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VERTIC Changes its Name and Moves! 

n 1 ov mb r VERTI changed it nam from the Verification Technolog 
Information ntre to th Verification Re arch, Training and Information entr . 
Th new nam i intended to b tt r r fl ct VER Ie's role and activiti . Th 
familiar acronym, VER I ,remain th arne. 

V RTI is also moving fr m arrara Hou to n w pr rnises befor 
will b do d from 25 D emb r to 25 January during the move. For our n w addre , 
t lephon and fa numb r as well as updates on th mov ee VERn ' n w w b 
site t www.fhiLorg/v rtic. 

In th m antim w apologis f r any disruption to VER I 's rvic ,including our 
publi ations. Du to the move Tru t and Verify will not app ar again until March 
19 9- with a bumper is ue. 

Th staff of ERTI would lik to take thi arly opportunity to wi h all of ou a 
hristmas and Happy N w Y ar! 

Landmine Monitor 
Pioneering 'Track Two' Verification 

The 1 97 andmin Ban Tr aty, which bans th manufacture, transfer and u of anti
p rs nnel I ndmin , ontinues to shatt r prec dent . Alr ady unique in the annals of 
disarmam nt b au e of the sp d with which it was negotiat d and th tent of non
gOY rnmental involv m nt in it n gotiation ( o-called 'track two' diplomacy), it ha 
nter d into force fast r than any previou multilateral di armament agr em nt i~n 

mod rn tim . Entr -into-force wa ensured by th fortieth ratification b a ignatory 
tat, that of Burkina Fa 0, on 16 Septemb r, in time for the first anni r ar of th 

treat b ing agr d in 0 10, orway, last y ar. 

Yet another w1pr f the tr aty, also know a th ttawa Cony ntion, 
i urr ntly being put into plac , namely th tabli hment of a civil ociety-ba d 
r porting n twork for monitoring state complianc . The Landmine Monitor, a the 
n twork i all d, has been tablished by non-go ernm ntal rganisations involv din 
the lnt mati nal ampaign t Ban Landmines (ICBL) which, along with J dy 
Willi ms, r c iv d th 1997 Nob I Peac Prize for its prom tion of a landmin ban . At a 
conf r n h ld in Dublin, Ir land, from 14 to 18 5 ptember, th Landmin Monitor, 
drawing on th p ri n e of an expanded group of non-governmental rganisations, 
stabli hed an ambitiou work plan for the preparation of it first Annual R port. Th 

report will coy r 11 a p ct of impl m ntation of the Landmin Ban Tr at , including 
r ports on compHanc by all ountries (wh th r ignatori ,parties or n ith r) and 
th matic rep rts on global landmin us , production and port, stockpile , d mining, 
min awar n s programm and landmin survivor assistance. The report i du for 
compl tion by May 199 in time f r presentati n to the fir t conference of tat parti s, 
to b h Id in Maputo, Mozambiqu in May /Jun . 

The st blishment of a civil s ciety-based monitoring n twork for an int rnational 
agre m nt is unpr cedent d. While non-goy rnmental organi ation and research 
institutes have for years monitored compHanc with treatie individually and 
informally, this i th first att mpt to creat a sy t mati, global, non-governmental 
monitoring n twork. Whil th Landmine Monitor will hay no official tatu under 
the tr aty, it is likely to b tak n s riously b state sinc the treaty provide for no 
ffidal v rifi ation organi ation to b establi hed . Unlik other recently conclud d 

treati s lik th hemi al Weapons Convention (CWC) and the ompr h n iv Te t 
Ban r aty ( TB ), the Ottawa onvention contains no verification m chanism. 
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This is due partly to the fact that it is a hybrid 
agreement combining aspects of disarmament 
agreements (which today usually mandate 
stringent verification) and 
humanitarian law (which 
traditionally does not mandate 
verification). The absence of 
verification in the Ottawa 
Convention is also attributable to 
the lack of agreement among the 
negotiating states on what 
verification was required or 
feasible. 

The treaty does however contain 
compliance provisions requiring 
annual reports by states parties on 
their compliance and outlining the 
means by which compliance 
questions may be resolved. The 
United Nations Secretary-General 
is charged with collecting and 
collating the annual reports of 
states parties and publishing them. In addition, 
the treaty provides for annual meetings of states 
parties during the first five years of the treaty's 
life to assess its effectiveness. 

The Landmine Monitor, in seeking to supplement 
the treaty's provisions with a comprehensive 
review of annual compliance, has taken on an 
enormous task. It will be reliant on scores of non-

governmental organisations in the field, 
especially in mine-affected countries, which, 
although they may have expert local knowledge 

and contacts, are usually untrained in 
gathering data systematically and 
professionally, and will be unlikely 
to give priority to such work over 
their principal missions. The global 
data from such outposts must be 
centrally collected, electronically 
stored and analysed. The annual 
report must then be drafted on the 
basis of the data, and edited and 
published by May 1999. While 
funding for the project has been 
pledged by Canada, Ireland and 
Norway, the amounts available to 
support organisations in the field 
world-wide is minuscule. Ultimately, 
it is neither in the Monitor's interests 
nor in those of states parties for it to 
be indefinitely and exclusively 
funded by governments. 

VERTIC will be participating in preparing the 
first report. It has been awarded a grant of $US 
5,000 by Landmine Monitor to monitor the 
progress of national ratification and 
implementation legislation world-wide. 

Trevor Findlay 

Compliance Provisions of the Landmine Ban Treaty: a Summary 
Article 7, Transparency 

Each state party is required, within 180 days after entry into force of the treaty, and annually thereafter, to report to 
the UN Secretary-General on a wide range of antipersonnellandmine-related matters including: 

• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

national implementation measures 
number and types of stockpiled mines 
number and types of mines kept or transferred for training purposes 
number and types of mines destroyed 
location, number and types of emplaced mines 
status of programs to convert or decommission mine production facilities 
measures taken to protect the population from mined areas 
technical characteristics of mines previously produced and currently owned by a state party in order to facilitate 
mine clearance. 

