architecture.  These re-
allocations are within the authority of the Executive
Secretary.

The Expert Group also agreed on the mandate for a se-
curity study, which is to examine information security pol-
icy matters, including possible details for the security
arrangements for the trusted portion of the IMS and its rela-
tion to the remainder of the IMS.  Finally, the group also
endorsed a proposal of the Task Force on Data Systems that
it not meet on a predetermined schedule but instead con-
vene meetings, after consultations and with three weeks’
notice, when important decisions must be made.

Expert Group on Administrative, Financial and
Personnel Matters This met from 20 to 23 February.
The Group devoted its entire meeting to article-by-article
consideration of the Draft OPCW Staff Regulations and
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Rules, deferring its consideration of the Draft OPCW Fi-
nancial Regulations to a later meeting.

Formal Consultations on OPCW Media and Public
Affairs Policy These consultations, which were held on 8
March 1995, agreed on a Draft OPCW Media and Public
Affairs Policy.  The policy includes an “Indicative List of
Areas where Information May be Routinely Provided by the
OPCW to the News Media and the General Public” and a
draft media and public affairs policy statement to be made
by the Director-General.  The policy, which sets forth rules
on contacts with the news media by all OPCW personnel,
appears to have been significantly influenced by the work
of the Expert Group on Confidentiality.  It states that the
OPCW should “promote the image of the OPCW as an ac-
cessible international organisation which provides bal-
anced, timely and objective information.”  The attached
Indicative List includes such information as information on
OPCW structure, operations and activities, chemical indus-
tries, contacts with outside institutions, national bodies con-
cerned with the implementation of the Convention, and
verification activities and methodologies.  The policy states
that information “specifically related to a State Party” may
be released “only at the request of or with the express con-
sent of the State Party to which this information refers”.

Within inspection teams, the team leader is to have re-
sponsibility for observance of the policy.  Members of the
inpection team are not to initiate contact with the news
media or comment on specific inspection activities.  In ex-
ceptional  cases, the team leader may, after prior authoriza-
tion by the Director-General and consultation with the
inspected state party, make statements to the news media or
the general public, subject to confidentiality restrictions and
general guidelinbes which will be developed by the OPCW.
The inspected state party is required to ensure that the in-
spection team is not subject to attention from the news
media that could impair its activities.  There are also restric-
tions on media contacts by the Observer, who is also ex-
pected to follow the contents of the media policy.  The
consultations recommended that Working Group A con-
sider the draft policy and, if appropriate, refer it to the Com-
mission for provisional adoption (pending the adoption of
other relevant documents, including the Draft OPCW Pol-
icy on Confidentiality).

Working Group B

Expert Group on Safety Procedures This met from 13
to 16 February 1995.  The Group spent considerable time
simplifying and redrafting the Draft OPCW Health and
Safety Regulations.  These regulations address such com-
paratively non-controversial matters as workplace health
and safety and health and safety in the OPCW Laboratory.
They also address, somewhat more controversially, health
and safety principles during inspections, including the ob-
servance of inspected state party health and safety regula-
tions, rules for monitoring of health and safety information,
and ways of reconciling this monitoring with the inspected
state party’s confidentiality concerns.  The expert group ex-
pressed the hope that the regulations could be agreed at its
next meeting.

The expert group also received and considered the rec-
ommendations of the Task Force on Medical Treatment.
The task force had been assigned the job of examining the
approaches to medical treatment, especially of chemical
casualties, of different states, in order to arrive at an agreed
set of procedures for the OPCW.  The task force produced a
set of general principles on medical treatment in OPCW
inspections, on which the expert group made two relatively
minor comments.  The task force, after an extensive
discussion of treatment methods appropriate to particular
types of chemical weapons exposure, also produced a first
draft of a set of proposed specifications for equipment for
use in treating chemical weapons casualties.  The task force
had some difficulty agreeing on whether the selection of a
preferred treatment method should be made on the basis of
newly-developed objective criteria, or whether instead a
cost-effectiveness criterion should be applied; the expert
group recommended that the task force seek to solve this
disagreement.

Expert Group on Chemical Industry Issues   This met
from 9 to 12 January 1995, and continued its work on the
model facility agreement for Schedule 2 facilities.  The
group agreed that this document should not “repeat or selec-
tively quote” the Convention, OPCW policies, or Technical
Secretariat regulations, and should instead focus on practi-
cal arrangements to implement these provisions at a partic-
ular site. Accordingly, the working draft of the model
facility agreement became considerably more concise dur-
ing this session.

In other work, the expert group asked the Legal Adviser
to provide an opinion on the question of the respective legal
status of model agreements and of facility agreements,
partly at the initiative of a delegation that wished to clarify
that these agreements were not treaties and so did not re-
quire separate ratification.  The group also received a pro-
posal from the Russian Federation to explicitly exclude
from the definition of a ‘discrete organic chemical’ certain
products of the food industry; it deferred consideration of
this proposal to its next meeting.  Finally, the group noted
that it hopes at its next meeting to begin work on a model
agreement for Schedule 1 facilities, as well as to continue its
work on the Schedule 2 agreement.

Expert Group on Inspection Procedures   This met
twice during the period surveyed by this report. The first
meeting, which was only one day long, occurred on 12 De-
cember 1994, and was for the purpose of considering a re-
port by the specialist Task Force on Inspection Equipment
Issues that proposed a set of operational requirements and
technical specifications for a sample collection kit for muni-
tions.  The task force’s report noted that such a kit could be
required for investigations of alleged use of chemical weap-
ons, and might also be needed for activities related to old or
abandoned chemical weapons.  The expert group adopted
the proposed requirements and specifications with some
amendments.  The specifications are of some interest, be-
cause of the delicacy of the task of sampling from muni-
tions; for instance, they require that the opening device be
operable from 300 metres away, and meet stringent contain-
ment requirements.  The group deferred the issue of the op-
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erational use of this equipment (including, presumably, in
what types of inspections and in what circumstances its use
would be permitted) for later consideration.

The expert group’s next meeting, from 30 January to 2
February 1995, was considerably longer and very produc-
tive.  Most importantly, the group agreed upon a document
entitled “Measures in Relation to Approved Equipment Fol-
lowing Inspection Activities” that attempts to resolve some
of the confidentiality (and, to a lesser extent, health and
safety) concerns associated with the use of inspection
equipment.  It is closely linked to the paper on “general
principles for the handling and protection of confidential in-
formation”, which the Expert Group on Confidentiality had
produced at a previous meeting.  The document provides
rules on the decontamination or other removal of informa-
tion unrelated to the inspection from inspection equipment
— or, in some cases, destruction and/or surrender of the
equipment — immediately following an inspection.  Al-
though no such procedures are explicitly contemplated in
the Convention, the interest in protecting confidentiality,
which the Convention does protect, led to the adoption of
these procedures.

The rules permit decontamination to occur if either the
inspection team leader or the representative of the inspected
state party (ISP) chooses.  The rules set forth a set of gen-
eral procedures for initiating and carrying out decontamina-
tion or disposal of equipment for health and safety
purposes.  Then, in considerably more detail, they outline
procedures for the “treatment of equipment for confidenti-
ality reasons”.  These procedures are to begin with the re-
moval, if possible, of information unrelated to the purpose
of the inspection. (This information might, for instance, be
in the form of recorded data, dust, or chemical residue.)  If
removal is not possible, or does not succeed, “the inspection
team and the ISP may instead agree to transfer the affected
equipment, under joint seal, to the Technical Secretariat”
for decontamination under the supervision of both parties.
In an “exceptional case”, the ISP may instead choose to re-
tain detachable parts of the equipment on site, either replac-
ing these parts in a manner acceptable to the Technical
Secretariat, or reimbursing the TS for the equipment.  In a
“very exceptional case”, if no agreement can be reached on
any of the foregoing procedures, the ISP may retain the in-
spection equipment, either replacing it in a manner accept-
able to the TS or reimbursing the TS for the equipment.  In
all cases, reimbursement is to be immediate (before the in-
spection team leaves the point of entry to the ISP), in Dutch
Guilders, and at “full immediate replacement cost” (a term
whose meaning may be subject to some debate).  The re-
tained equipment is to be disposed of “to the satisfaction of
the inspection team”.  (This provision, which permits the
destruction of the inspection equipment, seems to be in-
tended to ensure that inspected states parties do not have
economic incentives to retain the inspection equipment.)

The rules provide a distinct regime for recording media,
presumably including computers, recordings of measure-
ments of instruments, photographs, and the like.  The ISP is
to receive a copy of all such media.  If the ISP “has reasons
to believe” that information not related to the purposes of
the inspection has been recorded, the information will be re-
moved by the inspection team in the presence of the ISP

representative, if technically feasible by copying relevant
information to a new, agreed medium and then decontami-
nating the original through the procedures set forth above.
In “exceptional cases” where this procedure can not be fol-
lowed, the recording medium may be retained and replaced
or reimbursed, as above.  For any of the foregoing proce-
dures, the inspection time is to be extended if necessary.

The expert group also reviewed the reports of a number
of task forces.  The group recommended the approval of the
technical specifications for seven items of protective and
safety equipment developed by the Task Force on Inspec-
tion Equipment Issues (Protective and Safety).  The group
did not approve one item, a chemical dosimeter, following
a recommendation of the task force based on confidentiality
concerns; two other items, a flammability/explosive moni-
tor and the “reusable boots”, were deferred for future con-
sideration.  The group also deferred considering the task
force’s recommendation that the foregoing technical speci-
fications explicitly define “chemical weapons” by reference
to the Convention’s General Purpose Criterion, a definition
that would emphasize that protective and safety equipment
should also protect if possible against unscheduled chemi-
cals.  The group also requested the Secretariat to prepare a
proposal for the inclusion of a team decontamination kit in
the Commission’s equipment list.

The expert group considered the work of the Task Force
on the Analytical Database, and approved a number of its
recommendations, including a large set of spectral data for
identifying some scheduled chemicals by MS, IR, and
NMR.  (The OPCW analytical database will form the archi-
val source for field instruments and laboratory analysis,
which will be used for identifying the distinctive
‘fingerprints’ of specific chemicals, both in the laboratory
and in the field.) Additional spectral data, however, remain
to be obtained or evaluated.

Interestingly, the Task Force on the Analytical Database
had recommended that the expert group “consider the in-
corporation in the OPCW analytical database of the spectra
of the non-scheduled chemicals relevant to the Convention
contained in Annex 3 to this report”.  Annex 3 contained
spectral data on a number of degradation products of sched-
uled chemicals and “related” chemicals, as well as on a
number of “riot control agents”.  The expert group did not
comment on this recommendation, but its list of future tasks
for the task force included further evaluation of “spectra of
chemicals that might fall within the scope of the Conven-
tion (e.g., degradation products of scheduled chemicals,
possible riot control agents)”.

The group then considered the work of the specialist
Task Force on Inspection Equipment Issues (Sample Prep-
aration), and approved the proposed contents of a sample
preparation kit for IR analysis, a procedure for sample split-
ting for soil samples and bulk solid samples, and the addi-
tion of sample splitting equipment to the (previously
approved) standard sample preparation kit.  The task force
is to meet again to consider sample preparation for on-site
GC/MS analysis.  In further work on inspection equipment,
the group also approved a set of general requirements for
health and safety equipment, and technical specifications
for 15 items of health and safety equipment, which had been
provisionally approved in the group’s fifth report.
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The group agreed that WGS-84 should be used by the
Technical Secretariat as a single geographical reference
system.  There are a large number of such reference sys-
tems, many developed for regional use; WGS-84 is a sys-
tem developed to serve as a global standard for use with
Global Positioning System devices. The group discussed
whether data should be submitted to the OPCW using only
this system or using one of a range of interconvertible sys-
tems.  The group also considered a paper on the question of
whether the Secretariat should establish a quality assur-
ance/quality control system, and requested a more detailed
proposal on this issue.  The group also reviewed a Secretar-
iat paper assessing the major risks to which inspectors
would be likely to be exposed, but found that it required a
more specific assessment of risks in order to evaluate a pro-
posed list of occupational health and safety equipment.

The group reviewed and commented on a Draft OPCW
Equipment Procurement Policy, and agreed that the Secre-
tariat should apply this procedure until such time as the
modified draft could be finally approved.  This is important,
as it means that initial procurement of inspection equipment
can now begin.

The group considered, and, somewhat surprisingly, de-
clined to accept an opinion of the Legal Adviser on the rela-
tionship between Parts X and XI of the Verification Annex
when an investigation of the alleged use of chemical weap-
ons is initiated pursuant to Article IX.  The core question
addressed by the legal opinion was whether, in an investiga-
tion of alleged use of chemical weapons, the territorial state
party may invoke managed access to limit the activities of
the inspection team.  The legal opinion concluded, after an
analysis of the relevant provisions of the Convention, that it
could.  While the group’s report did not question that con-
clusion, it stated that the group “could not accept” the opin-
ion as written “as a basis for resolving the issue”, and cited
as an obstacle a paragraph of the opinion that could be inter-
preted as limiting the rights of the inspected state party in
regard to managed access.  It should also be noted that this
meeting of the expert group immediately followed a meet-
ing of the Expert Group on Challenge Inspections that was
sufficiently contentious to fail to produce a report, perhaps
increasing the sensitivity of states to challenge inspection
issues.

The expert group delayed its final approval of the paper
on ‘Sampling and Analysis during Investigations of Alleged
Use of Chemical Weapons’, which it had provisionally ap-
proved on 25 October 1994.  The group also deferred con-
sideration of a Note by the Executive Secretary entitled
‘Draft Understanding on the Status of “Experts” in the Con-
text of Investigations of Alleged Use In Regard to their
Privileges and Immunities’.  This note had proposed that
“qualified experts” in investigations of alleged use be
treated in all respects like inspectors, and that this should in-
clude granting them the same privileges and immunities as
inspectors.  While the group agreed with this conclusion, it
also noted that the qualified experts would have to comply
with the obligations an inspector is under as well, and re-
quested a paper spelling out, inter alia, the contractual ar-
rangements for qualified experts.  The inspectorate’s
confidentiality-related obligations were presumably seen as
important in this connection.

Expert Group on Confidentiality This met twice during
the period covered by this report.  At its first meeting, on 15
December 1994, the group completed its paper on “general
principles for the handling and protection of confidential in-
formation”, which it proposes to include in the draft integral
OPCW policy on confidentiality.  In addition to defining
strict handling and dissemination rules for confidential in-
formation, the policy contains a number of noteworthy fea-
tures.  It states that the access of Technical Secretariat staff
to confidential information shall be on a need-to-know
basis, and that each individual access shall be recorded in a
permanent log; that states parties shall be notified at least 30
days in advance of proposals to accord routine access to
confidential information relating to that party’s territory to a
particular staff member; that analysis of information within
the Secretariat may increase the confidentiality level ac-
corded to that information; that rigorous internal procedures
involving the approval of senior TS staff will govern access
to and copying of confidential information; that a number of
specified measures will govern access to the OPCW IMS;
and that strict rules will govern the handling of samples
from inspections to prevent disclosure of information.

The policy also sets forth a number of principles related
to inspections. These include the rule that all information
obtained during an on-site inspection will be classified ac-
cording to the state party’s wishes, and that it will be ac-
corded the highest classification level in the absence of
other information.  They also include principles intended to
prevent the disclosure of non-relevant confidential informa-
tion, including information collected (intentionally or other-
wise) with approved inspection equipment, inspectors’
clothing, and personal articles.  The policy states that the in-
spection team is to provide the inspected state party with a
list of information found relevant to the purposes of the in-
spection, along with copies of that information. Other, non-
relevant information “shall not be further disseminated in
any form”, and “shall be returned to the inspected State
Party or destroyed under its supervision”.  Unrelated infor-
mation is to be identified on the basis of the inspection man-
date.  The inspection team retains the right to collect and
take along information that it deems relevant on the basis of
this mandate, provided that this information is included in
the team’s document listing preliminary team findings, a
copy of which is provided to the inspected state party.

The policy lists a number of procedures that the in-
spected state party may invoke to prevent the disclosure of
non-relevant information, without prejudice to its obliga-
tion to demonstrate compliance.  (Certain aspects of these
procedures that relate to inspection equipment have been
elaborated in a separate document by the Expert Group on
Inspection Procedures, q.v.)  These procedures include: ad-
ditional cleaning of inspection equipment, changing of
clothes before or after a particular inspection activity, leav-
ing personal articles behind before entrance to a particular
area, the transfer of affected equipment under joint seal to
the TS for decontamination, the retention on site of detach-
able parts carrying confidential information unrelated to the
Convention, and “after exploring all other possibilities”, the
retention of equipment on site.  The expert group’s report
noted the importance of ensuring that these procedures do
not “impede or delay verification activities”, and requested
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Working Group B to address the possible “planning, or-
ganisational and budgetary consequences of the possible re-
tention of the inspection equipment”.

At the group’s next meeting, during 6–8 February in The
Hague, the group considered a series of issues related to
breaches of confidentiality.  The group found, after discuss-
ing the coöperation and support that the Convention re-
quires states parties to render to an investigation by the
Director-General of an alleged breach of confidentiality,
that the nature of this coöperation and support would be de-
termined on a case-by-case basis, and so did not require fur-
ther elaboration.  The group then discussed a proposal that
concurrent enforcement jurisdiction for breaches of confi-
dentiality be established in the Netherlands, in order to en-
sure that enforcement could occur in cases in which
national jurisdiction cannot be or is not exercised.  The
group requested that consultations continue on this pro-
posal; several member states reserved their judgement on
its desirability.  The group also discussed a proposal, issued
in a discussion paper by the Executive Secretary, under
which states parties would assume liability for damage
caused by breaches of confidentiality committed by the
Technical Secretariat in their territory.  (This is the ap-
proach taken by Germany’s implementing legislation.)  The
group decided against this approach, noting that this prob-
lem can be addressed “as it arises, by applying existing
principles of public international law and private interna-
tional law and by using the dispute resolution mechanisms
provided for in the Convention”.  The group also briefly
discussed state parties’ possible exercise of jurisdiction
against legal or natural persons other than Technical Secre-
tariat staff members who commit breaches of confidential-
ity, without coming to any conclusions on this issue.

