





united Germany, too, will abide by these
commitments. In particular, rights and obligations
arising from the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons of 1 July 1968 will continue to
apply to the united Germany.

Climate Negotiations

Last month in Geneva the parties to the Climate
Convention launched into discussions on the next
phase of development of the Climate Convention.
Three meetings were held in succession over a two
week period from 21 August to 1 September. The first
was a meeting of the ad hoc Group on the Berlin
Mandate (AGBM) to negotiate a protocol on emission
reductions. The second and third were meetings of the
Subsidiary Body on Scientific and Technological Advice
(SUBSTA) and the Subsidiary Body on Implementation
(SBI).

In the negotiations on a protocol it rapidly became
clear that few states had any firm ideas as to exactly
what level of commitments to emission reductions any
protoco! should contain. The EU, for example, had not
held a Council meeting on this issues since Berlin and
thus had nothing new to say on the matter. Those
governments which had prepared positions beforehand
were mainly those who had been opposed to a
protocol on emission reductions in Berlin, notably the
JUSCANZ Group (Japan, USA, Canada, Australia, New
Zealand) which had met earlier in the USA. The
JUSCANZ delegations were thus able to dominate the
initial stages of the talks and took their now standard
position that there is insufficient scientific information
concerning climate change to be sure what to do about
emission reductions and a newer, supplementary
position that more information on policies and
measures for emission abatement is needed too.

As a consequence the AGBM became bogged down in
compiling long lists detailing who it might ask
questions concerning policies and measures. Some
delegations, such as the Netherlands, pointed out that
there were few policies and measures that could be
implemented at an international level, and that were
thus worth considering in a international forum, and
that domestic policies were evidently primarily a
domestic concern. Other delegations, such as India,
pointed out that there was not much point in
examining policies and measures in the absence of an
emission reduction target and that the AGBM ought
therefore to consider a range of reduction scenarios
first and then try to fit abatement measures to them.
Nevertheless, the discussion of policies went on all
week with JUSCANZ, ably supported by Saudi Arabia,
arguing that the Berlin Mandate says that ‘the process
will include in its early stages an analysis and
assessment to identify policies and measures...” which
it does. The Alliance of Small Island States (AOSIS)
might have argued that the Mandate also obliges the
AGBM to consider their formally submitted protocol for
20 per cent emission reductions, but AOSIS did not.

Overall, the AGBM did not achieve much at its first
meeting, other than writing a list and setting dates for
future meetings. Setting an agreed agenda for these
may be hampered by the fact that the Group still has
no rules of procedure and no Bureau, primarily as a
consequence of spoiling moves by Saudi Arabia prior
to and at the Berlin Conference of Parties.

For many, the highlight of the week-long AGBM was
when Saudi Arabia unwittingly appeared to read out
the main contents of a forthcoming US intervention
which had, unbeknown to the Saudis, been circulated
earlier. Scurrilous rumours then circulated that both

delegations might be receiving their information from
the same source: the coal lobby who were at the
meeting in force.

Discussions in SUBSTA centred on who should have
control of the Technical Advisory Panels (one on
Technology and one on Methodologies) which it is
obliged to set up by January. In essence, the OECD
wanted to be ensured of a majority on the Panels and
the G77 and China wanted the same. This dispute was
not resolved, in spite of some able chairmanship and
two evening sessions. However, certain organisational
matters were decided and a set of questions which the
SUBSTA wants the IPCC to answer was compiled. The
meeting seemed genuinely concerned to reach
agreement on the Panels and the Chairman will have
informal consultations at the next AGBM meeting in
October to try to come to a compromise.

The SBI really only considered organisational matters
and thus needed to meet for only one day, giving its
remaining, scheduled day to SUBSTA to try to reach
agreement in.

The AGBM will meet again in Geneva for the week
beginning 30 October. The AGBM, SUBSTA and the
SBI will all meet-again in February 1996.

VERTIC in the Transcaucasus
VERTIC’s work in the field of confidence building in the
Transcaucasus continued at a steady pace in the
summer.

The Second in the series of conferences being
organised in the framework of the Georgia Youth
Project was held in Batumi, in the Autonomous
Republic of Adjara from 19-23 July 1995.

Like the first conference, the Batumi meeting brought
together representatives from a wide spectrum of
Georgian society with participants from all the major
political parties, ethnic groups and social forces in the
country.

However this time the conference had an added
significance with the participation of delegations from
Armenia and Azerbaijan, as well as a representative
delegation from South Ossetia. The Conference met
under the theme ‘Youth for Peace in the
Transcaucasus’ and brought together more then 130
young people from the region, as well as a stream of
politicians and diplomats who travelled to Batumi
especially for the meeting. Amongst them was the
Deputy Prime Minister of Georgia, Irakli
Mengharishwilli; the General Secretary of the Union of
Georgia Citizens (the governing party), Zurab Zwania;
the Head of the European Union Mission to Georgia,
Ambassador Dennis Corboy; the Ambassador of the
United States to Georgia, Kent Brown; the Foreign
Minister of South Ossetia, Dimitri Medoev; the Head of
the Youth Department in the Office of the Prime
Minister of Georgia, Niko Nikolosishwilli; as well as
representatives of the OSCE Mission in Tbilisi.

