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Mr Chairman, 

I welcome you on your assumption as Chairman of the 2008 meetings of 

experts and States Parties to the BWC. It is a pleasure to see a representative of 

the East European Group in the Chair's seat. I am confident that under your 

guidance we will have a fruitful discussion of the topics on our agenda and thus 

contribute to strengthening the BWC regime. 

BWC is one of the cornerstones of disarmament and non-proliferation of the 

weapons of mass destruction. Its significance is rising in the light of the rapid 

growth of life sciences whose discoveries may have dual use nature and the danger 

of use of weaponised new and genetically modified biological agents and toxins 

for hostile purposes. Russia fully complies with its obligations under the 

Convention. 

We are satisfied by the continuing growth in the number of States Parties 

to the Convention. We welcome nations that joined in 2008, namely, Zambia, 

Madagascar, and the United Arab Emirates. This positive trend deserves 

support, and all States Parties must increase their efforts to this end. We also 

expect that you, Mr Chairman, as your predecessor did, will make your 

contribution and provide us with a report on universalisation activities in 

December. 

At this year's meetings we will be discussing issues relating to biosecurity 

and biosafety, and codes of conduct in the context of preventing misuse of 

science for purposes prohibited by the Convention. 

As far as biosafety and biosecurity are concerned, Russia's practice and 

clearly defined regulations for work with pathogens and toxins meet 

international standards. Measures to enhance these regulations are based on the 

practical experience of Russian experts and the recommendations of the WHO 

and the OIE. 



2 

Mr Chairman, 

When we examine the matter of the codes of conduct the most important 

challenge that we are to address is dual use. The professed purpose of such 

codes is to guide the scientific research in such a way that its peaceful results 

may not be used for malevolent purposes against the will and intention of 

scientists. It is believed that the codes must include infer alia such elements as 

the criterion to define dual use research, a list of fields of science that pose the 

greatest risk in terms of yielding sensitive discoveries, and - the most difficult 

one - a framework to monitor and administer dual use research. 

What are the factors limiting the possibilities of implementation of codes 

of conduct? 

To start with, this mechanism is not suited to preventing intentional 

violations of the prohibitions set forth by the Convention in the shape of state 

run offensive biological programmes. It is our firm belief that this presents the 

greatest danger for the Convention's regime. The only way to minimise it is to 

return to the multilateral negotiations leading to the adoption of a legally binding 

instrument of verification. That is why Russia continues to advocate the early 

resumption of the work of the Ad Hoc Group in line with its existing mandate. 

Secondly, almost all research projects conducted as part of state 

sponsored biodefence programmes are dual use. Their implementation is 

justified by national security considerations and the determination to repulse the 

threat posed by the hostile use of pathogens and toxins. However, bearing in 

mind that biodefence scientists are aware of the context and nature of their 

research and they better than anyone else recognise their responsibility, the 

adoption of codes of conduct in this setting seems to be unnecessary and 

superfluous. 

Thirdly, the codes may not serve as a means of constraining the freedom 

of peaceful scientific pursuits. In this light, scientists and dual use research 

oversight bodies face a complex challenge of balancing the likely profit from 

useful scientific discoveries against potential risks related to them. There is no 
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single recipe that would be suitable for any situation, and decision to go ahead 

will be taken in each specific case after examining all appropriate aspects of the 

project and the needs and interests of this or that country. 

We believe that during the discussion on codes of conduct it is advisable 

to exchange views on how State Parties approach issues such as dual use 

biological research, research fields that have the highest risk potential in terms 

of generating and disseminating sensitive findings, and the ways of setting up 

and running oversight over dual use biological research. Given that the States 

Parties may have various views on the above-mentioned topics it is advisable 

that we have as broad as possible discussion that will benefit us all. 

Mr Chairman, 

Confidence building measures approved at the Second and Third Review 

Conferences are currently the only conventional and consensual mechanism 

available to the States Parties for increasing mutual confidence in compliance 

with the BWC. We attach importance to its implementation and call upon all 

States Parties to submit their declarations annually. 

In conclusion, let me assure you that the Russian delegation looks forward 

to constructively working and cooperating with all delegations to address the 

issues that we face. 

Thank you. 




