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Mr Chairman,

Allow me to begin by congratulating you on your election as Chairman of the
2007 Annual Meeting of the States Parties to the Biological Weapons Convention
BWCQO).

Following the success of the 6" Review Conference last year - also chaired by
you- States Parties to the BWC can be assured of your continued able
stewardship of this important meeting,

For me it is of course a great pleasure to be here today and to share with this
august assembly the experience and the progress of the Organisation for the
Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) in the implementation of the
Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC).

The BWC and the CWC together constitute a comprehensive prohibition against
two of the three categories of weapons of mass destruction.

The two instruments represent a most vital advance over the Geneva Protocol of
1925 that prohibited both biological and chemical weapons but fell short of
realising its objectives.

It is, therefore, incumbent on the international community to ensure that the
successor treaties, that represent the essence of tragic historical experiences on
the one hand and a resolute determination not to allow those atrocities in the
future, must not be allowed to fail.

Together they represent a crucial barrier against the use of disease or poison
against humanity and are, therefore, worthy of every effort to protect and
strengthen the norms that they established.

Both in their origin as well as objectives the BWC and the CWC have mutually
reinforcing complementarities.

In fact, it was in the Preamble of the BWC that the international community
articulated the aspiration to eliminate both biological and chemical weapons and
expressed the hope for “reaching an agreement on effective measures also for the
prohibition of chemical weapons”.

That objective was realised in the shape of the CWC which today represents one
of the most successful disarmament and non-proliferation instruments ever
negotiated by the international community.

In less than a decade of its operation, the Convention has attracted the
adherence of 183 countries. Its disarmament agenda is being effectively
implemented and the OPCW has emerged as an institution that is efficiently
carrying out its mandate in accordance with the provisions of the Convention.




Before I go on to describe some of our work that is relevant to the agenda for this
meeting, particularly in terms of national implementation and universality, I
wish to stress three points.

Firstly, conclusions relating to similarities in the dynamics attending different
legal instruments must also take into account the differences between the
respective subject-matter that they cover.

I trust that in the context of your own endeavours, this has implicitly been
recognised in terms of the consensus over the programme of work that you have
for the future.

Secondly, similarities or the differences notwithstanding, treaties are as good as
their implementation.

And finally, bearing in mind what I have just said, lessons learned in promoting
fundamental objectives of one treaty can indeed be of relevance and use in the
case of the other even though the paths to implementation may differ.

It is within this framework that I will describe to you today the OPCW’s

experience, especially, in the context of the national implementation of the CWC
and efforts aimed at promoting its universality.

" A brief account of the work of the OPCW in terms of its broader mandate for
verifiable disarmament and non-proliferation of chemical weapons would be
useful to give you a fuller perspective on the progress made under the CWC.

In writing a balance sheet of OPCW’s performance over the first 10 years.
following the entry into force of the Convention in 1997, we can indeed recount a
solid record of accomplishments even as we are aware that a number of
significant challenges lie ahead.

Our States Parties have established a firm foundation on which to build upon
our attainments towards the full realisation of the objectives and purposes of the
Convention.

The disarmament and non-proliferation regime established by the Convention
has continued to grow in strength — gradually but steadily. '

Implementation is a term that, in the context of the CWC, has a number of facets
representing both progress as well as unfinished business.

A major preoccupation for us is obviously to ensure the implementation of the
Convention’s provisions relating to the destruction of chemical weapons.

As at the end of November, over 26,000 MT of chemical warfare agents, or close
to 37% of the total 71,331 MT declared by the six possessor States have been
verifiably destroyed.