The Conference was opened by the Vice President of
the Supreme Council of Adjara, Prof. Alexander
Gobronidze. Speeches were also made by Dennis
Sammut of VERTIC, as well as by Ambassadors
Corboy and Brown.

VERTIC ‘making an excellent contribution for

peace in Georgia’ — Shevardnadze

In a message addressed to the participants of the

conference ‘Youth for Peace in the Transcaucasus’ the

Georgian Head of State Edward Shevardnadze said:
You meet in Batumi to discuss a topic of great
importance. The quest for peace is a hard and



difficult one. This is more so in the Transcaucasus
where recent conflicts have caused the death of
thousands and created hundreds of thousands of
refugees and displaced persons. This apart from
the economic losses that have resulted in a serious
decline in the living standards of millions. | am
encouraged by the fact that young people from
different political, religious and ethnic backgrounds
are coming together to discuss the issue of peace
in the Transcaucasus. Your very presence together
in this conference is in itself a positive civilian
confidence building measure and should be
encouraged. As the leaders of the future your
deliberations will also, | am sure, be of profound
relevance to the future relations between the
people of the region.

Georgia welcomes your conference and its work.
As a country that has suffered much from war and
conflict we understand very well the value of peace
and appreciate the efforts of those who work for it.
In organising this conference VERTIC is making an
excellent contribution for peace in Georgia and in
the Transcaucasus Region. | wish your conference
great success.

Georgian—-South Ossetian Dialogue

One way in which VERTIC is contributing to peace in
the Transcaucasus is through the promotion of a
Georgian-South Ossetian Dialogue.

For nearly a year representatives of VERTIC have been
patiently building a relationship with both the
Georgians and the South Ossetians at various levels.
The efforts bore fruit in July with the participation of a
delegation from South Ossetia in the Conference. The
delegation included South Ossetian Foreign Minister
Dimitri Medoev, as well as representatives of various
South Ossetian youth and public organisations. This
was the first time in five years that a South Ossetian
delegation participated publicly in a meeting in Georgia.

Apart from the meetings within the framework of the
conference ‘Youth for Peace in the Transcaucasus’,
VERTIC took the opportunity to invite the two sides for
informal bilateral discussions.

Both Medoev and Zwania had agreed to participate as
guests at the Batumi Conference after intensive
contacts by VERTIC over several months. Dennis
Sammut and Nikola Cvetkovski, Georgia Youth Project
Administrator, visited the South Ossetian capital,
Tskinvali, on various occasions for meetings with the
South Ossetian side. Shortly before the Batumi
Conference they met with the Chairman of the
Supreme Soviet of South Ossetia, Ludwig Chibirov,
and the Prime Minister, Vladislav Gabaraev. Both
leaders stressed to the VERTIC delegation the
importance they attached to the Batumi meeting.

Preparatory work was also conducted with the
Georgian side. A number of meetings were held in
London and in Tbilisi with UGC General Secretary
Zurab Zwania. Other meetings were held with Georgia
Deputy Prime Minister responsible for the South
Ossetian issue, frakli Mengharishwilli, who also
participated in the Batumi meeting. The preparatory
process for the Batumi Conference also involved high
level discussions with the authorities of Adjara.
VERTIC representatives travelled to Batumi on five
occasions prior to the conference for meetings with
the Chairman of the Supreme Council of Adjara, Aslan
Abashidze, and other officials. The success of the
Batumi Conference was in no small way due to the
contribution of the authorities of Adjara.

After the dialogue in Batumi VERTIC has kept the
contacts between the two sides alive. The youth
organisations of the two sides offer the best forum for
dialogue. Through the Georgia Youth Project a number
of new initiatives are planned. These initiatives are
geared at building confidence between the two
communities as a step towards lasting peace in
Georgia and in the Caucasus.

Erratum

In the editorial in the last issue of Trust & Verify, the
references to the specification of the seismic array
under a comprehensive test ban should refer to 1
kiloton test fully coupled.

The editor regrets any confusion that this may have
caused.

Trust & Verify is edited and produced by Richard Guthrie with additional reporting by VERTIC staff and consultants.
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Trust & Verify

Trust & Verify is produced by VERTIC 10 times a year.
Anyone wishing to comment on its contents should
contact the VERTIC office.

Unless otherwise stated, views expressed in 7Trust &
Verify are the responsibility of the editor and do not
necessarily reflect those of VERTIC nor any individual
or organization associated with it.

Subscriptions

Subscription rates are £15 (individual) or £25
(organization) per year. Payments may be made by
cheque or credit card.

What is VERTIC?
VERTIC is an independent organization aiming to
research and provide information on the role of

(Carrara House
20 Embankment Place
London WQ2N 6NN

verification technology and methods in present and
future arms control and environmental agreements.

VERTIC co-ordinates six working groups comprising 50
consultants worldwide.

VERTIC is the major source of information on
verification for scientists, policy makers and the press.

VERTIC is funded primarily by grants from foundations
and trusts and its independence is monitored by an
Oversight and Advisory Committee.

Other publications -

In addition to Trust & Verify, VERTIC publishes the
Verification (formerly Verification Report) series of
yearbooks and a variety of research reports each year.
Details of VERTIC publications are available on request.

VERT/\C

Telephene 071 925 0867
Farcimils AT1 €T DRAI

Verification Technology Information Centre
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