The group also discussed the composition and operating
procedures of the Confidentialty Commission.  The group’s
analysis drew on a discussion paper by the Executive Secre-
tary on this question.  The group recommended that the
commission’s function will be to resolve disputes involving
both a state party and the Organization, although the Con-
ference of the Parties may elect to utilize the commission
for the resolution of additional disputes, and states parties
may elect by mutual consent to submit other disputes to the
commission.  The process of nominations to the commis-
sion should be open to any state party, and states should
propose persons that reflect “the highest standards of effi-
ciency, competence and integrity”; “participation should
equitably reflect the geographic make-up of States Parties,
as well as serving to secure the confidence of disputing par-
ties”.  The commission is to have a mandate from the Con-
ference of the Parties, but otherwise is to operate “without
interference or direction” from other organs of the OPCW.
(Interestingly, this rule appears not to rule out the possibil-
ity of interference or direction from individual states par-
ties.)  The commission is to have access to a range of
appropriate expertise.  It will be “encouraged to act without
undue delay, possibly within a prescribed maximum time
frame”.  Its mandate, which appears to be an unusual mix-
ture of conciliation and arbitration, is to be to aim initially at
resolving the dispute before it “in a manner that is accept-
able to the disputing parties, and is consistent with the rights
and obligations of States Parties and the Organization under

the Convention”.  Where a dispute cannot be resolved con-
sensually, the commission “should be empowered to report
its findings and make recommendations to the Conference
of States Parties or if so authorised by the Conference to the
Executive Council”.  Issues remaining to be resolved in-
clude the binding nature of these recommendations, the pre-
cise composition of the commission, whether nominees to
the commission are to serve in their personal capacity or as
representatives of governments, and the term of appoint-
ments to the commission.

Expert Group on Training This met from 28 February to
1 March 1995 to discuss the implementation of the General
Training Scheme (GTS).  The Group recommended that the
Secretariat develop plans to host three workshops, one fo-
cused on harmonizing the Module 1 (M1) training pro-
grammes (based on experience with pilot M1 training
courses), one on adapting course content for Module 2 (M2)
courses to the training needs of the candidates and the Orga-
nization, and one on harmonizing evaluation criteria for
persons charged with evaluating students during training
programmes.  The group also commented on papers by the
Secretariat on evaluation of inspector trainees in M1 and
M2, and asked that the Secretatiat prepare a revised draft
taking these comments into account.  The evaluation pro-
cess is somewhat contentious because it will be used to se-
lect which of the inspector trainees will eventually be hired
as inspectors.  The group proposed that Working Group B
recommend a final deadline of 6 May 1995 for the submis-
sion of detailed formal offers of Module 2 and Module 3
(M3) training.

The group also discussed the status of M2 and M3 of-
fers, noting that a number of shortages have been filled by
member states; that two blocks of M2 training can, with the
offer of a low cost full service training facility and certain
other assistance by the Host Country, be presented by Sec-
retariat staff; but that there remain significant shortfalls in a
number of areas, including in several important blocks of
M2 and in the blocks of M3 related to CW Destruction,
Storage, and Production facilities.  In some areas, such as
Module 1 training, there is in fact a surfeit of training offers;
accordingly, the group agreed on a set of criteria for select-
ing the best training offers from member states, which in-
clude overall cost, course effectiveness, effect on other
training offers, and the ability of the state to offer training
when required for the GTS.  (An evaluation prepared by the
Secretariat shows that the United States Module 1 training
offer would cost some 11,083 Guilders per student, almost
twice as much as the next most expensive offer.)  The group
took note of preliminary cost estimates by the Secretariat
for Module 2 and Module 3 training of approximately 4,000
Dutch Guilders (approx. $2,350) per student per week for
Module 2, and up to 6,000 Guilders (approx. $3,500) per
student per week for Module 3.  The group also took note of
the Secretariat’s finding that a preliminary screening of ap-
plications for inspector positions revealed that approxi-
mately 49 per cent of the applications did not meet the
primary requirements set out in the vacancy notices, and
that, although there are a suitable number of candidates for
certain positions, there are shortages in others, such as
chemical production technologists and logisticians.  The

March 1995 Page 13 CWCB 27



group noted the Secretariat’s assessment that the lack of ex-
perience of the applicants precludes any reduction in the
length of the Module 1 training course, and that all trainees
should attend the entire 20 week training programme in
order to enhance team bonding.

Expert Group on Challenge Inspections This met from
23 to 26 January 1995; its meeting was notable for the fact
that the group found itself unable to agree on the language
of a report, and so did not produce one. In this respect the
group did not necessarily do worse than those groups that
can only agree on a report by depriving it of any content, as
occasionally occurs; however, the lack of a report is cer-
tainly an indicator of the large degree of contentiousness at
the meeting.

The group discussed a range of topics, without reaching
agreement on any of them.  One such topic was whether it
was appropriate for the group to produce a list of illustrative
examples of “appropriate information on the basis of which
the concern (of possible non-compliance) has arisen”.  The
latter is an item of information on the form (agreed upon by
the expert group at a previous meeting) to be used by states
parties requesting a challenge inspection; the language ulti-
mately derives from Article IX, para. 9 of the CWC.  A sec-
ond topic was whether it was necessary to develop further
operational requirements for inspection equipment in
challenge inspections; there were some indications that this
was not felt to be necessary.  The group also discussed the
possibility of developing objective criteria for determining
whether the right to request a challenge inspection has been
abused; a number of proposals were discussed, but none
agreed upon.  The group discussed the format for the in-
spection mandate for a challenge inspection, without agree-

ing on a specific format, and addressed the question of the
time interval between submission of a challenge inspection
request and notification of the inspected state party, without
agreeing on anything more than its previous finding that
such notification should occur “as soon as possible”.  The
group also had an extensive discussion on the possibility of
agreeing upon illustrative lists of activities to occur in
challenge inspections.

Expert Group on Old and Abandoned Chemical
Weapons This met from 17 to 20 January 1995, and con-
sidered a series of issues that it had discussed at previous
sessions, without recording significant progress on these is-
sues in its report.  The group once again discussed the defi-
nition of “usability” of old chemical weapons.  (Recall that,
under the Convention, a chemical weapon produced be-
tween 1925 and 1946 need only be treated as a chemical
weapon, and subjected to the Convention’s strict verifica-
tion procedures, if it can be used as a chemical weapon; oth-
erwise, it may be disposed of as an old chemical weapon.)
An important question in this discussion has been whether a
munition whose casing is corroded but whose chemical fill
is “usable” (or would be if it could be extracted safely for
reuse, a difficult task) should be treated as “usable”.  The
group also discussed “extensively” the current draft of the
paper setting out the proposed regime for abandoned chem-
ical weapons, without agreeing on a final version. These is-
sues are highly political, and that it is understandable that
the group encountered difficulties in resolving them.

The group also discussed the question of the status of
abandoned chemical weapons buried on the territory of a
state party after 1976 or dumped in its waters after 1984.
Such weapons are of special concern to states that have had
chemical weapons used on their territory or in their waters
in conflicts occuring after these dates (such as Iran).  These
weapons raise a number of questions.  Because of their re-
cent vintage, they are not exempted from the Convention’s
declaration and destruction requirements; however, it is dif-
ficult to declare them when their location is not known.
Moreover, it is possible that chemical weapons of which a
territorial state asserts it is unaware may become the subject
of a challenge inspection.  The existence of CW remaining
from recent conflicts also raises the question of the form of
assistance to be provided by the TS to states with aban-
doned chemical weapons on their territory when the aban-
doning state party is either unknown or is not a state party.
The expert group requested the Secretariat to prepare a
paper addressing these concerns.

In other work, the expert group commented on the draft
sections of the Declaration Handbook dealing with old and
with abandoned chemical weapons. Finally, the expert
group discussed the issue of initial inspections of small
quantities of old or abandoned chemical weapons found
after entry into force of the Convention.  Discoveries of
very small quantities of old or abandoned chemical weap-
ons are comparatively frequent, and it is important to ensure
that the initial inspections performed on these weapons do
not overtax the OPCW’s limited inspection resources.

This review was written by R Justin Smith, the HSP re-
searcher in The Hague.

The SIPRI–Saskatchewan–Frankfurt Group is
organizing a conference on Effective National
Implementation of the CWC, to be held in Bad
Homburg, near Frankfurt, during 8–10 September
1995.  Representatives of CWC national authorities
and of chemical manufacturing associations from
Western countries have been invited, as have
officials of the OPCW Provisional Technical
Secretariat.  Observers from other geographical
groups and non-governmental organizations have
also been invited.  The major sponsor of the
meeting is the Volkswagen Foundation.  Additional
information is available from:

• T. Stock (SIPRI, Pipers väg 28, S-170 73 Solna,
Sweden, tel +46 8 655 9700, fax +46 8 655
9733);

• T. Kurzidem (Institute for Public Law, Johann
Wolfgang Goethe University, Senckenberganl-
age 31, D-60054 Frankfurt am Main, Germany,
tel +49 69 798 2779, fax +49 69 798 8446); and

• R. Sutherland (Dept of Chemistry, University of
Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, Canada S7N 0W0,
tel +1 306 966 4654, fax +1 306 966 4730).
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News Chronology November 1994 through February 1995

What follows is taken from the CBW Events data-base of the Sussex Harvard Information Bank, which provides a fuller
chronology and more detailed identification of sources.  See Progress in The Hague (pp 6–14) for coverage of OPCW-related
developments.  The intervals covered in successive Bulletins have a one-month overlap in order to accommodate
late-received information.  For access to the data-base, apply to its compiler, Julian Perry Robinson.

1 November In Estonia, “strategically important goods” be-
come subject to export and transit controls, including dual-pur-
pose goods applicable in the manufacture of CBW weapons.
{Radio  Tallinn 1 Nov in BBC-SWB 11 Nov}

1 November The OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat
now has 110 staff members on fixed term contracts represent-
ing 44 nationalities [see also 30 Aug]. {OPCW Synthesis 15
Nov}

1 November The US Defense Department generates a draft
execution plan for its Counterproliferation Support Program,
which, following action in August by Deputy Defense Secretary
John Deutch further to the Department’s Report on Nonprolifer-
ation and Counterproliferation Activities and Programs to the
Congress [see 6 May], now has a funding line of its own in the
defence budget.  According to subsequent press reports {In-
side the Air Force 25 Nov; Inside the Army and Inside the Navy
5 Dec}, the draft envisages an expenditure of some $616 mil-
lion on the programme during the period FY 1995 through
2001.  This would provide additive funding for projects already
underway elsewhere in the budget.  A substantial proportion of
the projects have to do with CBW weapons, such as research
and development projects seeking new agent detection tech-
nologies, weapons for destroying underground storage facili-
ties, and improved decontamination methods.  One project is
an Air Force study of a non-nuclear plasma weapon that would
generate short intense pulses of sterilizing radiation capable of
destroying BW agents inside storage containers.  Overall, the
draft groups the Support Program’s projects into four catego-
ries: “passive defense projects”, “deterring WMD use and coun-
terforce”, “surveillance and intelligence projects”, and “special
activities”.  The Congress, in its actions on the FY 1995 De-
fense budget, has already approved $60 million for the initial
year of the programme.

A further draft of the plan is reportedly generated on 30 No-
vember. {Inside the Navy 12 Dec}  The version that is later pro-
vided to the Congress has been coördinated both with the
civilian leadership of the Defense Department and with the
Joint Requirements Oversight Council of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff Organization. {Defense Week 3 Jan}

1 November The US Commerce Department discloses its es-
timate of the numbers of US companies likely to be affected by
the Chemical Weapons Convention.  The total number of such
companies may be up to 6,000 [see also 7 Sep] of which 5–15
may be affected by the Schedule 1 regime, another 100 by the
Schedule 2 regime, and 200–300 by the Schedule 3 regime.
The remainder would be affected only by the reporting require-
ments for “unscheduled discrete organic chemicals”. {BNA
Chemical Regulation Daily 3 Nov}

2 November In Texas, at a pre-trial hearing before the US
District Court in Galveston in the case of Gulf War veterans
against corporate suppliers of CBW-related technology to Iraq
[see 3 Jun], a cut-off date of 22 November is set for adding
further named plaintiffs to the litigation.  Lawyers acting for the
plaintiffs suggest that the number of veterans involved might
eventually reach 100,000.

Meanwhile, unrelated to the lawsuit, erstwhile presidential
candidate Ross Perot is supporting a team of Dallas scientists
in its inquiries into Gulf War sickness. {AP in Houston Chronicle
25 Nov}

3 November In the UK, Parliament learns from the Director
General of CBDE Porton Down, Dr Graham Pearson, about the
work done at Porton in the 1960s assessing the effects of the
drug LSD on troops: “The assessment was made that although
LSD could be synthesised, it was immensely expensive and
being a solid it would be difficult to disseminate further, and as
the effects were not highly predictable, the conclusion was
reached that LSD would not present a significant battlefield
hazard”. {Hansard (Commons) written answers 3 Nov}  The ex-
perimental work had taken place between 1961 and 1972, in-
volving about 72 Service volunteers in laboratory and field
trials.  The LSD was administered orally in water, the maximum
dose being no more than 0.2 milligrams.  The US Army had
supplied Porton with 10 grams of LSD in December 1965 and
with another 10 grams in June 1966.  Dr Pearson later gives
descriptions of two particular sets of LSD experiments:
‘Moneybags’ in 1964, and ‘Recount’ in 1966. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 21 Nov, 7 Dec, 8 Dec 94 and 16 Jan 95}

4 November Iraq has consistently declared to the United Na-
tions that it produced a total of 4340 tons of lethal chemical
agents during its now-defunct chemical weapons programme,
according to UNSCOM spokesman Tim Trevan, quoted in the
Washington Post.  In contrast, Iraq’s declarations of total acqui-
sition/production of CW-agent precursors has ranged from
13,221 tons in October 1993 to 17,657 tons in March 1994.  As
to suppliers, UNSCOM has found that, before 1986, Iraq pur-
chased most of its CW-agent precursors from western Europe
and the United States.  From 1986 India was “more or less” the
main supplier. {Washington Post 4 Nov}

5 November In the United States, a conference on Gulf War
syndrome [see 10 Oct] takes place at the William Joiner Center
for the Study of War and Social Consequences at the Univer-
sity of Massachusetts at Boston. {Boston Sunday Globe 6 Nov}
Some 29,000 of the 697,000 Gulf War veterans have now
signed on to the special Gulf War registry opened by the Veter-
ans Administration to document individual cases.  There is
mounting concern among veterans that the illness is conta-
gious. {International Herald Tribune 15 Nov}
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8 November In the US Congressional elections, the Republi-
cans take control of both Houses.  Chairmanship of the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee is expected to pass to Senator
Jesse Helms who, it is predicted by some, will oppose ratifica-
tion of the Chemical Weapons Convention. {New York Times
11 Nov}

A week previously, ACDA Director John Holum, speaking of
the Convention at a press conference in Beijing, had said: “I am
optimistic that we’ll be able to get it approved and ratified by the
United States Senate early in 1995.  It was delayed because
three separate committees have to consider it and they didn’t
get their reports completed by the end of the session.” {US In-
formation Service}

10 November In Japan, the Ministry of International Trade
and Industry, coöperating with the Japan Chemical Industry As-
sociation, is pressing ahead with preparations for implementing
the CWC, so Japan Chemical Week reports.  The Ministry is
working to present implementing legislation for passage
through the Diet during the next ordinary session. {COMLINE
Daily News: Chemicals and Materials 16 Nov}

11 November In Zagreb, police arrest Peter Walaschek on an
Interpol warrant.  Proceedings for his extradition to the United
States begin and are still continuing three months later, pend-
ing a decision of the Croatian Supreme Court.  In 1988,
Walaschek, a German national, had jumped bail in the United
States while awaiting sentencing by the Baltimore court that
had found him guilty of illegally exporting to Iran 90 tons of the
mustard-gas precursor thiodiglycol manufactured by Alcolac
Inc [see 29 Jan 89].  US authorities describe him as a potential
key witness against the Iranian diplomat once stationed in Ger-
many who had organized the Iranian procurement, Seyed
Kharim Ali Sobhani. {Baltimore Sun 15 Nov 94 and 23 Feb 95}

13–20 November From the US Senate, a staff delegation in-
quiring into CWC ratification issues visits The Hague and then
Moscow.  In The Hague it meets with senior officials of the
OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat and also with mem-
bers of particular national delegations.  In Moscow it meets with
officials of the Duma Defence and Foreign Affairs Committees,
the Presidental Committee on CBW Convention Problems and
the Ministries of Defence and Foreign Affairs.  The delegation
also meets Drs Lev Fedorov, Vil Mirzayanov and Vladimir
Uglev.

