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paper’ issued in Washington the
week before the AGBM. The new
position is unclear on many matters
but seems to advocate that it would
not be practical to set significant
legally binding emission reduction
targets in the short term (before about
2010), but that hard targets thereafter
would be desirable. In the meantime,
the US is to support voluntary
measures and a ‘flexible’ approach —
including consideration of a variety
of means of achieving emission
reductions, such as emissions trading
and the complex concept of borrow-
ing against future emissions, which
the US acknowledges may have teeth-
ing troubles.

With the US proposing binding tar-
gets after 2010, and the EU and AOSIS
focusing on the years before 2010, the
situation was further complicated as
the US was clearly undecided as to
whether it would prefer a protocol or
an amendment to the Convention,
whereas the EU and AOSIS clearly
favoured a protocol. There were no
other proposals regarding targets.

There were debates on the nature of
commitments which centred on the
question of whether all states should
have the same commitments (undif-
ferentiated commitments) or whether

they could vary between states (dif-
ferentiated commitments). Most
developed states were in favour of
undifferentiated commitments but a
significant minority, led by Australia,
Norway and Japan, considered that
differentiation would be fairer to
them — although Norway acknow-
ledged that the time needed to work
out how to differentiate obligations
would probably be far longer than the
one year left to the negotiators.

The question of which states should
actively participate in any new agree-
ment bedevilled many of the week’s
discussions. The developing state
position remained, as it has been for
years, that until the developed states
made some progress in limiting emis-
sions they would undertake no new
commitments in addition to those al-
ready in the Convention (essentially a
commitment to report on emissions).
Most developed countries, however,
were determined to build in
provisions for developing countries
to join any protocol at a later date.
This led to a number of heated ex-
changes. The EU, for example, tabled
specific proposals on this topic that
were vigorously opposed by many
developing states. The EU later
claimed that its proposals had been

misunderstood, but even after several
attempts to explain them, there
remained a significant view that ‘the
EU are not dealing from a full deck’.

All in all the AGBM was not a great
success, although it did make
progress. After more than a year it
has begun to discuss the main sub-
stance of a new agreement: commit-
ments concerning emissions.

Space constraints limit detailed dis-
cussion of the other meetings. Some
limited progress was made in the
Subsidiary Body on Scientific and
Technological Advice (SUBSTA)
which took up most of the time pre-
viously allocated to the Subsidiary
Body for Implementation (SBI).
However, it became bogged down in
the old and thorny issue of joint im-
plementation and on an important
technical report from the Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate
Change. In its own subtle way, the
Ad Hoc Group on Article 13 (concern-
ing implementation-related ques-
tions) also made some headway.

The next meetings of the AGBM,
AGI13 and the Subsidiary Bodies are
to start in Bonn on 25 February.

Non-Parties to Certain Arms Control and Disarmament Treaties

The following is a list of states that are not parties to one or
more of the global treaties controlling weapons of mass
destruction — the 1972 Biological and Toxin Weapons Con-
vention (BTWC); the 1993 Chemical Weapons Convention
(CWC); the 1925 Geneva Protocol (1925); and the 1968
[nuclear] Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT).

(as of 31 December 1996)

The table is designed to illustrate the efforts required to
achieve universal membership of key global treaties — an
achievement which would enhance the efficacy and accept-
ability of verification arrangements.

For brevity, CWC-ratified states are cited as parties, the

CWC will enter into force on 29 April 1997.

BTWC CWC GP__ NPT BTWC CWC GP NPT
Afghanistan P S P P Brunei Darussalam P S — P
Algeria — P P P Burkina Faso P S P P
Andorra — — — P Burundi S S — P
Angola — — P P Cambodia P S P P
Antigua and Barbuda — — P P Cameroon — P P P
Armenia P P — P Cape Verde P S P P
Azerbaijan — S — P Central African Republic S S P P
Bahamas P S — P Chad — S — P
Bahrain P S P P China P S P P
Bangladesh P S P P Colombia P S — P
Barbados P — P P Comoros — S — P
Belarus P P — P Congo P S — P
Belgium P S P P Cook Islandst — P — —
Belize P — — P Costa Rica P P — P
Benin P S P P Coted'Ivoire S P P P
Bhutan P — P P Croatia P P — P
Bolivia P S P P Cuba P S P —
Bosnia and Herzegovina P — — P Cyprus P S P P
Botswana P — — P Dem. People’s Rep. of Korea P — P P
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. BTWC CWC GP_ NPT o ~ BTWC CWC  GP NPT