14 November President Clinton issues a new Executive
Order, no 12938, consolidating and amending two existing
ones (EO 12735 [see 16 Nov 90] and EO 12930) aimed at
countering the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction.
{US Newswire 15 Nov}

14 November The US Defense Department Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency has just released a study it had com-
pleted in May identifying technologies, equipment and training
which US forces will need in the years ahead in operations
other than war [see also 21 Jun].  The report identifies several
capability shortfalls and assigns relative priorities to remedial
development projects.  The resultant list of required technolo-
gies — on which ARPA is now basing a concerted R & D effort,
partly funded from the Technology Reinvestment Program —
overlaps with projects also favoured for the Counterproliferation
Support Program [see 1 Nov].  Thus, among its priorities are

“tactical detection of weapons of mass destruction”, including
CBW weapons (especially in the hands of terrorists), and “de-
tection and destruction of underground facilities”.  Also given
top priority by ARPA are “non-lethal weapons systems” [see
also 22 Mar and 19 Aug]. {Inside the Navy 14 Nov}

14–17 November In Baghdad, UNSCOM Deputy Executive
Chairman Charles Duelfer meets with senior Iraqi officials to
discuss deficiencies in the information which Iraq has given to
the UN about its past weapons programmes, especially in the
BW area.  The head of the Military Industry Organization, Gen-
eral Amer Rashid, promises strong efforts to satisfy UN de-
mands. {Reuter 13 Nov; AFP 17 Nov}

15 November From Moscow, a visiting team of US officials
and bipartisan members of Congress — including the Assistant
to the Secretary of Defense for Atomic Energy, Dr Harold
Smith, Representative Steve Buyer and Representative Glen
Browder — has just returned from meetings with Russian de-
fence officials and members of the Duma for talks on the Rus-
sian chemdemil programme, the third such visit of the year.
Export controls and the war in former Yugoslavia had also been
on the agenda.   The Chairman of the Duma, Ivan Rybkin, told
the team that he has asked President Yeltsin “to come forward
with budget and initiatives to get this [chemdemil programme]
moving”. {Congressional Press Releases 15 Nov; Washington
Times 13 Dec}

15 November In London the allegations that the military gov-
ernment of Burma is using biological weapons against rebel-
lious Karen villages along the border with Thailand [see 3 May]
are repeated in a report by Christian Solidarity International and
Baroness Cox, Deputy Speaker of the House of Lords, who has
just returned from a visit to the region. {London Times 15 Nov;
Hansard (Lords) 17 Nov; London Sunday Times 20 Nov}

15–16 November In Buenos Aires, the Argentine Republic
hosts for the Latin American region an International Seminar on
Non-Proliferation of Chemical and Bacteriological Weapons
[see 6–9 Dec 93].  The seminar is organized by the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, International Trade and Worship in coöperation
with the governments of Australia, Canada, Norway and the
United States.  Besides these five countries, there is participa-
tion from Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Chile, Ecuador, Mexico,
Panama, Peru, Spain and Venezuela.  The proceedings in-
clude a forum for information about the work done by the Aus-
tralia Group on non-proliferation of CBW weapons and about
the export control regimes for sensitive and war material estab-
lished by participating states. {PC-IX/B/WP.11}  Australia pro-
vides a paper (in Spanish) summarizing the past work of the
Australia Group.

15–18 November The North Atlantic Assembly meets in
Washington for its 40th annual session.  Among the resolutions
before it is one from the Scientific and Technical Committee
which urges “member Governments and Parliaments of the
North Atlantic Alliance...to ratify the Chemical Weapons Con-
vention as rapidly as possible”. {NAA resolution 253}

15–18 November The US Army Chemical and Biological De-
fense Command Edgewood RDE Center hosts its annual sci-
entific conference on chemical and biological defence
research.
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Among the presentations is one from Edgewood on the syn-
thesis and physiological activity of certain quinoline and quinox-
aline analogues of medetomidine.  The abstract of the
presentation begins thus: “Centrally acting α2-adrenergic com-
pounds show antihypertensive actions with sedative properties.
More selective α2-adrenergic compounds with potent sedative
activity have been considered to be ideal next generation anes-
thetic agents which can be developed and used in the Less-
Than-Lethal Technology program [see 12 Aug 93 and 16–17
Nov 93].  Unlike opioids, these compounds are devoid of the
usual liabilities associated with respiratory depression, physical
dependence and environmental concern after dissemination.
Recently we have shown that a naphthalene analog of
medetomidine is also a very potent and selective 2-adrenergic
stimulant...” {Fu-Lian Hsu and Robert M Przeslawski in the con-
ference Abstract Digest}

15–22 November In Iraq, the 15th UN biological inspection
team, UNSCOM 104, is at work.  It comprises six people led by
Richard Spertzel of the United States. {AFP 17 Nov}

18 November In Cambodia, government aircraft have been
spraying poison over parts of Preah Vihear Province, according
to a communiqué issued by the National Army of Democratic
Kampuchea which also states that, since 12 November when
the spraying began, 58 people have died as a consequence,
others also being affected by the poison. {Radio of the Provi-
sional Government of National Union and National Salvation of
Cambodia 18 Nov in FBIS-EAS 22 Nov}

18 November Russia and the United States agree to a joint
evaluation of Russian chemdemil technology.  Russian scien-
tists will brief their US counterparts on the neutralization pro-
cess they have developed for CW agents, which will then be
tested at US military installations.  The agreement, Addendum
to the 1994 Plan of Work for Assistance to the Russian Pro-
gram for the Destruction of Chemical Weapons within the
Framework of the Bilateral Agreement of 30 July 1992 [see 14
Jan and 15 Feb], is signed by the Assistant to the US Secretary
of Defense for Atomic Energy, Harold Smith, the Chief of the
Russian Defence Ministry RKhB Protection Troops, Colonel-
General Stanislav Petrov, and the Acting Chairman of the
President’s Committee on CBW Convention Problems, Pavel
Suitkin. {Washington Times 13 Dec; Krasnaya Zvezda 15 Dec
in FBIS-SOV 15 Dec}

18 November In Amsterdam, an international conference,
Chemical Weapons: Past without Future?, is organized by the
European Institute for Foreign Affairs (formerly the Glasnost &
Perestroika Institute).  It is chaired by Dr A J J Ooms.

18 November The United States imposes sanctions against
two Swiss companies for allegedly providing assistance, in the
form of construction machinery, to Libya’s chemical weapons
programme.  The two companies — Loop SA (also known as
Rainstar Ltd) and CDM Engineering SA — are currently in liqui-
dation.  No Swiss laws were violated. {Reuter 18 Nov; Federal
Register 1 Dec}

18 November In the United States, Science publishes the
second, epidemiological, part of the inquiry led by Professor
Matthew Meselson of Harvard University into the 1979 out-
break of anthrax in Sverdlovsk, USSR [see 15 Mar 93].  The

abstract reads: “In April and May 1979, an unusual anthrax ep-
idemic occurred in Sverdlovsk, USSR.  Soviet officials attrib-
uted it to consumption of contaminated meat.  US agencies
attributed it to inhalation of spores accidentally released at a
military microbiology facility in the city.  Epidemiological data
show that most victims worked or lived in a narrow zone from
the military facility to the southern city limit.  Farther south, live-
stock died of anthrax along the zone’s extended axis.  The
zone paralleled the northerly wind that prevailed shortly before
the outbreak.  It is concluded that the escape of an aerosol of
anthrax pathogen at the military facility caused the outbreak.”

Although the findings of the study indicate without any
doubt at all that the release of anthrax spores came from a
known BW facility in the city, they do not indicate whether the
origin was a weapons programme such as the Biological
Weapons Convention prohibits or a BW-protection programme
such as the Convention permits.

18–20 November In Dallas, Texas, the US Defense Depart-
ment Advanced Research Projects Agency sponsors an inter-
national conference on Old Issues and New Strategies in Arms
Control and Verification chaired by Dr James Brown of South-
ern Methodist University.  There is a panel on the Biological
Weapons Convention in which the speakers are Australian CD
Ambassador Richard Starr, Dr Marie Chevrier of the University
of Texas at Dallas, Dr Graham Pearson and Ambassador Tibor
Tóth.

19 November On Johnston Atoll in the Pacific, a US Army
M55 rocket already drained of its sarin nerve-gas payload ex-
plodes while undergoing destruction in the JACADS chemdemil
facility.  The explosion is totally contained, no one is hurt, and
there is no release of agent. {Chemical & Engineering News 12
Dec}

19 November In the UK the law firm of Leigh Day & Co an-
nounces that it will start proceedings for personal injuries on
behalf of former soldiers who had been used as guinea pigs in
chemical warfare experiments.  One such veteran, Michael
Roche, founder of the Porton Down Volunteers Association
[see 10 Oct], had just obtained legal aid. {London Independent
on Sunday 20 Nov}

20 November In Bosnia-Hercegovina, in fighting near Bihac,
joint Krajina Serb and Bosnia Serb forces “attack defence lines
at Veliki Skocaj with poisonous gases” [see also 11 Sep], ac-
cording to Radio Bosnia-Hercegovina {in BBC-SWB 22 Nov}
Two days previously Krajina Serb aircraft had dropped napalm
bombs in the area. {London Daily Telegraph 19 Nov}

20 November In London the Gulf War Veterans Association
has its inaugural meeting and is likely to become involved in the
litigation over the so-called Gulf War Syndrome: the product
liability claims against 30 companies in the United States [see
2 Nov] and, pending the outcome of legal-aid applications, the
compensation claims by up to 416 service personnel against
the UK Defence Ministry [see 9 Sep]. {Independent 21 Nov;
Daily Telegraph 24 Nov}

The Defence Ministry informs Parliament next day that 40
patients “have so far been examined by the military medical
consultant physician appointed to investigate personnel who
believe their health has been adversely affected by Operation
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Granby” [see also 31 Oct]. {Hansard (Commons) written an-
swers 3 Nov}

21 November In Scotland, a claim against the UK Ministry of
Defence for compensation for Gulf-War-related illness is made
at the Court of Sessions in Edinburgh on behalf of a former
Territorial Army nurse, Katherine Lamb.  She is blaming her
present debilitated condition on the 15 injections of vaccines
she had been given plus the Nerve Agent Pretreatment Set
[see 26 Oct] tablets she had been required to take every eight
hours upon arrival in the Gulf area. {Guardian and London
Times 22 Nov}

Meanwhile, in England, legal-aid certificates have been
granted for more than 20 similar claimants [see 20 Nov] to take
the Defence Ministry to court.  And the War Pensions Agency
decides to grant a war pension to a still-serving veteran of the
Gulf War, Cpl Robert Lake, who had had an adverse reaction to
his anthrax immunization. {Independent 24 Nov}

21 November In Washington the Assistant Secretary of State
for Politico-Military Affairs, Thomas McNamara, announces that
a determination pursuant to Section 81 of the Arms Export Con-
trol Act (which, in regard to “chemical or biological weapons
proliferation”, provides for “sanctions against certain foreign
persons”) has been made, publication of which would, how-
ever, be harmful to US national security. {Federal Register 1
Dec}

21 November The US Army releases a report by the Army
Safety Center on its investigation of the chemdemil incinerator
under construction at Tooele Army Depot in Utah [see 3 Oct].
The report concludes that, contrary to what the facility’s former
safety officer, Steve Jones, had been saying, safety at the plant
has not been compromised.  It does, however, recommend that
the Army Corps of Engineers should examine the alleged de-
sign flaws.  The director of Army Safety, Brigadier Thomas Gar-
rett, says: “We found a plant that is about where it should be,
given the projected start date [September 1995] for full opera-
tions”. {Baltimore Sun 22 Nov; New York Times 24 Nov}

The investigation by the Utah Occupational Safety and
Health Administration has also been completed {Washington
Post 12 Oct}, but its findings have not been released. 

22 November The UK government has undertaken “to look at
ways in which we can co-operate with Russia to end production
facilities for biological weapons”, so the House of Commons is
told by a Defence minister. {Hansard (Commons) oral answers
22 Nov}

22 November In the United States a team of 15 Russian in-
spectors arrives at the former chemical weapons production fa-
cility at Newport Army Ammunition Plant in Indiana to conduct a
trial inspection under Phase II of the Wyoming Memorandum of
Understanding [see also 24-25 Oct]. {Chicago Tribune 23 Nov}

23 November In China, the Imperial Japanese Army in 1939
set up a BW laboratory, known as Bo8609, at the former medi-
cal college of Zhongshan University in Guangzhou, the capital
of southern Guangdong Province, according to a Chinese his-
torian quoted in China Daily. {International Herald Tribune and
Guardian 24 Nov}

23 November In Russia, at Izhevsk in Udmurtia, a Moscow
official says that safe chemdemil facilities are expected to be
created in Udmurtia (repository of about a third of Russian
chemical weapons, at military bases in Kambarka and Kizner
[see 26 Sep]), by 1996.  The official, Aleksandr Ivanov, is iden-
tified by TASS as Deputy Chairman of the Presidential Commit-
tee for Conventional Problems of Destruction of Chemical
Weapons.  He is speaking at a seminar on the elimination of
chemical weapons attended by military experts, chemists, ecol-
ogists and medical experts from Moscow, Tatarstan, Perm,
Nizhniy Novgorod, Volgograd and Saratov. {ITAR-TASS 23
Nov in FBIS-SOV 23 Nov}

24 November India publishes particulars of the Module One
training course it is offering for trainee OPCW inspectors and
inspection assistants.  The course has now been certified by
the OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat.  It will take place,
for 20 trainees, during 23 January to 3 March 1995 in Gwalior,
at the CBW Defence Research and Development Establish-
ment there. {PC-IX/B/WP.8}

24–26 November In the Hague, at the Peace Palace, the
Hague Academy of International Law organizes a colloquium,
The Convention on the Prohibition and Elimination of Chemical
Weapons: a breakthrough in multilateral disarmament, in
coöperation with UNIDIR and the OPCW Provisional Technical
Secretariat.

25 November In Myanmar (Burma), Lt-Gen Khin Nyunt, sec-
retary-1 of the State Law and Order Restoration Council, char-
acterizes as “fabricated news” the recent report [see 15 Nov]
that SLORC has been trying to liquidate some national races by
using biological and chemical weapons. {Radio Myanmar 25
Nov in FBIS-EAS 28 Nov}

26 November In the UK, a documentary on international BW
antiproliferation efforts and their complication by the biotechnol-
ogy industry is screened on BBC television. {The Germ Genie
on BBC-2 Assignment 26 Nov}

27 November From southern Iraq, Marsh Arab refugees
crossing into Iran have been found with symptoms of “chronic
long-term poisoning” according to the doctor who has just led a
mission to south-western Iran for the UK Overseas Develop-
ment Administration.  Dr Mukesh Kapila is quoted in a British
newspaper as attributing the symptoms of these men, women
and children to chemicals put into their water supplies by Iraqi
authorities as part of a campaign of persecution against the
Marsh Arabs and against Shia insurgents based in the marsh-
lands [see also 20 Aug 93 and 23 Nov 93]. {Independent on
Sunday 27 Nov}

28 November In Bosnia-Hercegovina, in fighting on the
Trnovo front, Bosnian Serb forces “are increasingly frequently
using chemical agents and napalm bombs” [see also 20 Nov],
according to Radio Bosnia-Hercegovina {in BBC-SWB 30 Nov}.

28 November In the UK, the President of the Board of Trade
makes the following statement on his plans to introduce legisla-
tion to implement the Chemical Weapons Convention in Britain:
“The United Kingdom remains committed to the chemical
weapons convention and legislation to facilitate its ratification
will be introduced as soon as parliamentary time and other
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legislative priorities permit”. {Hansard (Commons) written
answer 28 Nov}

28–30 November In Jakarta, the government of Indonesia in
conjunction with the OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat
hosts a regional seminar, the Asia Pacific Seminar on the Na-
tional Implementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention.
Participating are representatives of 20 regional states both sig-
natory and non-signatory (Bhutan), as well as representatives
of non-regional states (Cuba, Nigeria, Poland and the USA)
representing their respective regional groups.  There are also
participants from non-governmental organizations, including
CBACI, SIPRI and the Harvard Sussex Program. {PC-
IX/B/WP.13; CWCB no 26}  Foreign Minister Ali Alatas tells re-
porters: “Indonesia had signed the Convention and hopes to
ratify it soon because all preparations have been made”. {An-
tara 28 Nov in FBIS-EAS 29 Nov}

29 November–1 December The Australia Group meets in
Paris [see also 16–19 May].  The Czech Republic, Poland and
the Slovak Republic attend for the first time, as new members
of the Group.  The UK Foreign & Commonwealth Office subse-
quently publishes the following account: “There were only two
significant items for discussion on the agenda for the plenary —
a reflection of the maturity of the group.  Interest in joining the
AG had been expressed by several countries, all of which, as
major suppliers and transshippers of chemicals, were credible
candidates for membership.  Discussions on the Australia
Group’s relationship with the Chemical Weapons Convention,
and the need to counter Iranian-led criticisms of the Australia
Group and national export controls dominated the agenda.  It
was agreed that Australia Group members should continue to
counter critics by lobbying sympathetic non-aligned countries,
both bilaterally and with delegations in the Hague.  A success-
ful regional seminar on CBW non-proliferation had recently
been hosted by Argentina [see 15–16 Nov], and Japan an-
nounced that it was planning to hold a similar Asian regional
seminar in January.” {Notes on Security and Arms Control 1994
no 10}

30 November In Taiwan, officials of the Industrial Develop-
ment Bureau say they have commissioned an assessment of
the restrictions which the Chemical Weapons Convention
would impose, after it is in force, on import of scheduled chem-
icals into Taiwan.  The Bureau is reported to be consulting the
Board of Foreign Trade and the Ministry of National Defence on
how to “lobby other nations to allow Taiwan to sign the Conven-
tion”. {CNA 30 Nov in FBIS-CHI 30 Nov}

1 December In Nigeria, the Council on National Authority on
the Chemical Weapons Convention convenes a seminar in
Lagos on The CWC and the Chemical and Allied Industries.
The seminar is attended by some 250 industry officials. {ASA
Newsletter 21 Dec}

1 December The Executive Secretary of the OPCW Prepara-
tory Commission publishes his report for the eighth intersessio-
nal period (3 October to 2 December), to which he has added a
retrospective on 1994.  The retrospective notes both “solid
achievement” in the work of the Commission during 1994 and
"a certain slackening of impetus".  It also notes that “develop-
ment of the Information Management System (IMS) has met a
major difficulty in the inability of Member States to agree on

security standards and this in turn has led to the effective halt-
ing of the IMS project”.  The Executive Secretary “appeals to
those States that have been involved in the dispute to resolve
their differences”.  Among the details presented on work during
the latest intersessional period, the report observes that only
one member state had provided the data requested for study of
an Article XI database — a database that would "facilitate the
exchange of information relating to economic and technological
development in the field of chemicals". {PC-IX/6}

1 December The North Atlantic Council, meeting in ministe-
rial session in Brussels, issues a communiqué which includes
the following: “We continue to consider as essential tasks the
early entry into force of the Chemical Weapons Convention and
the elaboration of measures to strengthen the Biological Weap-
ons Convention”. {US Department of State Dispatch 19 Dec}

1 December The US Army releases the report on a “courtesy
chemical surety inspection” which had been conducted at the
Tooele Chemical Agent Disposal Facility by the Army Inspector
General a month before the former senior safety officer there,
Steve Jones, had publicized his opinion that safety systems
were inadequate [see 23 Sep].  The IG report lists numerous
safety deficiencies.  In its press release disclosing the IG report
and in an attached explanatory note, the Army notes findings in
the IG report that are broadly consistent with those in the later
report by the Army Safety Center [see 21 Nov].

A copy of the Army IG report had earlier been sent anony-
mously to Jones’ lawyer and would be receiving much cover-
age in newspapers next day. {Washington Post and Baltimore
Sun 2 Dec; New York Times 4 Dec}

1 December Paraguay deposits its instrument of ratification
of the Chemical Weapons Convention, becoming the 17th sig-
natory state to do so.

2–14 December In Iraq, the UN ongoing monitoring and veri-
fication work in the BW area [see 15–22 Nov] moves towards
commencement of “interim monitoring”.  Numerous dual-pur-
pose items of equipment at different facilities around the coun-
try are being identified, inventoried and tagged for monitoring;
and re-inventorying has been necessitated by, in UNSCOM’s
words, “Iraq’s failure to declare all such equipment and to notify
movement of it and because of damage to tags already in-
stalled”. {S/1994/1422}  Two biological inspection teams are
currently at work: the 13th (UNSCOM 99) and the 16th (UN-
SCOM 105).

5 December In Tokyo district court, a local ward council wins
permission to cremate and bury the remains of at least 67 peo-
ple believed to have been victims of experiments conducted by
a biological-warfare unit of the former Imperial Japanese Army.
The remains were uncovered in July 1989 at a construction site
in Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo, which had been the location of a military
institute — the former Army Medical College — connected to
the biological-warfare unit.  Action to prevent the cremation had
been brought by a citizens’ group seeking to preserve what
Professor Keiichi Tsuneishi of Kanagawa University described
as “substantial evidence of Japanese war crimes during the
Second World War”.  The Japanese Government has not for-
mally acknowledged existence of the BW unit and has been
suspected of seeking to destroy evidence of it.  The citizens’
group subsequently appeals against the decision to the Tokyo
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high court, which will rule in a year or two. {Kyodo 5 Dec;
Guardian 7 Dec; New Scientist 25 Feb 95}

5 December In Japan, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences
vice president Bu Ping talks to reporters after visiting the site of
a former chemical weapons production facility on Okuno Island,
Hiroshima Prefecture.  He speaks of the chemical munitions
abandoned in China by the former Imperial Japanese Army and
of injuries they have been causing to Chinese workers [see also
Aug].  He calls for remedial action by the Japanese Govern-
ment.  Earlier in his visit to China, Bu Ping had visited a similar
facility in Kitakyushu, Fukuoka Prefecture. {Kyodo 5 Dec in
FBIS-EAS 5 Dec}

5 December In Moscow, at a Greenpeace news conference,
the chairman of the Russian Union for Chemical Security, Lev
Fedorov [see 25 Oct 94] urges Russian ratification of the
Chemical Weapons Convention, which he says is being ham-
pered by the military.  He also says that some 4.5 million chem-
ical munitions had been dumped by Soviet authorities in the
White, Barents, Kara, Black, Okhotsk and Japan Seas since
World War II.  The chairman of the Saratov Union for Chemical
Safety, Vladimir Petrenko [see 9 Jun 93] speaks of an “un-
authorised destruction” of chemical weapons having been con-
ducted earlier in the year at Shikhany. {Interfax 5 Dec in
FBIS-SOV 6 Dec; RFE/RL Daily Report 7 Dec}

5–6 December In Budapest, the Conference on Security and
Co-operation in Europe meets in summit session.  The actions
of the assembled Heads of State and Government of the 52
member states include adoption of an agreed text, Principles
Governing Non-Proliferation, which contains the following: “The
participating States strongly believe that the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, and missiles to deliver them,
poses a threat to international peace, security and stability and
hereby affirm their commitment: to prevent...the acquisition, de-
velopment, production, stockpiling, and use of chemical and bi-
ological weapons...”  The text goes on to oblige participating
states “to enhance and strengthen existing norms against the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction”, specifying mech-
anisms whereby this may be achieved.  Other actions taken
include changing the name of the CSCE to Organization for
Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE). {Trust & Verify
Dec}

5–8 December In Switzerland an international Chemical and
Biological Medical Treatment Symposium takes place at the
NC Laboratories, Spiez, attended by 75 scientists and doctors
from 23 countries.  The symposium, conceived as the first of an
annual series, is chaired by Dr Brian Davey of South Africa.  It
has been organized jointly by the host laboratory, Battelle Me-
morial Institute, and Applied Science and Analysis, Inc. {ASA
Newsletter 21 Dec; CBIAC Newsletter Winter 95}

5–8 December In The Hague, the OPCW Preparatory Com-
mission convenes for its ninth plenary session [see 26–29 Sep].
Participating are 90 of the 159 CWC signatory states, a marked
increase over the previous plenary.  The increase is due mainly
to the participation of more of the member states which have
representation in Brussels but not The Hague.  Important deci-
sions taken include provisional agreement on a developer and
design for the OPCW Building; approval of certain actions relat-
ing to the OPCW Information Management System which will

allow some loosening of the associated log-jam; adoption of a
range of understandings on chemical industry issues; agree-
ment on procedures for proficiency testing of Designated Labo-
ratories; and approval of a revised curriculum for a training
course for National Authority personnel.  The Commission also
renews the contract of its Executive Secretary, Ian Kenyon, for
a further 12 months.  It elects Finn Fostervoll of Norway as
Chairman of the Commission for the six-month period begin-
ning on 8 February 1995, with the representatives of South Af-
rica, Pakistan, the Czech Republic, Ecuador and the United
States as the Vice-Chairmen for the same period.  The session
ends one day earlier than had originally been anticipated.
{CWCB 26, pp 7–10}

6 December In Utah, at a meeting of the Tooele Citizens Ad-
visory Committee on chemdemil, findings are presented from
the fourth formal investigation into safety at the incinerator now
being completed at Tooele Army Depot [see 1 Dec].  The direc-
tor of the Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste of the Utah
Department of Environmental Quality states that, although his
agency had found minor problems, it had found little to substan-
tiate allegations that the design and operating policy of the
chemdemil facility had potentially catastrophic flaws.  The
meeting is told that the investigation broadly confirmed those by
the Army Safety Center and by the Utah Occupational Safety
and Health Administration [see 21 Nov]. {Salt Lake Tribune 7
Dec}

7 December In Moscow, President Yeltsin issues an order
approving lists of dual-use chemicals, equipments and technol-
ogies that are to be placed under export control because of
their potential application in the manufacture of chemical weap-
ons.  The order requires that the government implement a pro-
cess for monitoring the export controls, and replaces an earlier
Presidential Directive [see 16 Sep 92]. {ITAR-TASS in FBIS-
SOV 8 Dec; Rossiyskaya Gazeta 17 Dec in FBIS-SOV 20 Dec}

7 December Romanian preparations for implementing the
Chemical Weapons Convention nationally are described in a
paper distributed as a plenary document of the OPCW Prepa-
ratory Commission. {PC-IX/B/WP.12}

7 December Lesotho signs and deposits its instrument of rat-
ification of the Chemical Weapons Convention.

8 December In Moscow, Dr Vil Mirzayanov [see 1 Sep] tells
reporters that the State Institute of Organic Chemistry and
Technology, his former employer, is now suing him for R33 mil-
lion in damages to reputation caused by what he had been pub-
lishing about GSNIIOKhT.  Mirzayanov says that he made
disclosures at the instigation of the Institute. {Interfax 8 Dec in
RFE/RL Daily Report 9 Dec}

8 December The UK Government, responding to an oral
question in the House of Lords about reasons for its delay in
submitting CWC implementing legislation [see 28 Nov], an-
nounces that the Department of Trade and Industry will issue a
discussion document early in the new year to canvass the
views of industry.  An identical answer is given in response to a
written question in the House of Commons.  In the Lords, the
responding minister suggests that, even if Britain is not among
the original states parties, it will not necessarily lose out on the
benefits of unrestricted trade in scheduled chemicals: there is a
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three year grace period after the Convention enters into force
before restrictions on trade in Schedule 2 chemicals begin.
{Hansard (Lords) oral answers and Hansard (Commons) writ-
ten answers, 8 Dec}

8 December In the UK, Parliament is told by the Defence Min-
istry that, of the 185 Gulf War Veterans concerned about their
health who have come forward for medical assessment, 65
have so far been examined and “all have been found to be
suffering from identifiable complaints, none of which are pecu-
liar to service in the Gulf”.  The Ministry says that it has not
investigated the possibility that the combination of inoculations
and drugs made available to personnel serving in the Gulf [see
21 Nov] could cause health problems such as those that have
been labelled ‘Gulf War Syndrome’.  The Ministry is responding
to what becomes a long and detailed series of questions about
the medical attention received by ailing veterans of the war and
about the anti-CBW medical protection they had been
given.{Hansard (Commons) written answers 8 Dec, 9 Dec, 14
Dec, 16 Dec, 19 Dec, 20 Dec, 13 Jan, 24 Jan, 25 Jan, 26 Jan,
2 Feb, 3 Feb, 8 Feb and 17 Feb 95}

8 December In South Africa, the manager of Protechnik Lab-
oratories [see 12–13 Sep], Phillip Coleman, tells visiting foreign
diplomats and reporters that his company makes small quanti-
ties of CW agents such as mustard gas for research into CW
protective measures.  Protechnik had been set up in 1986, con-
tracted by the South African Defence Force to evaluate CW
protective equipment after reports that South African troops
then fighting in Angola might be exposed to chemical weapons.
The company had been purchased by the state arms agency,
Armscor, three months previously.  Now announcing the pur-
chase, the managing director of Armscor, Tielman de Waal,
says that Protechnik would play an active role in the South Af-
rican implementation of, and adherence to, the Chemical
Weapons Convention, and says South Africa has no stocks of
chemical weapons. {Reuter 8 Dec; Johannesburg Business
Day 9 Dec in FBIS-AFR 12 Dec; Jane’s Defence Weekly 17
Dec}

8 December In the US Senate, the Chairman of the Commit-
tee on Veterans’ Affairs, Senator Jay Rockefeller, releases a
detailed report prepared by the majority staff of the committee,
Is Military Research Hazardous to Veterans’ Health?  Lessons
Spanning Half a Century, which draws from staff investigations
and hearings conducted over the past two years [see 6 May
and 5 Aug].  The report reviews, critically and with recommen-
dations for future policy, all the major military programmes in
which US volunteers have been deliberately exposed to chem-
icals — including the vesicant-agent trials of World War II, Op-
eration Whitecoat involving Seventh Day Adventists, the
radiation and radiological-weapons studies in the late 1940s
and 1950s, and the CW incapacitating-agent programmes of
the CIA and the Army — culminating in the issuing of drugs and
vaccines not yet approved by the Food and Drug Administra-
tion to Desert Shield/Storm personnel for purposes of protec-
tion against CBW attack. {S.Prt.103-97}  The press release
from Senator Rockefeller’s office says: “The report concludes
that for the past 50 years, well-established ethical codes have
required that people who participate in experiments be given a
choice of whether to participate and be warned of the risks.  In
many of the examples cited in the report, including the use of
investigational drugs and vaccines in the Persian Gulf War, the

Pentagon did neither.” {Congressional Press Releases 7 Dec}
The report thus fuels the concerns of those who fear that the
so-called Gulf War Syndrome [see 5 Nov and 8 Dec UK] may
somehow be associated with pyridostigmine, botulinum toxoid
and anthrax vaccine. {AP in Boston Globe 8 Dec}

9 December The Government of Switzerland informs the
OPCW Preparatory Commission that Swiss ratification of the
CWC and legislation to implement the Convention have now
been approved by the two chambers of Parliament.  Once the
three-month consultation period stipulated in the Constitution
has elapsed, the decision on depositing the instruments of rati-
fication will be taken. {PC-IX/B/WP.14}

10 December In Cambodia, the National Army of Democratic
Kampuchea issues a report again [see 18 Nov] accusing the
Government of using chemical weapons against the Cambo-
dian people.  The communiqué states that the Government
“used war planes to drop toxic gas bombs in Kulen district of
Preah Vihear Province” and that three children had been killed.
{Radio of the Provisional Government of National Union and
National Salvation of Cambodia 11 Dec in BBC-SWB 13 Dec}

10 December The Sultan of Oman issues a decree ratifying
the signature of the Chemical Weapons Convention by Oman.
{Radio Oman 10 Dec in BBC-SWB 13 Dec}

11 December In the United States, a death sentence is exe-
cuted in the state of Texas by means of lethal injection. {AFP in
Independent 12 Dec}  It is the 30th judicial killing of the year,
and the 257th since the US Supreme Court resanctioned capi-
tal punishment in 1976.  In US jails there are some 3000 people
currently sentenced to death. {Guardian 5 Jan}

12 December In the UK Parliament, the use of human sub-
jects in experimentation [see 19 Nov] at the Chemical and Bio-
logical Defence Establishment, Porton Down, is considered by
the House of Lords.  The Countess of Mar, introducing the
issue, speaks of there being chronically sick men among peo-
ple who had been used in such experimentation, and states
that the Establishment has not properly adhered to four of the
principles set out in the Declarations of Helsinki concerning
medical research on human beings.  She goes on to speak of
the predicament of the people who have become chronically
sick after serving in the Gulf War and also of the health prob-
lems observable among sheep farmers exposed to organo-
phosphate sheep-dips.  The minister responding for the
government, Lord Henley, states that the Helsinki principles are
all most carefully implemented at Porton through the oversight
work of the independent panel of experts constituting the CBDE
Ethics Committee, which he describes.  He asks for the evi-
dence to be produced which shows that volunteers for Porton
experiments have suffered harm to their health.  He “refutes
flatly” the allegation that the Ministry of Defence has refused to
do anything about the mysterious illnesses of Gulf veterans.
{Hansard (Lords) 12 Dec}

13 December  In Egypt, allegations of Egyptian–Libyan
coöperation in the production of chemical weapons had been
raised by the Director of the US Central Intelligence Agency, Dr
James Woolsey, during his recent visit, according to the Cairo
newspaper Al Shaab, which reports further that Dr Woolsey
had been challenged by Egyptian officials, who denied the
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allegations, to provide the names of the “hundreds” of Egyptian
technicians said to be working in Libya. {DPA 13 Dec}

13 December In Russia, a team of 15 US inspectors has just
spent three days at the State Institute of Organic Synthesis
Technology at Shikhany in the Saratov region [see also 22
Nov].  Institute director A Kochergin tells reporters that the visi-
tors had taken samples from equipment and ground surfaces,
none of which had “revealed the presence of toxic substances”.
{ITAR-TASS 13 Dec in FBIS-SOV 13 Dec}

14 December In Chechnya, the parliament declares that Rus-
sian troops “are using needle bombs and chemical weapons,
and are also opening fire on refugees”. {ITAR-TASS 14 Dec in
FBIS-SOV 15 Dec}  It proposes that observers be sent from
Russia to Chechnya.  The allegations of use of chemical weap-
ons are categorically denied by the Russian Defence Ministry,
where the head of the Radiation, Chemical and Biological Pro-
tection Forces, General Petrov, observes that such weapons
had not even been used in the war against fascism. {ITAR-
TASS 15 Dec in FBIS-SOV 15 Dec}  Chechen allegations of
Russian chemical warfare continue to be heard over the com-
ing weeks. {UNIAN 21 Dec in FBIS-SOV 22 Dec}

14 December The US Defense Department releases a pre-
liminary report on ailing Gulf War veterans from its Com-
prehensive Clinical Evaluation Program (CCEP).  Some 11,000
people still on active duty (or in the reserves or the National
Guard) among the 697,000 veterans of the Gulf War are now
participating in the CCEP, and the report says that 1019 of
them have been fully evaluated.  In 86 percent of these cases,
a known medical illness can be diagnosed, including musculo-
skeletal diseases (16%), digestive diseases (7%), respiratory
diseases (6%) and, in about a quarter of the fully evaluated
cases, psychological conditions including depression, anxiety
and Post Traumatic Stress Disorder.  Diagnosis in the other 14
percent of cases, however, remains elusive.  These preliminary
CCEP findings appear similar to those which have emerged
from the studies of 17,000 other Gulf War veterans thus far
conducted by the Department of Veterans Affairs [see 5 Nov].
The Assistant Defense Secretary for health affairs, Dr Stephen
Joseph, speaks as follows: “It’s clear that we have not identified
a single or unique cause or agent which would be responsible
for a large number or significant proportion of the illnesses in
our Persian Gulf veterans.  The broad spread of symptoms and
diagnoses that we’re finding points very strongly away from
there being a single illness or disease.” {AP in New York Times
14 Dec; Washington Post 14 Dec; Chemical & Engineering
News 19 Dec}  [See also 8 Dec UK]

14 December In Washington, at the Biological Weapons
Breakfast Series cosponsored by the Chemical and Biological
Arms Control Institute and the Center for Strategic and Interna-
tional Studies, Professor Matthew Meselson of Harvard Univer-
sity speaks on The Sverdlovsk Anthrax Outbreak of 1979 [see
18 Nov] and its Implications for Today.