Dominica P S — P Pakistan r 5 P —
Dominican Republic P S P E Palau L — = — r
Egypt S e ) Panama o S P P
El Salvador P P S r Qatar e P 8 P P
Equatorial Guinea P S r I Republic of Korea r 5 P P
Ertrea = — — P Republic of Moldova — P — P
Estonia P S r P Russian Federation P 5 P r
Gabon 2 5 — r Rwanda r 5 P P
Gambia P S P E Saint Kitts and Nevis P S P P
Georgia P P — P Saint Lucia P S P P
Ghana r S P P St. Vincent & the Grenadines — S — P
Grenada P — P r Samoa R S - P
Guatemala P S B P San Marino P& — P
Ciotanh P S - P Sao Tome and Principe r - — P
Guinea-Bissau r 5 P P Senegal . r 8 P I
Guyana 5 S — P Seychelles P P — P
Haiti S S — r Sierra Leone N p._ 5 P P
Holy Seet — S r E Singapore N 5 — r
Honduras P S — P Slovenia P 5 — P
leeland P S P r Solomon Islands P — r P
India P 4 P - Somalia 5 — — P
Indonesia - P S B B Sudan = — P B
Iran (Islamic Republic of) P S P P Suriname r - - r
Iraq r - P P Syrian Arab Republic ) - B P
Israel - > E - Taiwant P — P I
Jamaica - P P Tajikistan — P — r
Jordan P — B E Thailand .S P P
Kazakstan — S — B The former Yugoslav Rep.of P — —_ P
Kenya PS5 P P Macedonia
Kiribatit = == = P Togo P S P 2
Kuwait P S P P Tongat A P
Kyrgyzﬁtan - < [ P Trinidad and Tﬂbﬁ_gﬂ - == P P
Lao People’s Dem. Rep. P S P P Tunisia. P S P P
Latvia — P P P Turkey = r S P r
Lebanon P — P P Turkmenistan — P e
Liberia ] S i p  Tuvalut — = = — P
Libyan Arab Jamahiriva P — i I Uganda r S F P
Liechtenstein P 5 r P Ukraine - id S — P
Lithuania — S P P United Arab Emirates S S - P
Luxembourg P S P P United Republic of Tanzania 5 5 P B
Madasascar g q P p Linited States of America P S i 1y
Malawi B g P P Uzbekistan B P - P
Malaysia P S r r Vanuatu P — - P
Mali q S = P Venezuela P S | ]
Malta P S P p_ VietNam r S P P
Marshall Islands — 8§ = P Yemen g S P P
Mauritania — S — P Yugoslavia P - P 4
Micronesia (Fed. States of) - - — P [Serbia and Montenegro] -
Monaco — P r P Ztice : P H — P
Morocco 5 r P r Z.“ambm — S — P
Mozambique _ = - P Simbebwe P S = P
:Tr::;::r 2 ; —— [r: I = party, S = signatory, — = no action taken
e - — t = not a member of the United Nations.
Naurut = 5 = P This list is produced in the same alphabetical order as that
Nepal S S F P of the list of members of the United Nations.
Nicaragua P S P P Note: not all states in this list are recognized by all others;
Niger P S P P m:ablv x}e‘xan:plgs a trfJ Tlmwta}:l and l:;:'_ael.f Car;.‘ shtou[(: bet

: ; taken when trying to give the number of parties to a treaty.
::ﬁi;m E i E 3 The criterion l‘IHEE to i'firle a‘state’ is thaF: a depositary for
B b P - . a major arms control or environmental treaty has accepted
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an instrument of ratification or accession, etc., from it.
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Verification 1997: The VERTIC Yearbook

Verification 1997, the latest in VERTIC’s yearbook series
published in conjunction with the Westview Press, has
now gone to press.