14–15 December NATO defence ministers meet for sessions
of the NATO Defence Planning Committee and the Nuclear
Planning Group.  On their agenda is follow-up work to the re-
cently completed study Assessment of the Proliferation Risks to
NATO.  This classified study, which NATO foreign ministers, it
seems, had just approved at the North Atlantic Council meeting

[see 1 Dec], reportedly presents a region-by-region review of
sources of supply of nuclear and CBW weapons, local exper-
tise, knowledge of production techniques and production ca-
pacity, and also sets out “key judgements” about implications
for NATO. {Atlantic News 13 Dec; Defense News 23 Jan 95}
The defence ministers’ communiqué states that “NATO as a
defensive Alliance must address the range of capabilities
needed to discourage weapons of mass destruction (WMD)
proliferation and use and, if necessary, to counter this risk by
improving the protection of NATO populations, territory and
forces”.  The Defence Group on Proliferation will be determin-
ing the range of capabilities needed. {Atlantic News 16 Dec}

15 December The Chernomyrdin-Gore Commission, meeting
today, has the Chemical Weapons Convention on its agenda.

15 December Iran is being frustrated in its attempts to estab-
lish an overseas procurement network for acquiring foreign
technology for its weapons programmes, according to a survey
being conducted by the UK Defence Intelligence Staff reported
in Economist Foreign Report {15 Dec}.  This is the latest in a
series of recently published reports attributed to one intelli-
gence agency or another of Iranian efforts to acquire CBW and
other weapons.  Thus, a month previously, Foreign Report {17
Nov} had quoted what it portrayed as German intelligence pa-
pers “warning that an Indian consortium is building a pesticide
plant in Iran which might be linked to the production of chemical
weapons” [see also 21 Feb 92].

Some three weeks later, an unidentified senior Israeli official
is quoted in Yediot Aharanot as saying that Iran is developing
its capacity to produce chemical weapons and is stockpiling
large quantities.  The newspaper also states that Iran has
launched a project to develop biological weapons at pharma-
ceutical plants. {AFP 4 Jan 95}

15 December The UN Security Council receives its eighth
six-monthly report on the work of UNSCOM under Gulf War
ceasefire Resolution 687 (1991).  The report covers the period
10 June to 9 December.  Much of the effort expended had gone
into establishing and testing the ongoing monitoring and verifi-
cation (OMV) system [see 7 Oct], but the report notes that,
since October, “the Commission has been forced to redirect
more of its total resources to resolving outstanding issues in
relation to the past programmes and to the establishment of the
export/import mechanism required under paragraph 7 of Secu-
rity Council resolution 715 (1991).”  Computerized data-bases
are being developed for all-source data.

Establishing the OMV system has required, the report says,
“the collation and analysis of data about Iraq’s dual-purpose ca-
pabilities, the preparation of monitoring and verification proto-
cols for each site to be monitored, the inventorying and tagging
of identified dual-purpose items, the installation of sensors, the
establishment of the Baghdad Monitoring and Verification Cen-
tre and communications with remote-controlled sensors, and
the dispatch of resident monitoring groups to Iraq to serve in the
Centre.”

Establishing the export/import mechanism has involved “fur-
ther seminars...with international experts to elaborate the items
to be covered by the mechanism and to create a practical, ef-
fective and durable system”.  The report lays stress on the need
for the mechanism to be operational prior to any easing of the
UN sanctions on Iraq.
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Establishing a complete and accurate record of past Iraqi
weapons programmes in now-proscribed areas has involved
not only continuing dialogue between UNSCOM and Iraqi au-
thorities but also intensified contacts between UNSCOM and
governments of countries which had in the past supported or
supplied the programmes.  As a result, further shortcomings in
the Iraqi disclosures of past work have become apparent.  The
report says: “The Commission has both direct and indirect evi-
dence that Iraq is still failing to declare equipment and materials
acquired for and capable of use in proscribed programmes and
that its accounts of certain of its projects do not reflect their true
purpose and their role as part of now proscribed weapons pro-
grammes.  In general, in relation to the past programmes, Iraq
has not volunteered information and has shown marked lack of
transparency, disclosing information only when confronted with
evidence by the Commission.  Iraq maintains its claim, not be-
lieved by the Commission, that it has destroyed all documenta-
tion related to these programmes and that no other tangible
proofs exist to support its accounts.  Indeed, events of the past
six months have strengthened the Commission’s conviction
that important documentation still exists and that the Iraqi au-
thorities have taken the conscious decision not to release it
freely to the Commission.” 

Iraq’s past BW programme [see 23 Sept and 14–17 Nov]
has presented the greatest problem here.  “Iraq’s account is
minimal and has no inherent logic.  While access has been pro-
vided to interview the personnel involved in the declared pro-
gramme, interviewees refused to answer questions relating to
the programme, providing only incomplete and misleading in-
formation.  While Iraq maintains that the programme was in the
early research stages and would be defensively oriented, the
indications all point to an offensive programme.  In these cir-
cumstances, the Commission cannot yet provide a material
balance for this programme.”

As to the declarations required from Iraq under the OMV
plan, which include disclosure of potentially dual-use civilian
equipments and facilities, the report says that the “situation is
better” — except, again, in the biological area.  Iraq had, how-
ever, submitted new declarations in November, thus facilitating
the progress towards OMV which was now starting to be
realised in the biological area [see 2–14 Dec].

In the chemical area, in contrast, the report states that OMV
“is...proceeding well”.  The chemical monitoring group [see 2
Oct] operating out of the Baghdad Monitoring and Verification
Centre is now “completing the protocol-building and tagging
process at sites of secondary importance, such as universities,
while conducting ongoing monitoring and verification of key
sites”.  It continues: “Four chemical sensors have been in-
stalled at one site and a further 20 should be installed at other
sites in January 1995.  Monitoring cameras and flow meters
should be installed by the same date.  A small chemical labora-
tory will be installed at the Centre in February 1995.”
{S/1994/1422}  

15 December The UN General Assembly adopts a resolution
welcoming the final report of the Special Conference of BWC
States Parties [see 19–30 Sep 94] and requesting the UN Sec-
retary-General to provide all necessary assistance to the Ad
Hoc Group which the Conference had established.
{A/RES/49/86}

There is no resolution of the Assembly on the Chemical
Weapons Convention.

15 December The American Defense Preparedness Associ-
ation sponsors a seminar on non-lethal warfare technology
[see 14 Nov].  The seminar is addressed by the Commandant
of the US Air Command and Staff College, Colonel John War-
den.  Antipersonnel chemical weapons are not included among
the numerous illustrations of the technology which he presents.
{Defense Week 9 Jan}

17 December In Japan, a former staff officer of the Japanese
Imperial Army discloses records indicating that the United
States had acquired data on Japanese BW experiments [see 5
Dec] from himself and two former colleagues in return for im-
munity from prosecution as war criminals.  The three officers
had been questioned on their BW work by a special scientific
investigation mission sent by the General Headquarters of the
US Army Pacific Command in October 1945.  The interrogator
had stated that all information provided by the three men would
be submitted in a secret report to the President of the United
States.  One of the three men, a colonel, was regarded as the
right-hand man of Lt-Gen Shiro Ishii. {Kyodo 17 Dec in FBIS-
EAS 19 Dec}

19 December In Iraq, UNSCOM inspectors have recently
found some 25 litres of diagnostic media for cholera, tuberculo-
sis and plague, according to unidentified “diplomatic sources”.
The finding is said to have excited speculation that Iraq has
been pursuing a wider BW research programme than had pre-
viously been supposed [see 15 Dec UN]. {Reuter 19 Dec}

19 December The Council of the European Community ap-
proves a regulation establishing an EC regime, under Article
113 of the Treaty of Rome, for the control of exports of dual-use
goods [see 13–14 Jun 94].  The Council also approves a deci-
sion on joint action, under Treaty of Maastricht Article J.3 (the
Common Foreign and Security Policy), for implementing the re-
gime.  Both legal acts will come into effect on 1 March 1995.
Included in the joint action is a list of dual-use goods subject to
export controls.  The list is an aggregate of MTCR, CoCom,
NSG and Australia Group lists.  Included in the regulation is a
‘catch-all’ provision whereby an exporter is to become obliged
to obtain an export licence once informed by his authorities that
the goods concerned, even ones not on the control list, may be
intended for use in connection with, inter alia, CBW weapons.
{Atlantic News 5 Jan; Defense News 9 Jan}

20 December The UK Defence Ministry defers a response to
a parliamentary question about “the danger posed by Second
World War bombs buried at RAF Llandwrog” in North Wales,
the bombs being “German chemical bombs”. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 20 Dec and 31 Jan}  It later states that
tabun nerve gas was the CW agent which had been stored at
the base. {Hansard (Commons) written answers 16 Feb}

20 December In the UK Parliament, the putative Gulf War
Syndrome is debated in the House of Commons [see also 8
Dec].  A former Health minister, Edwina Currie, introducing the
issue, identifies a broad range of theoretical explanations for
the undiagnosed illnesses, including the possibility of adverse
reactions to the numerous vaccines, drugs, pesticides and
other chemicals to which veterans had been exposed.  She is
critical of the way some sufferers have been treated, and calls
for a joint investigation of their illnesses by the Department of
Health and the Ministry of Defence.  Responding for the
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government, Armed Forces Minister Nicholas Soames des-
cribes the Defence Ministry’s medical assessment programme.
He rejects the call for an independent inquiry, saying: “in the
absence of any confirmed scientific evidence that there is a
health problem resulting from Gulf service, I do not believe that
there are any grounds at present for such an inquiry”.  He adds:
“[D]espite the lack of scientific evidence we keep a genuinely
open mind.  We shall continue our investigations based on a
medical and scientific evaluation of the growing data bank
resulting from our medical assessment programme and we
shall monitor other developments closely, especially those in
the United States of America.” {Hansard (Commons) 20 Dec}

21–22 December In The Hague there is a high-level meeting
of the 23 former CoCom and CoCom-coöperating countries at
which they reaffirm their commitment to establish CoCom-
followon arrangements [see 28–30 Mar].  Work to this end is
subsequently described as follows by the British government:
“Multilateral negotiations to establish an export control regime
to tackle new threats posed by excessive build-up of conven-
tional weapons and related technology are continuing.  Work-
ing groups have been established to agree and recommended
[sic] on those goods to be controlled, the procedures for ex-
ports, the membership of the organisation and related adminis-
trative matters.  The Government are committed to controls
which are straight forward, responsible and transparent but
which do not place an unnecessary bureaucratic burden on le-
gitimate trade.  They should be linked to identifiable threats and
consistent with our international commitments.” {Hansard
(Commons) written answers 10 Jan}

22 December Iraq possesses hundreds of biological weap-
ons and tens of Scud missiles hidden from UN inspectors ac-
cording to a former army general, Wafiq al-Samirra’i, quoted by
Agence France Presse. {Voice of the Islamic Republic of Iran
23 Dec in FBIS-NES 29 Dec}  [See also 19 Dec]

22 December Greece deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, the 19th signatory state to
do so.

22 December In the US Senate Foreign Relations Commit-
tee, a trip report is submitted on the staff mission to The Hague
and Moscow on issues regarding Senate ratification of the
Chemical Weapons Convention [see 13–20 Nov].  The report
recommends that the Committee should consider holding fur-
ther hearings on the treaty in the new Congress on four specific
topics: “1) the transfer of information under the Wyoming MOU;
2) progress on US-Russian agreement on the implementation
of the Bilateral Destruction Agreement (BDA); 3) an examina-
tion of US costs associated with implementation of the BDA and
CWC; 4) the affect, if any, the CWC might have on signatories
known to be involved in the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction, such as China and Iran, and on rogue nations
which have refused to sign the CWC, such as Iraq.”  The trip
report adds: “The Committee may also wish to invite the three
Russian dissident scientists [Drs Vil Mirzayanov, Vladimir Uglev
and Lev Fedorov] to discuss the CWC in a public session or in
a private meeting in the United States”.

23 December In the United States, the Bureau of Export Ad-
ministration publishes a notice announcing that it is developing
regulations and procedures on the obligations of chemical in-

dustry under the Chemical Weapons Convention.  Some 6000
commercial chemical facilities may be affected [see 1 Nov].
The notice sets a one-month deadline for submission of written
comments prior to drafting the regulations. {BNA Chemical
Regulation Daily 6 Jan}

27 December In Washington, newly declassified documents
on the former US radiological weapons programme [see 15
Dec 93] are disclosed.  They indicate that the principal offen-
sive value of radiological weapons had been seen to lie in their
ability to terrorize and paralyse industrial cities through radioac-
tive contamination.  The documents also include 1947 Army
papers on the possibility of combined radiological/biological
and radiological/chemical weapons. {AP in Washington Post 27
Dec}

28 December In Washington a report by the US General Ac-
counting Office is released on the Army’s disposal programme
for chemical munitions, materiel and facilities that are not spe-
cifically included in the US stockpile of unitary chemical weap-
ons.  The Army’s estimates for destruction of the US stockpile
of binary munitions and for disposing of former chemical
weapon production facilities are that the binary chemdemil can
be done for $190 million and the CWPF disposal for $420 mil-
lion, both within a period of ten years. {GAO/NSIAD-95-55}

28 December–31 January In Iraq, the United Nations has
now commenced “interim monitoring” in the BW area under the
plan for ongoing monitoring and verification of WMD-nonarma-
ment by Iraq [see 15 Dec].  The first UNSCOM biological mon-
itoring group, IBG-1, is at work.  Its task is “to obtain for the key
sites the information that Iraq should have declared and which
is required to create monitoring and verification protocols for
those sites” [see 2–14 Dec].  These key sites will then be mon-
itored by the group. {S/1994/1422}

29 December In New York, US District Court Judge Jack
Weinsten signs an order delaying until 17 January the shut-
down of the Agent Orange compensation fund.  He has thus
allowed an extra fortnight for Vietnam-War veterans and fami-
lies of veterans to apply for a share of the $21 million still re-
maining. {USA Today 29 Dec; Boston Globe 30 Dec}  The $180
million fund had been established under his oversight a decade
previously after chemical manufacturers reached an out-of-
court settlement with veterans suing for compensation for alleg-
edly Orange-related illnesses [see 6 Mar 91].

30 December President Clinton transmits to the US Congress
a new status report on efforts to obtain Iraqi compliance with
UN Security Council resolutions.  On the financial situation of
UNSCOM the report says: “Without more cash, UNSCOM will
have to begin phasing down its operations in December and
completely disband by mid-February 1995.  Some countries in
the region have agreed to provide emergency funding.  While
this may take care of the immediate crisis, lack of funding will be
a chronic problem.” {US Newswire 4 Jan}

30 December The US Army directs that the workforce at
Tooele Army Depot be reduced from the currently approved
level of 754 to 560 in FY 1996.  This action is subsequently
criticized as jeopardizing safety in the projected chemdemil op-
erations in the incinerator nearing completion there [see 6 Dec].
{Inside the Army 16 Jan}
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31 December In Chechnya, secessionist forces explode
chemical landmines in the path of Federal troops advancing on
Groznyy, according to a report from the Russian Federal
Troops Command [see also 14 Dec].  The report states that the
mines are set off by radio signal, causing 40-kg containers of
chlorine to rupture with consequent casualties among the mili-
tary and civilian population.  Secessionists also pour liquid hy-
drogen cyanide over highways, according to the report.
{ITAR-TASS 1 Jan}

To investigate the report, a special group of observers is
later dispatched by the Russian provisional Commission Moni-
toring the Observance of Constitutional Rights and Freedoms,
so it is announced by Commission Chairman Valentin Kovalev,
Deputy Speaker of the State Duma. {ITAR-TASS 4 Jan in FBIS-
SOV 5 Jan}  But the leader of the Yabloko Group in the Duma,
Grigoriy Yavlinskiy, characterizes the report as official rumour-
mongering designed to facilitate use of chemical weapons by
Federal forces. {Interfax 4 Jan in FBIS-SOV 5 Jan}  A similar
suggestion had been made in Groznyy the day previously by
Chechen deputy foreign minister Ruslan Chimayev. {Interfax 3
Jan in BBC-SWB 4 Jan}

The Russian army’s chief medical officer, General Ivan
Chizh, tells a press conference on 17 January that there was no
evidence of Chechen forces having used chemical weapons:
his Medical Directorate had seen no evidence of poisoning by
chemical substances. {NTV 17 Jan in BBC-SWB 19 Jan}

3 January From Japan there is a report that sarin nerve-gas
has recently been detected at a village near Mount Fuji where
local people have complained of nausea and breathing difficul-
ties.  As in the Matsumoto episode [see 28 Jun 94], Japanese
authorities have been unable to trace the source. {London
Times 3 Jan}

3 January In New Delhi, government and chemical industry
representatives meet once again to consider the impact of
CWC implementation upon the industry.  The meeting is
chaired by the Secretary of the Department of Chemicals and
Petrochemicals in the Ministry of Chemicals & Fertilisers, K K
Mathur, with participation from the Ministry of External Affairs
and Department of Defence Research and Development.  Sec-
retary Mathur is reported to have assured industry that the Con-
vention would provide a nondiscriminatory approach to trade in
scheduled chemicals, with all nations having equal rights; also
that states parties are expected to coöperate in areas of tech-
nology including research and development.{New Delhi Finan-
cial Express 3 Jan}

3 January Iran issues a statement in The Hague recalling that
it had been the victim of 252 CW attacks by Iraq from which
40,000 people were still suffering after-effects.  The statement
continues: “The Embassy of the Islamic Republic of Iran
strongly refutes any allegation that Iran is engaged in any kind
of activities related to chemical weapons issues [see 15 Dec
94].  The Islamic Republic of Iran, as a main victim of weapons
of mass destruction, has under no circumstances attempted,
nor will it ever attempt, to develop or posess these antihuman
weapons.  It attributes great value to the Chemical Weapons
Convention.” {Media Monitor 3 Jan}

3 January German chemical companies, Stern magazine re-
ports, are among those being sued by US veterans of the Gulf
War for damages for illness allegedly caused by exposure to

chemical weapons which the companies had enabled Iraq to
acquire [see 2 Nov]. The companies named in the billion-dollar
lawsuit, which is being brought by some 2000 US veterans,
include Degussa AG of Frankfurt, Heberger Bau, Preussag AG
of Hanover, Sigma GmbH, and Thyssen AG of Düsseldorf.
{Stern 5 Jan}

3 January In the UK Defence Ministry, the new post of Assis-
tant Chief Scientific Adviser (Non-Proliferation) is taken by Dr
Graham Pearson, who will continue as Director General of
CBDE Porton Down until 31 March.  Dr Graham Coley, hitherto
Assistant Chief Scientific Adviser (Projects), assumes respon-
sibility for CBDE operational matters; on 1 April he will become
Managing Director of CBDE under its new dispensation as an
element within the Defence Evaluation and Research Agency.
DERA, operating on a trading fund, is to comprise the Defence
Operational Analysis Centre, the numerous institutions that
constitute the Defence Research Agency, the Directorate Gen-
eral for Test and Evaluation, and CBDE [see also 20 Aug 94].
CBDE itself is being reorganized into five functional areas —
Hazard Assessment, Detection & Protection, Decontamination,
Medical Countermeasures, and Site Operations — led by Dr
David Anderson, CBD Sector Director; responsibility for scien-
tific and technical policy, strategy and quality is to rest with Di-
visional Technical Director, Dr Rick Hall.