Copies will be available in the second quarter of 1997. For
further details contact the VERTIC office.

hapters
Introduction

The Year in Context

Could a New Security Assurance Enhance WMD
Norms?, Richard Guthrie

Ending Nuclear Weapon Testing: Getting and Keeping
the CTBT, Rebecca Johnson

Programme “93+2”: Evolution in IAEA Safeguards,
Suzanna van Moyland

New Approaches to a Comprehensive Global Ban on
Anti-Personnel Land Mines, Ann Peters

Preparing for Implementation of the Chemical
Weapons Convention: Progress during 1996, Robert |.
Mathews

Development of a Verification Protocol for the
Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention: Progress in
1996, Annabelle Duncan and Robert |. Mathews

The Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention: Report
of a Joint UK-Brazil Practice Non-Challenge Visit, John
Walker, Lorna Miller, Roque Monteleone-Neto and Ricardo
Ayrosa

Environmental and Security Regimes for Toxic
Chemicals and Pathogens: A Useful Synergy, Graham S.

Pearson
Whither the Climate Convention?, John Lanchbery

The Georgia-South Ossetia Conflict, Dennis Sammut
and Nikola Cvetkouski

Documentation

Cooperation With Other Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones
[OPANAL Council Resolution C/E/RES.27, adopted
27 March 1996]

The Cairo Declaration [Adopted on the Occasion of the
Signature of the African Nuclear- Weapon-Free Zone
Treaty (Treaty of Pelindaba), 11 April 1996]

US Statement on the Occasion of the Signature of the African
Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zone Treaty [11 April 1996]

UK Declaration on the Occasion of the Signature of the
African Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zone Treaty {11 April
1996]

Declaration of the Moscow Nuclear Safety and Security
Summit [19-20 April 1996]

Amended Protocol on Prohibitions or Restrictions on the Use
of Mines, Booby-Traps and Other Devices as Amended on 3
May 1996. [Amended Protocol I to the Inhumane
Weapons Convention]

Document Agreed Among the States Parties to the Treaty on
Conventional Armed Forces in Europe of 19 November 1990
[Agreed at Vienna on 31 May 1996]

Resolution on the Convention on the Prohibition of the
Development, Manufacturing, Stockpiling and Use of
Chemical Weapons and Their Destruction [OAU
CM/Res 1661 (LXIV), adopted 5 July 1996]

Legality of the Threat or Use by a State of Nuclear Weapons
in Armed Conflict (Request for Advisory Opinion by the
General Assembly of the United Nations) [International
Court of Justice, 8 July 1996]

Initiation of Challenge Inspections [Working Paper sub-
mitted by Australia to the BWC Ad Hoc Group —
BWC/AD HOC GROUP/WP.68]

Challenge Inspection: Key Principles [Working Paper
submitted by Canada to the BWC Ad Hoc Group —
BWC/AD HOC GROUP/WP.70]

Key Verbs in Official Records of Commission Decision-
Making [OPCW Preparatory Commission, 22 July
1996]

Programme of Action for the Elimination of Nuclear
Weapons [Proposed to the CD by 28 of the G-21 states,
7 August 1996 — CD/1419]

The Report of the Canberra Commission on the Elimination
of Nuclear Weapons [Extracts] {14 August 1996]

The Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty [UNGA resolution,
text of the treaty, declarations on signature, and signa-
tures as of 31 December 1996]

Verification Resource Requirements: Variations on a Theme
[OPCW PTS Discussion Paper for the Expert Group on
Programme of Work and Budget]

Declaration of the Ottawa Conference on Anti-Personnel
Mines [3-5 October 1996]

Final Declaration of the Fourth Review Conference of the
Biological Weapons Convention [25 November—6 Dec-
ember 1996]
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Trust & Verify is edited and
produced by Richard Guthrie with
additional reporting by VERTIC
staff and consultants.

Trust & Verify is published by VER-
TIC 10 times a year. Anyone wish-
ing to comment on its contents
should contact the VERTIC office.

Unless otherwise stated, views ex-
pressed in Trust & Verify are the
responsibility of the editor and do
not necessarily reflect those of VER-
TIC nor any individual or organiza-
tion associated with it.
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Subscriptions

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

What is VERTIC?

VERTIC is the Verification Technol-
ogy Information Centre, an inde-
pendent organization aiming to re-
search and provide information on
the role of verification technology
and methods in present and future
arms control and environmental
agreements.

VERTIC is the major source of infor-
mation 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 Com-
mittee.

Other publications

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