Later, Dr Pearson writes that CBDE will continue “contribut-
ing to the technical debate in regard to chemical and biologi-
cal...arms and export control”. {ASA Newsletter 16 Feb}

3 January Death of Sherry Stetson Mannix, chemical weap-
ons negotiator with the US Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency since leaving the US Air Force in 1984.

4 January In the United States, a death sentence is executed
in the state of Texas by means of lethal injection [see also 11
Dec 94].  It is the 86th execution in Texas since 1982. {Guard-
ian and Independent 5 Jan}

4 January The US Institute of Medicine publishes an interim
report from its Committee to Review Health Consequences of
Service during the Persian Gulf War [see 28 Feb 94].  The re-
port, Health Consequences of Service during the Persian Gulf
War: Initial Findings and Recommendations for Immediate Ac-
tion, reviews investigations of the putative Gulf War Syndrome
currently being conducted by the Departments of Defense, Vet-
erans Affairs and Health and Human Services [see 14 Dec 94].
The report is critical and presents numerous recommendations,
one of them proposing that the establishment of a single com-
prehensive data system enabling researchers to track the
health of Gulf War veterans be coördinated by the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States.  Other recommendations propose
ways of extending work at present overseen by the Persian
Gulf Veterans Coordinating Board.  The US Congress had
called upon the National Academy of Sciences (of which the
Institute is a part) to conduct the review some 18 months pre-
viously.

As to CBW, the report says that there is no evidence that
chemical or biological weapons were used in the Gulf War, and
that the unexplained illnesses could not be attributed either to
CBW or to accidental exposure to stored CBW weapons or re-
search material.  Nor was it likely, the report says, that the “non-
specific complaints associated with service during Operation
Desert Storm” were caused, as some had suggested [see 8
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Dec 94], by administered BW vaccines or the nerve-gas pro-
phylactic pyridostigmine.  The report does, however, recom-
mend that, in order to “resolve uncertainties”, research should
be conducted into interactions of pyridostigmine and various
pesticides and insect-repellents.  And the report supports the
proposed large-scale epidemiological study.

4 January The US Senate Republican Policy Committee is-
sues a ‘legislative forecast’ for the first session of the new Con-
gress.  This states that the Senate Armed Services Committee
is “expected to revisit the national security implications of the
Chemical Weapons Convention”.  As regards the Foreign Rela-
tions Committee, the forecast makes no prediction, but it does
say that, “due to the Clinton Administration’s failure to provide
answers to basic questions posed by the Armed Services Com-
mittee and Republicans on the SFRC, the committee did not
move forward on the CWC” [see also 8 Nov 94].

4 January In the United States, construction at Aberdeen
Proving Ground of a $150 million pilot plant for studying non-in-
cinerative chemdemil gains support during a joint meeting of
the Maryland Citizens’ Advisory Commission for Chemical
Weapons Demilitarization and an Army advisory committee
from the National Research Council. {Baltimore Sun 8 Jan} 

4–6 January In Geneva the Ad Hoc Group established by
states parties to the 1972 Biological Weapons Convention at
their Special Conference three months previously [see 19–30
Sep 94] convenes under the chairmanship of Ambassador
Tibor Tóth of Hungary for an inaugural procedural session, with
49 states parties participating.  UN Centre for Disarmament Af-
fairs Deputy Director Sohrab Kheradi serves as Secretary.  The
Group agrees a programme of work for a session during 10–21
July; and it decides that another session will be held during 27
November to 8 December, in the course of which a decision on
work during 1996 would be taken.  Four Friends of the Chair will
be appointed on specific issues: Definitions of Terms and Ob-
jective Criteria (from the NAM); Confidence-Building and Trans-
parency Measures (from the Eastern European Group);
Measures to Promote Compliance (from the Western Group);
Measures Related to Article X (also from the NAM). {BWC/AD
HOC GROUP/WP.2*}

5 January Japan is to send a fact-finding mission to China
later this month to begin making arrangements for disposing of
poison-gas shells abandoned in China by the former Imperial
Japanese Army.  Having regard to the likely entry of the Chem-
ical Weapons Convention into force at the end of 1995, Japan
is considering starting the actual disposal work in 1996.  So say
unidentified government sources quoted in Yomiuri Shimbun,
which reports, further, that the Chinese Government has in-
formed Japan that about two million munitions containing a total
of about 100 tons of CW agent are involved, at some 30 loca-
tions in northeastern China [see also 5 Dec 94]. {Kyodo 5 Jan}

5 January In Iraq, the regime is hiding more than 80 Scud
missiles and 200 biological bombs, according to an opposition
broadcast from the north of the country. {Voice of Iraqi People
in FBIS-NES 9 Jan}  The same information is published in the
London newspaper Al-Hayah {5 Jan in FBIS-NES 9 Jan}, with
attribution to staff Major-General Wafiq al-Samirra’i [see 22 Dec
94], formerly director of Iraqi military intelligence until his depar-
ture to North Iraq.  The paper also quotes him as vehemently

criticizing President Saddam Hussein for squandering “tens of
billions of dollars on the nuclear, germ and chemical industries”.

The general is later quoted, in a statement released by the
Iraqi National Congress (an opposition coalition based in Iraqi
Kurdistan which the general had joined in December), as say-
ing that Saddam Hussein had taken a decision early in 1988 to
attack Tehran with chemical weapons.  Implementation of this
decision was forestalled when, in April 1988, the war with Iran
turned in Iraq’s favour. {AFP 10 Jan}

5 January In Poland, draft legislation authorizing the Presi-
dent to ratify the Chemical Weapons Convention receives its
first reading in the Sejm and is referred to the Defence, Internal
Affairs and Legislative Committees. {PAP 9 Jan}

7 January In Washington it is being said that US aid to Russia
may be withheld unless Russia augments its contribution to the
US–Russian exchange of information on past chemical-weap-
ons programmes under Phase II of the Wyoming Memorandum
of Understanding [see 10–14 Oct 94].  Attributing an unidenti-
fied “senior State Department official”, the Washington Post re-
ports that Russia is being told that failure to deliver the data
may disrupt disbursement of Nunn–Lugar funds.  Such dis-
bursement requires prior Presidential certification to the Con-
gress each year that Russia is complying with arms-control
agreements; this year’s certification is apparently being de-
layed.  In a special report to the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee on Russian compliance with CBW agreements [see 1
Oct 94], the administration had voiced certain specific “con-
cerns” and “questions”.  The matter is reportedly on the agenda
of the US–Russian ministerial talks due in ten days time in Ge-
neva. {Washington Post 7 Jan; Chemical & Engineering News
16 Jan}

Nunn–Lugar assistance had been mentioned in a press
statement put out the day previously by the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee as virtually the only foreign aid bill ever sup-
ported by incoming chairman Senator Jesse Helms. {Defense
News 9 Jan}  From FY 1992 through 1995, Nunn–Lugar funds
totalling $1270 million have been made available, but only a
fraction of that has yet been obligated. {Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientists Jan/Feb}

The commander of the Russian Radiation, Chemical and
Biological Protection Troops, Col-Gen Stanislav Petrov, issues
a statement rejecting reports that Russia is not complying with
the Wyoming MOU.  He says: “American experts carried out
the latest inspection in the last days of the past year.  The ex-
perts examined the production programme of one of the enter-
prises and made sure that Russia’s reporting was truthful.”   He
also states that Russia has no forces interested in retaining
chemical weapons, as the West knows full well. {ITAR-TASS
12 Jan in BBC-SWB 18 Jan}

9 January In Chechnya, secessionist sources report that
Federal Russian aviation, in its bombardment of Groznyy, has
dropped more than 30 chemical bombs, killing citizens.
{TURAN 9 Jan in FBIS-SOV 10 Jan}  Three days previously,
Russian Duma deputy Ayvars Lezdinsh had told reporters that
Federal forces had dropped chemicals into a Groznyy reser-
voir, contaminating the water [see also 14 Dec 94].
{Radiostantsiya Ekho Moskvy 6 Jan in FBIS-SOV 9 Jan}

9 January In Warsaw, at a press conference on the tasks of
Polish armed forces concerning the observance of the CWC,
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Colonel Wladyslaw Karcz speaks of the requirement to destroy
the country’s stocks of chemical weapons [see 15 Jan 93] if
Poland ratifies the Convention [see 5 Jan].  These stocks con-
sist of the irritant agent adamsite, held in storage since World
War II.  Destruction is estimated to cost some $2.8 million.
{PAP 9 Jan}

9 January The UK Government is asked why an official report
on the death from mustard gas of a schoolboy in 1942 should
remain in sealed files at the Public Records Office while being
publicly available in the United States.  The situation is being
cited as “another example of how Britain’s secrecy laws have
been used to cover up clear cases of official neglect”.  The boy,
Henry Mills, had reportedly been playing with part of a mustard-
gas bomb he had found on an Army dump in Newport. {Guard-
ian 10 Jan}  Responding to Parliamentary questions, the
Ministry of Defence states variously that it does not hold a copy
of the report, that medical records relating to individuals are
withheld from the Public Records Office as “medical in confi-
dence”, and that not all UK material now declassified in the
United States has survived in British archives. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 17 Jan}

10 January In New York, technical talks between UNSCOM
and a visiting Iraqi team are in progress.  Iraq has provided new
documentation on its CW program during 1983-87. {Reuter 10
Jan}

Speaking to reporters after briefing the Security Council on
the work of UNSCOM, Chairman Ekéus indicates that, after all,
more than six months may be needed to ascertain that the On-
going Monitoring and Verification system in place in Iraq since
October [see 7 Oct 94] is working properly: “Iraq in the autumn
stopped providing us with necessary information.  This delayed
things and forced us to ring alarm bells”. {Reuter 10 Jan} [See
also 15 Dec 94]

10 January In Washington, departing Director of Central In-
telligence James Woolsey testifies before the Senate Select
Committee on Intelligence.  Also testifying are the Director of
the Defense Intelligence Agency, Lt-Gen James Clapper, and
the Assistant Secretary of State for Intelligence and Research,
Toby Gati. {Reuter 10 Jan}

The prepared statement of Dr Woolsey includes several ref-
erences to CBW weapons proliferation.  It makes mention of
“our own evidence that Iraq is still hiding Scud missiles, chemi-
cal munitions, elements of its nuclear weapons development
program, and its program to develop biological weapons”.  It
says: “Iran’s chemical weapons program — developed during
the 1980s in response to Iraqi CW attacks — is expanding, and
Iran also maintains an offensive biological warfare program and
a clandestine nuclear weapons program”. And: “We are watch-
ing the progress of Libya’s development of underground chem-
ical weapons facilities and are using our intelligence, where
possible, to deny Qadhafi foreign assistance.  But Libya’s per-
sistence is likely to result in the completion of its second chem-
ical weapons production facility by late in this decade.  As you
may recall, Libya completed work on its Rabta CW facility in
1988.” {FDCH Congressional Testimony 10 Jan}

11 January Tajikistan deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, the 20th signatory state to
do so.

12 January The UN Security Council conducts its 23rd bi-
monthly review of the economic sanctions imposed on Iraq,
once again deciding not to lift them.

12–14 January In Kaliningrad near Moscow there is a NATO
advanced research workshop on the problem of sea-dumped
chemical weapons. {International Herald Tribune 5 Jan}

13 January OPCW headquarters are to be housed in The
Hague in a new eight-storey building designed by Kallmann,
McKinnell and Wood, located between the Catsheuvel and the
Netherlands Congress Centre.  A provisional decision to this
effect taken last year now becomes final upon expiration of the
period agreed for formal opposition.  Financing problems have
yet to be resolved, but it is expected that construction will begin
in October for completion in 1997. {De Telegraaf 14 Jan}

13 January UN Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali
writes, on the occasion of the second anniversary of the open-
ing for signature of the Chemical Weapons Convention, to the
foreign ministers of 137 states members and three non-mem-
bers of the United Nations.  The 50-plus states he does not
write to include those that have not signed the treaty and also
the 19 that have both signed and ratified it.  He appeals for the
personal leadership of the ministers in the completion of their
countries’ ratification processes.  He observes that, if the CWC
is to enter into force during 1995, which is the 50th anniversary
year of the United Nations, the 65th ratification will need to be
deposited not later than 4 July. {Reuter 27 Jan; Washington
Times 31 Jan}

14 January UK Defence Secretary Malcolm Rifkind has an-
nounced the formation for the first time in the British Army of a
specialized NBC Defence regiment.  The new unit will support
the Army’s existing NBC defence arrangements at all levels.  It
will also have counter-terrorist and civil protection duties.  Its
equipment will include Fox NBC reconnaissance vehicles and
also the joint US/UK Integrated Biological Detection Systems
currently under development. {Jane’s Defence Weekly 14 Jan}

16 January The OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat is-
sues a vacancy notice for Head of Information Systems
Branch, a P-5 position within the PTS Administration Division.
Notices of candidature are due in by 15 March.

16 January In the UK, the chief executive of the Chemical
and Biological Defence Establishment at Porton Down, Dr Gra-
ham Pearson, states that his labs have been using more ani-
mals recently because of the increased emphasis that has
been placed on BW defence since the Gulf War. {Hansard
(Commons) written answers 16 Jan}

16 January The US General Accounting Office releases a re-
port reviewing the Army’s prediction of how long chemical
weapons can safely be stored, and reviews also the Army’s
contingency plans for disposing of chemical weapons that have
become dangerous.  During the period 1983 through 1993, a
total of 1824 chemical munitions, mostly sarin-filled M55 rock-
ets, were found to have developed external leaks.  The report
recommends the Defense Secretary to direct the Army to ex-
pand its monitoring activities and to develop a contingency plan
for emergency disposal of M55 rockets. {GAO/NSIAD-95-67}
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17 January Mongolia deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, the 21st signatory state to
do so.

17 January The US Government Printing Office has now pub-
lished the Senate Armed Services Committee hearings on the
CWC [see 18 Aug 94]. {S.HRG.103-835}  The print includes
several written submissions for the record provided to the Com-
mittee after the hearing, notably summaries of past Executive-
branch consideration of the need to retain CW retaliatory
capability and also of the riot-control-agent issue.

The print also includes a ‘sanitized’ transcript of a closed-
session briefing by the US intelligence community “on the
chemical weapons threat and an assessment of its ability to
monitor and verify compliance with the CWC” [see 11 Aug 94].
The briefing had been given by two CIA officials: Major-General
John R Landry, National Intelligence Officer for General Pur-
pose Forces, and Carolyn Stettner, chief of the CB Issues
Team of the Arms Control Intelligence Staff.

General Landry had used six slides for his threat briefing.
These grouped countries into ones which, in the assessment of
the intelligence community, had “Active CW Programs”, “Inac-
tive CW Programs” (four countries), “Inconclusive CW Pro-
grams” (two countries, on which “information is insufficient to
make a determination of the existence of a program”) and
“Watch Programs” (ten countries, “assessed to have the politi-
cal motivation and the technical capability to develop an offen-
sive CW program, but reliable information regarding the
existence of such programs is too limited to make a call”).  The
slides also identified “supplier” and “facilitator” countries.
Countries with “active” programmes (apparently numbering 13
or perhaps 15, depending on how what is left after the
‘sanitization’ is viewed, nine of them being among the signato-
ries of the CWC) were differentiated according to whether they
were or were not judged to possess stockpiled CW agent in an
amount exceeding one ton.  This threshold was explained as
reflecting the view of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff
that “the militarily significant level of CW holding that will be of
concern under some circumstances is 1 ton” [see also 14 Jan
94].  General Landry further explained that countries without
such stockpiles could nevertheless have been judged to have
“active” programmes because they were engaged either in
“R&D” (all of them) or “Production” (all but two of them) or
“Weaponization” (five of the programmes were assessed as not
having reached this state).  A further differentiation of active-
programme countries was according to whether the evidence of
their possessing a stockpile (presumably of at least one agent-
ton, though this is not clear) was or was not inconclusive; Gen-
eral Landry had also said that one of the listed countries “in our
judgment at the moment does not possess stockpiles”.  One of
the slides detailed CW capabilities of eight selected countries,
identifying categories of CW agent and munition possessed.
The identities of only four of them remain undeleted in the print:
Russia, Iraq, Libya and North Korea.

18 January UK Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd, appearing
before the House of Commons Foreign Affairs Committee, is
asked why Britain is being so laggardly in ratifying the CWC
[see also 8 Dec 94].  He speaks of the competing demands on
legislative time that face the Department of Trade and Industry,
which has the lead on the requisite domestic legislation.  He
says that “the Government collectively has to take a view”, add-
ing: “In this particular case the DTI have to take a view about

their own priorities”.  His expectation is that the UK will ratify,
but not during the present session of Parliament.  Pressed, he
agrees that the government could in principle bring forward the
enabling legislation. {HC papers (Session 1994-95) 34-vi}

18 January In the UK, the opposition Labour Party calls for “a
full and independent medical inquiry” [see 20 Dec 94] into the
putative Gulf War Syndrome {news release 18 Jan}.  Shadow
Defence Secretary David Clark says that a Labour government
“would have a full epidemiological study”.  Armed Forces Minis-
ter Nicholas Soames issues a statement saying that “the latest
scientific and clinical data, both in the UK and the US, confirms
that there is no evidence for a Gulf War Syndrome”.  He says
further that, in the 77 cases among British Gulf War veterans
thus far examined, medical experts have found evidence of
conditions unrelated to Gulf War service.  The all-party House
of Commons Defence Committee announces that it will inquire
into the syndrome next month. {Reuter 18 Jan; Daily Telegraph
19 Jan}  Meanwhile, some 45 afflicted veterans have been
granted legal aid to sue the Ministry of Defence for negligence
[see 21 Nov 94], and many more applications are still being
processed. {Independent 19 Jan}

18 January The World Health Organization Governing Board
decides to defer decision on whether the last known stocks of
smallpox virus, held in Russia and the United States, should
now be destroyed. {International Herald Tribune 20 Jan}  The
UK has been arguing against the destruction, part of its case
being the possibility that some countries may have retained
clandestine stocks of the virus for use as a BW agent. {Guard-
ian 2 Feb}

18 January In Washington, at the annual meeting of the Arms
Control Association, president and executive director Spurgeon
Keeny says that “without concerted effort by this administration”
ratification of neither START II nor the Chemical Weapons Con-
vention will be approved by the US Senate. {Arms Control
Today Jan/Feb}

20 January Korean veterans of the Vietnam War suing US
chemical manufacturers over Agent Orange [see 5 Jan 94] ap-
pear before a judicial panel in San Francisco in an attempt to
block transferral of their case to New York — to the court of
Judge Jack Weinstein [see 29 Dec 94] who, in 1984, had engi-
neered a settlement between US claimants and the companies.
Of the 320,000 South Koreans who fought in the Vietnam War,
some 4700 have filed reports claiming Orange-related medical
problems. {San Francisco Examiner 19 Jan}

20 January In Japan the Diet begins its 1995 session, during
which the government will seek parliamentary approval of the
Chemical Weapons Convention, so it was reported earlier in
the week by Asahi Shimbun [see also 10 Nov].  The newspaper
states that parties to the Convention are required by the treaty
to dispose of any chemical weapons they may have abandoned
abroad since 1925, for which reason Japan would be spending
a “huge amount of money” on technology, personnel and equip-
ment for dealing with the chemical weapons it had abandoned
in China. {Kyodo and AFP 15 Jan; Jiji 23 Jan}

21 January Sweden is providing SEK 2.6 million to assist
Russia destroy its stocks of chemical weapons in Kambarka, so
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the Foreign Ministry announces. {ITAR-TASS 21 Jan in BBC-
SWB 24 Jan}

21 January In the United States, a report recently issued by
the Defense Science Board of the Defense Department advo-
cated improvement in US military capabilities for conducting
military operations in built-up areas.  Specific recommenda-
tions included the suggestion that nonlethal chemical agents
for calming rioters should be developed.  Even though deploy-
ment of such weapons might be prohibited by international con-
vention, the United States should nevertheless pursue them, in
case of hostile use against US forces. {Jane’s Defence Weekly
21 Jan}

24 January In the UK, Parliament receives responses from
the Ministry of Defence to questions about the reports of CBW
agents having been detected in the field during the Gulf War
and also about the propensity for false alarms of the CBW-
agent detectors that had been used then [see also 29 Nov–3
Dec 93 and 26 Oct 94].  It learns that NAIAD could occasionally
be triggered by jet-engine exhaust, and perhaps also CAM and
the RVD.  It also learns that what had initially been reported
from Kuwait as a tank of CW agent [see 7 Oct 94] later proved
to be fuming nitric acid, a rocket propellant. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 24 and 25 Jan}

24 January President Clinton, in his State of the Union mes-
sage, says that the United States will “lead the charge...to elim-
inate chemical weapons” during the year ahead.

24 January The US Government Printing Office has now
published the Senate Foreign Relations Committee hearings
on the CWC [see 23 Jun 94]. {S.HRG.103-869}  The print in-
cludes written responses for the record from the Executive
branch to questions that had been submitted after the hearings,
including a series of detailed questions from Senator Helms.

25–27 January In Minsk, the government of Belarus in con-
junction with the OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat
hosts a regional seminar on the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion, primarily for representatives of chemical industry in the
Commonwealth of Independent States.  There is a visit to a civil
production facility involving discrete organic chemicals in
Mogilev. {OPCW/PTS press release 1 Feb}

27 January Armenia deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention [see 25 May 94], the 22nd
signatory state to do so.

27 January The UK Government tells Parliament that during
1945–49 the UK had dumped into the sea about 120,000
tonnes of CW munitions, mostly containing mustard gas or
phosgene, and, during 1955–57, another 25,000 tonnes includ-
ing German tabun nerve-gas bombs [see also 9 Oct 94 and 20
Dec 94].  Four main dump sites had been used: 50–100 miles
west of Hebrides, 80 miles north-west of Northern Ireland, 250
miles south-west of Lands End in the western approaches, and
in Beauforts Dyke in the north channel.  Most of the munitions
had been sealed in redundant cargo ships, which were then
scuttled in deep water.  An exception was the dumping of some
14,000 five-inch phosgene-filled artillery rockets during July-
October 1945: these had simply been jettisoned in their crates.
{Hansard (Commons) written answers 27 Jan and 9 Feb}

29 January In Algeria the Council of Ministers endorses a bill
on ratification of the Chemical Weapons Convention. {Algerian
Radio 29 Jan in BBC-SWB 31 Jan}

30 January Iran is only months away from completing the se-
cret nerve-gas factory it has been working on for the past two to
three years, according to a report by the German external intel-
ligence agency BND quoted in the Washington Times {30 Jan}
[see also 15 Dec 94 and 3 Jan].  The BND report is said to state
that three Indian companies — Tata Consulting Engineering,
Transpek, and Rallis India — had been acting for the project as
procurers of German technology, ostensibly for production of
pesticides.

The following week a recent CIA report is quoted in the Lon-
don Sunday Times {5 Feb} as naming four facilities in Iran
where mustard gas and tabun and sarin nerve-gases are being
produced.  The CIA report is also said to say that Iran is work-
ing on a binary nerve gas and is trying to acquire the capability
for ballistic-missile delivery of chemical and biological weap-
ons.  The newspaper quotes US intelligence sources as saying
that “German and Indian firms provided equipment and raw
materials, normally used in pesticide plants, that have helped
Iran develop the weapons”.  It speaks of petrochemical plants
in Bandar Abbas as being among the sites of “Iran’s new chem-
ical and biological weapons facilities”.

The Sunday Times also reports that an “international effort
involving the intelligence agencies of most western countries is
under way to prevent more raw materials reaching Iran”.

31 January India denies assisting Iran to build a poison-gas
factory, as has been alleged [see 15 Dec 94 and 30 Jan; see
also 4 Nov 94].  An official spokesman states that projects for
the construction of pesticide factories in Iran had been put out
to international tender, and Indian companies had won these
tenders in open global competition. {UPI 31 Jan; ISI Diplomatic
Information Service 31 Jan in BBC-SWB 2 Feb}

31 January Iraq’s putative clandestine biological-weapons
programme is headed by Dr Rihab Rashid Taha al-Azawi, so it
is reported in the British and US press.  Dr Taha gained her
doctorate in the UK in 1984, from the University of East Anglia.
She is currently the director of the facility at Al Hakem.  This is
said to be one of three key sites in the Iraqi BW programme, the
other two being at Salman and a research centre near
Iskandariya. {Evening Standard 31 Jan; New York Times 16
Feb}

31 January The UK Foreign and Commonwealth Office dis-
closes the presence in a Cardiff hospital of a member of the
Iraqi National Congress [see 5 Jan] undergoing treatment for
thallium poisoning.  He had been brought in from Iraqi
Kurdistan, apparently the victim of a Baghdad-sponsored pro-
gramme of assassination that has killed other opponents of the
regime. {Guardian 1 Feb; Independent 1 and 2 Feb}

31 January In the UK, the Department of Trade and Industry
publishes its discussion document on the implications for in-
dustry of the Chemical Weapons Convention [see 8 Dec 94].  In
relation to the UK implementing legislation that is currently
being prepared, the document poses a number of questions on
which comments are sought by the end of March.
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31 January US Under Secretary of State Lynn Davies tells
reporters that the administration has decided to stall Senate
action on ratification of the CWC in anticipation of questions
about the trustworthiness of Russia.  She is reported as saying
that Washington does not want Moscow’s failure to notify other
signatories how it intended to implement the CWC to cloud
Senate consideration of START II, which is now before the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. {UPI 31 Jan}

1 February In the UK, the Surgeon General, Vice-Admiral
Tony Revell, tells the House of Commons Defence Committee
[see 18 Jan] that the military doctor examining patients suffer-
ing from the putative Gulf War Syndrome, Wing Commander
Bill Coker, is to increase his examinations.  Thus far he has
examined only 79 of the 230 patients referred to him by civilian
doctors. {for PA 1 Feb; Daily Telegraph 2 Feb}

2 February In Cairo the summit meeting between President
Mubarak of Egypt, Prime Minister Rabin of Israel, King Hussein
of Jordan and PLO Chairman Arafat concludes with the adop-
tion of a communiqué in which the leaders “reaffirm their deter-
mination to continue the Middle East peace process to
implement a just and comprehensive peace in the region”.  Fur-
ther: “The parties reaffirmed their intention to...achieve equal
security and mutual confidence at lower levels of armaments,
appreciating President Mubarak’s disarmament proposal on
weapons of mass destruction [see 12 Dec 90 and 10 Jun 92],
the parties shall pursue a mutually verifiable Middle East zone
free of weapons of mass destruction, nuclear, chemical, biolog-
ical, and their delivery systems.”  Consultations at foreign-min-
ister level on implementation are to begin in Washington next
week. {AFP 3 Feb} 

3 February In the UK, a total of about 16 kilograms of sarin
nerve gas have been consumed from 1985 to the present in
protective research at the Chemical and Biological Defence Es-
tablishment, Porton Down, so the House of Commons is told.
Agent GE, which during the late 1940s and early 1950s had
seemed a more attractive agent than sarin despite its lesser
toxicity because it was rather easier to make, had been pro-
duced then in quantities totalling about 320 kg. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 3 Feb}

3 February The US Joint Chiefs of Staff have approved the
use of so-called ‘nonlethal weapons’ [see 15 Dec 94 and 21
Jan] in the forthcoming US evacuation of UN forces from Soma-
lia.  The approval extends to what the Wall Street Journal {3
Feb} describes as “smurf grenades”, which knock people down
without permanently harming them, but does not extend to
laser blinding weapons.  Defense Department officials are later
quoted by the New York Times {15 Feb} saying that the Penta-
gon is hoping to use the Mogadishu operation as a proving
ground for a new generation of experimental weapons intended
to stun or ensnare foes rather than kill them.  According to the
Times, the approved nonlethal weapons are rubber bullets, a
bean-bag shot gun and two kinds of supersticky foam.  They
had been selected by Central Command officers working with
law-enforcement agency personnel in southern California.  An-
other authorized weapon, according to a later newspaper re-
port, is a foam system that creates a suds-like barrier 200 feet
long, 20 feet wide and 4 feet high, laced with tear gas {Wash-
ington Post 24 Feb}.  Three varieties of “pepper spray” are also
to be available. {Washington Post 25 Feb}  US Marines off So-

malia begin shipboard training with the new weapons on 6 Feb-
ruary. {Reuter in Boston Globe 19 Feb}

3 February The US Department of Veterans Affairs an-
nounces the eligibility for benefits of Gulf War veterans who
developed chronic undiagnosed ailments within two years of
the war and have had them for at least six months [see 10 Oct
94].  Chronic symptoms for which benefits will be paid include
fatigue, skin problems, headaches, muscle pains, joint pains,
nerve disorders, neuropsychological problems, respiratory
problems, sleep disturbances, stomach problems, heart prob-
lems, abnormal weight loss, and menstrual disorders.  Benefits
are to range from $89 per month compensation for 10 percent
disability to $1823 for 100 percent. {Long Island Newsday 4
Feb}

4 February In Moscow, health problems of former workers at
the V-gas factory in Novocheboksarsk are described in a state-
ment released by ‘Soyuz-3’, an organization of present and for-
mer Khimprom workers which is a collective member of the
Union for Chemical Safety [see 25 Oct 94].  The statement is an
appeal for help.  It says that, of the estimated 3000 people who
had participated in V-gas production, which had taken place
from 1972 to 1987, an increasing proportion, now more than
half, are sick, and that most of them have been unable, for rea-
sons of bureaucracy, secrecy and neglect, to receive medical
attention. {M S Svetlakova, “To the international community”, 4
Feb, e-mail distribution.}

6 February Israel, with European and US assistance, is build-
ing an $8.5 billion production facility for CBW weapons, accord-
ing to the Lebanese newspaper Al-Liwa, which states further
that construction — at an unspecified location in “occupied Pal-
estine” — is expected to be finished in mid-summer. {IRNA 6
Feb in BBC-SWB 8 Feb}

6 February The US Commerce Department budget for FY
1996 which President Clinton submits to the Congress includes
a $3.5 million request for the Bureau of Export Administration to
administer and enforce the inspection and reporting require-
ments placed by the Chemical Weapons Convention upon
chemical manufacturing facilities. {BNA Management Briefing 7
Feb}

7 February In Japan, a subcommittee of the Chemical Prod-
uct Council, which advises the Minister of International Trade
and Industry, presents an interim report on the legislative and
other measures necessary for implementing the Chemical
Weapons Convention in Japan.  Among the matters addressed
in the report is the necessity of minimizing damage to the cor-
porate image of businesses that become subject to routine in-
spection under the Convention.  MITI will reportedly be
presenting draft implementing legislation to the Diet during its
current session [see 20 Jan]. {Japan Chemical Week 16 Feb;
Yomiuri Shimbun 17 Feb}

7 February Finland deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, the 23rd signatory state to
do so.

7 February In Washington, the US Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary of State for export controls, Martha Harris, tells a meeting
of the National Security Industrial Association that establish-
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ment of the CoCom-successor organization [see 21-22 Dec 94]
is being delayed by the issue of Russian arms sales to Iran.
France and the UK are insisting that Russia become a founder
member of the new organization, but the United States is insist-
ing that Russia must first stop the sales. {Defense News 20–26
Feb}

7 February In Washington, the American Bar Association, the
Chemical and Biological Arms Control Institute and the DePaul
University International Human Rights Law Institute sponsor a
conference on Implementing the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion: The Nuts and Bolts of Compliance.

8 February Oman deposits its instrument of ratification of the
Chemical Weapons Convention [see 12 Dec 94], the 24th sig-
natory state to do so.

8 February The UK Defence Ministry, asked in Parliament
about its medical examinations of veterans who believe them-
selves to be suffering from the so-called Gulf War Syndrome
[see 1 Feb], announces that the Royal College of Physicians is
to conduct “an independent clinical audit” of the medical as-
sessment programme and its results to date.  The statement
continues: “It has been our intention to make public the detailed
preliminary findings of the assessment programme at an appro-
priate stage when sufficient Gulf veterans have been examined
under the MOD medical assessment programme, and I have
agreed with the Surgeon General that he should do this in a
letter to the British Medical Journal after 100 such assessments
have been made.”  So far about one-third of the 233 veterans
who have come forward have been assessed. {Hansard (Com-
mons) written answers 8 Feb}

The formation of a Gulf Syndrome Study Group by the
Working Party on Chemical and Biological Weapons, an inde-
pendent group of scientists and doctors, is later announced by
its administrator, Elizabeth Sigmund. {PA 12 Feb}

9 February Germany is to relax its existing controls on ex-
ports of dual-use goods in order to harmonize them with those
of other member states of the European Union in accordance
with the EC regulation on the subject which comes into force on
1 March [see 19 Dec 94]. {Inter Press Service 9 Feb}

10 February In Japan, six former members of an Imperial
Army BW unit [see also 17 Dec 94] recall the work of the unit in
a 74-page book, The Truth about Unit 731, published by a small
citizen’s group in Iwate. {AP in Ottawa Citizen 11 Feb}

10 February Peru is accused by top military officials in Ecu-
ador of using aircraft to spread toxic gases over Ecuadorean
defence positions in the increasingly bitter border conflict.  An
Ecuadorean general further accuses Peru of drugging its own
troops with coca leaves so as to force them onto the attack.

In Lima, Peruvian military officials dismiss the accusations
as “Ecuadorean idiocies”. {Reuter 10 Feb}

13 February In Belarus, parliament acts to ratify the Chemical
Weapons Convention. {TASS 13 Feb}

13–15 February In Yaoundé, the government of Cameroon in
conjunction with the OPCW Provisional Technical Secretariat
hosts the Second African Regional Seminar on National Im-
plementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention.

14 February In Cairo, at a meeting of member states of the
Arab League, Egypt submits a draft for a treaty that would cre-
ate a zone free of weapons of mass destruction in the Middle
East [see also 2 Feb].  The zone would include all 22 members
of the League together with Iran and Israel. {Reuter in Financial
Times 15 Feb; Reuter 15 Feb}

15 February Dr Vil Mirzayanov, the Russian chemist once
charged with revealing secrets about his country’s chemical
weapons [see 8 Dec and 22 Dec 94], states: “Chemical weap-
ons have no practical use and have no value as a deterrent.
They should be totally abolished as a class of weapons”.  He is
interviewed in the United States while attending the annual
meeting of the American Association for the Advancement of
Science, which, like other US institutions, is honouring him as a
whistleblower in the cause of human rights.  He goes on to ad-
vocate speedy ratification of the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion by the United States, stating that “If the US does not ratify
the CWC, there is no doubt that Russia will also refuse to do so
and the process of disarmament will come to a halt”.  {Press
statement 13 Feb; Reuter 15 Feb}

15 February Romania deposits its instrument of ratification of
the Chemical Weapons Convention, the 25th signatory state to
do so.

15 February In the UK, the opposition Labour Party publishes
animal welfare proposals after making an official visit to the
Chemical and Biological Defence Establishment at Porton
Down {press release 15 Feb}.  During the period 1989–92, the
number of animal experiments conducted at the Establishment
each year had declined from 9000 to 4500, but the number had
since risen sharply (to 6700 in 1993) {Hansard (Commons) writ-
ten answers 2 Feb}.  The main reason for the rise was said to
be a crash programme of research into BW agents such as
anthrax [see also 16 Jan] {Guardian 16 Feb}

15 February The UK Defence Ministry, responding to further
Parliamentary questions about the putative Gulf War Syndrome
[see 8 Feb], states that it has received notification of 483 poten-
tial claims in respect of alleged ill health as result of service in
the Gulf, one-third of them from serving armed-forces person-
nel.  Of the 233 people who have requested medical assess-
ment, about a quarter are serving.  Initial findings from the
assessment programme, which has thus far examined 90 pa-
tients, are described (in language nearly identical to that used
in a similar response a fortnight previously) as follows.  “[T]hose
diagnosed so far are suffering from medical conditions which
can be categorized as follows: approximately 25 percent are
suffering from psychological conditions; 20 percent from seri-
ous, but well-recognized, medical conditions; 10 percent from
chronic fatigue syndrome and the remainder from minor physi-
cal ailments.  None of the conditions has been found to be pe-
culiar to service in the Gulf.  There is no single illness, major or
minor, common to those examined and no evidence to suggest
the existence of a Gulf war syndrome.” {Hansard (Commons)
written answers 15 Feb}  [See also 14 Dec US]

16 February President Clinton transmits to the Congress the
final statutory report on Executive Order 12375 under which
President Bush had declared a national emergency with re-
spect to proliferation of CBW weapons [see 16 Nov 90] and
empowered the Secretary of State to impose sanctions on
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foreigners found to be involved in proliferative activities, an
Order since superseded by a new one [see 14 Nov 94].  The
report reviews the Administration’s CBW arms-control efforts.
On the BWC Special Conference, it states that the objective of
the mandate which the conference agreed for the new Ad Hoc
Group [see 19–30 Sep 94 and 4–6 Jan] “is to develop a legally
binding instrument to strengthen the effectiveness and improve
the implementation of the BWC”, continuing: “The United
States strongly supports the development of a legally binding
protocol to strengthen the Convention”.

The report speaks thus of the Australia Group: “The AG also
reiterated its conviction that harmonized AG export licensing
measures are consistent with and indeed actively support, the
requirement under Article I of the CWC that States Parties
never assist, in any way, the manufacture of chemical weap-
ons.  These measures also are consistent with the undertaking
in Article XI of the CWC to facilitate the fullest possible ex-
change of chemical materials and related information for pur-
poses not prohibited by the Convention, as they focus solely on
preventing assistance to activities banned under the CWC.
Similarly, such  efforts also support existing nonproliferation ob-
ligations under the BWC.” {US Newswire 16 Feb}

16–22 February In the United States, at Atlanta, there is a
NATO advanced research workshop on the problem of pollu-
tion stemming from past production of nuclear and chemical
weapons in countries of the former Soviet Union.  The work-
shop is held in conjunction with the annual meeting of the
American Association for the Advancement of Science.

19 February Iraq’s putative arsenal of biological weapons
[see 5 Jan] is described in further detail by a London newspa-
per, the Sunday Times {19 Feb}.  The weapons are said to be
200 anthrax bombs, buried near Tikrit.  This information is at-
tributed, as in the earlier reporting, to General al-Samirra’i, for-
merly chief of Iraqi military intelligence, who had told the
newspaper (over satellite telephone from Iraqi Kurdistan) that
he had first seen documentary evidence of the weapons during
the months immediately prior to his defection in November
1994.  He had also told the newspaper that he had named —
apparently to the United Nations — several aides to President
Saddam Hussein who had hidden in their homes “research
manuals that detail the production methods for biological war-
heads”.

Two days later, General al-Samirra’i addresses an open let-
ter to UNSCOM Chairman Ekéus on the subject of Iraqi con-
cealment of missiles and CBW weapons, saying: “I confirm
what I told the inspectors last week”. {Reuter 21 Feb; Radio
State of Kuwait 21 Feb in BBC-SWB 23 Feb}

In the meanwhile the Sunday Times story is described as
“entirely false” by the head of foreign relations of the ruling
Baath party, Abdel Razak al-Hashimi, who adds: “Articles
spreading disinformation about Iraq always come before the
UN Security Council reviews sanctions” (which the Council
does every two months). {AFP 20 Feb}

19–23 February UNSCOM Executive Chairman Rolf Ekéus,
accompanied by senior officials, is in Iraq for high-level talks,
both technical and political.  He had said in New York prior to
departure that UNSCOM, for its on-going monitoring and verifi-
cation work in Iraq, still lacked necessary baseline data on past
Iraqi weapons programmes, mentioning biological weapons
specifically: his experts doubted Iraq had a gigantic BW pro-

gramme but were extremely concerned that information was
concealed. {Reuter 16 Feb}  His special assistant Tim Trevan
had told reporters in Bahrein: “In the area of biological weapons
we are still at the stage that we received a report from the Iraqi
side which frankly we don’t believe [see also 15 Dec 94 UN].
The problem is that we don’t know what we don’t know”.
Trevan had spoken in particular of the need for an accounting
of the supplies of complex growth media imported by Iraq [see
19 Dec 94].  And he had said also: “The suspicion was and
remains that Al Hakem [a protein production plant west of
Baghdad: see 31 Jan] was designed to grow bacteria for biolog-
ical warfare”. {DPA 17 Feb}

Speaking immediately after the talks, Chairman Ekéus tells
reporters that, “very considerable progress” had been made.
Thus, new information on past CW programmes had been sup-
plied which, although not yet analysed, seemed substantive,
promising and important.  The same could not be said in the
area of biological weapons.  Here, “there are very important el-
ements which Iraq has not disclosed.  The gap has not nar-
rowed but widened.” {COMPASS Newswire and Reuter 23
Feb}  He says that Iraq must quickly provide the missing infor-
mation on its past biological work if his next status report to the
UN Security Council on the work of UNSCOM, due in April, is to
be conducive to the lifting of sanctions. {DPA 23 Feb}

Back in New York, Chairman Ekéus gives additional, hith-
erto undisclosed detail to reporters after briefing the Security
Council on his visit.  Iraqi imports of growth media had
amounted to some 20 or 30 tonnes during 1988 and 1989, in
theory enough to produce maybe 3000 kilograms of bacteria.
Iraq had claimed that the material had been distributed for med-
ical diagnostic purposes [see 19 Dec 94].  Ekéus says: “Only a
small amount of growth media is needed for diagnostic medical
purposes, but Iraq imported a very large amount.  This can only
coincide with the production of biological weapons.” {Reuter
and AFP 27 Feb}

21 February In Myanmar (Burma), after a month-long siege,
government forces take the Kawmoora stronghold of the Karen
National Union using heavy artillery and, according to Karen
sources, chemical weapons [see also 25 Nov 94].  Speaking
across the border to Thailand by mobile telephone, a Karen
officer says: “They fired some kind of chemical from their
130mm mortars.  When the shells exploded everybody had
bloody noses and felt weak and dizzy.”  A Thai officer says
some of the shells fired by the Burmese appeared to have ef-
fects similar to tear gas.  A statement released by the Bangkok-
based Burma Issues says that unknown chemical agent had
been used late on the previous night, shortly before the Karens
withdrew: “Preliminary information, still being checked by bor-
der sources, indicates that, as the night progressed, explosions
containing a foul-smelling substance causing disorientation and
unconsciousness were interspersed with new artillery pieces,
possibly including 130mm howitzer-type artillery and 200mm
siege mortars.  While some soldiers affected by the reported
chemical shelling recovered from the effects, others are re-
ported to have died from chemical poisoning.” {UPI 21 Feb}

Subsequent statements by Thai authorities tend to be dis-
missive of the reports of chemical warfare, citing absence of
corroborative medical or chemical-analytical evidence.  Army
commander General Wimon Wongwanit says the reports are
untrue because the Burmese forces were not carrying gas
masks.  {Thai Television Channel-9 22, 23 and 23 Feb in BBC-
SWB 24 and 28 Feb; UPI 23 Feb; AFP 24 Feb}  The US Em-

CWCB 27 Page 32 March 1995



bassy in Bangkok dispatches an official to the border area to
investigate {UPI 23 Feb}.  The Canadian Embassy is also in-
vestigating {Southam News in Ottawa Citizen 25 Feb}

21 February In Canada and Norway, national authorities are
investigating the claims of people who had served in the Gulf
War area that they are suffering from the putative Gulf War
Syndrome — 20 Norwegians and 20–30 Canadians.  In the
United States about 13,000 US veterans of the war have now
registered with the clinical evaluation programme established
to investigate such complaints [see 14 Dec 94]. {Hansard
(Commons) written answers 21 Feb}

22 February The Executive Secretary of the OPCW Prepara-
tory Commission issues a discussion paper predicting that 65
ratifications of the CWC — the trigger point for entry into force
— will be achieved “around the end of 1995” and noting that in
some Expert Groups there were “few tangible signs of progress
on a number of important issues”.  He says that the Commis-
sion must now speed up its work if it is not to arrive at the trigger
point unprepared, thus jeopardizing in particular “the timely and
efficient conduct of the General Training Scheme for inspector
trainees”.  The paper goes on to identify and prioritize the out-
standing tasks. {PC-X/B/WP.10}

22 February In Washington, Hillary Clinton visits ailing Gulf
War veterans at the Walter Reed Army Medical Center and tells
reporters that the White House wants to trigger a “new thinking”
on how best to respond to the plight of the mysteriously afflicted
veterans.  In the Oval Office, President Clinton presents a sick
veteran with his first monthly cheque from the new compensa-
tion programme [see 3 Feb].  There is talk of the White House
setting up its own task force to investigate the putative Gulf War
Syndrome [see also 4 Jan]. {Gannett News Service 23 Feb}

22 February Peru is again using toxic gases [see 10 Feb], as
well as flamethrowers, in the border conflict with Ecuador in the
area of Tiwinza, according to an official statement issued in
Quito. {Voice of America 23 Feb; Reuter in International Herald
Tribune 24 Feb}

23 February In Cairo, talks between President Hosni
Mubarak, Foreign Minister Amr Moussa and visiting Israeli For-
eign Minister Shimon Peres end without resolution of the dis-
pute over the nuclear-weapons Non-Proliferation Treaty.
Egypt has stated that it will withhold approval for indefinite ex-
tension of the treaty unless Israel joins it [see also 14 Feb].
{International Herald Tribune 24 Feb}

23 February USACDA Director John Holum testifies in the
US House of Representatives before an International Relations
subcommittee on his agency’s authorization request for FY
1996 and 1997.  The 1996 request totals $76.3 million and in-
cludes $17 million to fund the US obligation to the OPCW and
its Preparatory Commission during the fiscal year.

Director Holum informs the subcommittee that, since De-
cember, he has led two delegations to Moscow for high-level
discussions on the bilateral CW agreements. {Federal News
Service 23 Feb}

23 February The United States Representative to the UN,
Ambassador Madeleine Albright, sets off on a weeklong mis-
sion to member-countries of the Security Council in order, she

explains, to strengthen resolve against any premature lifting of
the UN sanctions against Iraq.  Among the briefings materials
which accompany her are satellite images of various parts of
Iraq, including a photograph said to show that the country’s
“largest chemical weapons production plant”, destroyed during
the Gulf War, has now been rebuilt [see 15 Dec 94 UN].  Am-
bassador Albright will be arguing that, if Iraq received large
amounts of money from selling oil, and if UN inspectors were no
longer present in the country, Iraq would be able to “resume
full-scale chemical weapons production within two years”.
{Voice of America 23 Feb; International Herald Tribune 6 Mar}

24 February The Executive Secretary of the OPCW Prepara-
tory Commission issues a note on responses thus far received
to his request to member states for names of companies inter-
ested in bidding for contracts to supply specified types of in-
spection equipment [see 1 Aug 94]: 91 companies in 17
member states have expressed interest, but not all items of
equipment have yet been covered. {PC-X/B/3}

24 February France dispatches its instrument of ratification of
the CWC to its mission in New York for deposit with the UN
Secretary-General. {Reuter in International Herald Tribune 4-5
Mar}

26 February In China, a Japanese government team arrives
to begin work on dealing with chemical weapons abandoned by
the former Imperial Japanese Army [see 5 Jan].  The team con-
sists of about 15 people from the Foreign Ministry, the Defence
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Agency and private chemical companies.  It will stay until 13
March and will assess chemical weapons buried in Hangzhou,
Chuzhou and Nanjing in northeastern provinces of China.  It is
expected to begin work on sealing unearthed weapons in steel
containers for transport to storage facilities, and will also study
the feasibility of unearthing other abandoned weapons.  Japan
and China have thus far held three rounds of working-level talks
on the subject, and two Japanese fact-finding missions have
been dispatched to locate the weapons.  There will be further
talks on the ultimate disposition of the weapons. {Jiji 9 Feb;
Daily Yomiuri 19 Feb; Kyodo 27 Feb}

26 February In the United States, former workers at the US
Army CBW test facility at Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, who
have health problems which they believe originate in their past
CBW work, have organized themselves into the ‘Dugway
League’.  This now comprises dozens of Dugway veterans and
was founded in Spring 1994 for the purpose of causing the
Army to acknowledge mistakes and pay reparation.  The
League is seeking the help of former US Congressman Wayne
Owens, the attorney who several years ago helped the

‘Downwinders’ of Nevada, Utah and Arizona. {Salt Lake Tri-
bune 26 Feb}

27 February In Pretoria, the Surgeon-General of the South
African National Defence Force, Lt-Gen Niel Knobel, describes
as a “blatant lie” the charge that South Africa still possesses
chemical and biological weapons and that Libya is recruiting
South African scientists associated with them.  The charge had
been made by unidentified US intelligence sources quoted in a
London newspaper, the Sunday Times {26 Feb}, which alleged
that the CBW weapons had been developed in the 1980s for
purposes of assassinating anti-apartheid leaders at home and
abroad [see also 11 May 90 and 14 Nov 91].  General Knobel
tells a press conference that “we destroyed all lethal, incapaci-
tating and irritating chemical and biological agents in 1993” [see
also 22 Aug 94 and 8 Dec 94].  The country had had the ability
to develop chemical weapons, but had never possessed more
than the few grams of CW agents needed to develop protection
against them.  A spokesman for former President F W de Klerk
denies that any such weapons had ever been used to assassi-
nate anti-apartheid figures. {Xinhua 27 Feb; Washington Post
28 Feb}

Forthcoming Events

A NATO Advanced Research Workshop
on Development of On-Site Analytical
Instruments for Use in the Verification of
the CWC will take place in Warsaw
during 1–3 April 1995.

The US Army Edgewood RD&E Center
will host an International Workshop on
the Biocatalytic Degradation of Chemical
Warfare Related Materials during 3–5
April 1995.

The tenth plenary session of the OPCW
Preparatory Commission will take place
in The Hague during 3–7 April 1995.

The Lawyers Alliance for World Security
will present its W. Averell Harriman
Award to the US Chemical Manufacturers
Association for its contributions to the
CWC in Washington on 8 May.

A Regional Seminar on the CWC
organized by Côte d’Ivoire authorities in
conjunction with the OPCW/PTS will
take place in Yamoussoukro during 9–11
May 1995.

The Pugwash Study Group on
Implementation of the Chemical and
Biological Weapons Conventions will
hold its third workshop during 19–21 May
1995 in Noordwijk, Netherlands.

A Regional Seminar on the CWC
organized by South Korean authorities in
conjunction with the OPCW/PTS will
take place in Seoul during 5–7 June 1995.

A seminar on CBW Verification
organized by Swedish authorities will be
held on 10–11 June 1995 in Stockholm,

open to invitees and participants in the 5th
CBW Protection Symposium (see below).

The Fifth International Symposium on
Protection Against Chemical and
Biological Warfare Agents will take place
in Stockholm, Sweden, during 11–16 June
1995.

The Ad Hoc Group of the States Parties to
the Biological Weapons Convention will
reconvene in Geneva during 10–21 July
1995.

An invitation-only conference on
Effective National Implementation of the
CWC sponsored by the Volkswagen-
Stiftung will be held in Bad Homburg,
Germany, during 8–10 September 1995
[see box on p 14].
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