Article 8, Facilitation and Clarification of Compliance 

This provides for a multi-stage system to investigate possible violations. First, one or more state parties submits through 
the UN Secretary-General a Request for Clarification to another state party. If there is no response within 28 days or 
an unsatisfactory one, the matter is taken up at the next regular annual Meeting of States Parties. Alternatively a 
request can be made to hold a Special Meeting of States Parties. If unable to resolve the issue, either type of meeting may 
authorise by majority vote a fact-finding mission, carried out by experts nominated from a list maintained by the UN 
Secretary-General. The mission must give at least 72 hours' notice before it arrives, and may stay up to 14 days. It 
reports its findings to the Meeting of States Parties. The meeting may then ask the state party to take measures to address 
the compliance issue within a specified period and may suggest ways and means to resolve the matter, 'including the 
initiation of appropriate procedures in conformity with international law', by a two-thirds vote if consensus cannot be 
reached. Such procedures may include referring the matter to the UN Security Council, which in turn may impose 
sanctions on the non-compliant party. 
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Rights Watch, the Kenyan Coalition Against Landmines, Mines Action Canada and Norwegian People's Aid. The 
contact for the Monitor's Annual Report is Human Rights Watch in Washington DC (Mary Wareham, Human Rights 
Watch, 1522 K St. NW, No. 910, Washington DC, 2005, USA, tel: + 1 202 371-6592; fax: +1 202 371; email: 
wareham@hrw.org; www.hrw.org). 

The Kosovo Verification Experiment 

American contingent. After threats of NATO bombing if Serbian 
oppression in Kosovo continued, US envoy Richard 
Holbrooke finally achieved an agreement with 
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia President 
Slobodan Milosevic on 12 October. The agreement 
calls for the removal of Serbian troops and police 
from Kosovo to their pre-March levels, monitored 
by an international 

The OSCE verifiers will confront multiple 
challenges. Aside from the problems of different 
nationalities, languages and backgrounds within 
the mission, they face the difficult environment 
of Kosovo itself: mined land, pillaged houses, 

verification operation. 
Elections are to follow at 
a date to be determined. 
The deal is backed by 
the use of force-NATO 
air strikes-if the terms 
of the agreement 
breached. 

are 

The verification mission 
was allotted to the 
Organisation for Security 
and Co-operation in 
Europe (OSCE). The 
OSCE has previously 
been involved in many 
different types of 
missions, from monitoring 
elections to chairing 
meetings, but this is the 
first time it has been 
solely charged with 
organising a mission 
explicitly to verify 
compliance with a peace 
agreement. 

The mission, comprising 
2000 unarmed verifiers, 
is mandated to observe 
Serbian compliance with 
the Holbrooke 
agreement, encourage 
Albanians to return from 
the countryside to their 

Other Observer Missions in the 
News 

*the Mission of Military Observers 
Ecuador IPeru (MOMEP), deployed along 
the Ecuador IPeru border, has received new 
tasks with the 13 August agreement on 
withdrawal of the forces of both sides 
from the border; MOMEP will monitor the 
zone of separation with six patrols each 
month, using UH-60 Black Hawk 
helicopters 
*Pakistan has asked the UN to increase 
the number of military observers 
monitoring the l,OOO-long Line of Control 
(LOC) between India and Pakistan, where 
troops have exchanged fire in recent 
months; the UN Military Observers Group 
in India and Pakistan has been in existence 
since January 1949 
*the UN Verification Mission in 
Guatemala (MINUGUA) has warned that 
the country's stability is in jeopardy 
because of human rights violations, public 
lynchings and extra-judicial executions; 
established in 1995, MINUGUA's mandate 
is to verify compliance with the human 
rights aspects of the peace agreements 
between the Guatemalan government and 
the Unidad Revolucionaria Nacional 
Guatemalteca (URNG) signed between 
1994 and 1996. 

shortages of supplies and no 
guarantee of help from the 
outside if the mission goes 
wrong. They are being 
deployed in the midst of an 
ongoing low-level war, 
unarmed, with little 
training, no on-site 
protection and without 
precise rules for Serbian 
demilitarisation of Kosovar 
territory and re-entry of the 
Kosovo Liberation Army 
(KLA) forces to areas 
vacated by the Serb forces. 

A NATO 'extraction force' of 
1,200. to 1,800 troops 
commanded by France will 
be on standby in 
neighbouring Macedonia in 
case of difficulties, and 
NA TO still has significant 
air power in the region and 
its stabilisation force 
(SFOR) in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina. But this still 
may not be enough to protect 
the 2,000 verifiers on the 
grolU1d. 

Currently the verifiers are 
still in the process of being 
deployed to Kosovo. 
Negotiations are beginning 
with local officials and the 

homes and monitor the elections to be held in 
Kosovo. Its head is American Ambassador 
William Walker. Contributing countries so far 
include the UK, France, Germany, Italy and 
Russia. The US government has hired a private 
mercenary firm, DynCorp, to provide the 

Serbian authorities to secure access to military 
positions and border areas. Some Albanians have 
ventured back to their homes only to find them 
burnt, pillaged and booby-trapped, and their 
towns still under Serbian military rule. 
Skirmishing between the KLA and the Serbian 
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police continues. 

The Kosovo verification mission is unique in a 
number of respects. One is its title: the use of the 
term 'verification' implies a harder-nosed 
attitude than mere monitoring. It is also the first 
time a verification mission has been provided 
with a d edicated external military force to 
protect and/ or extract it. However, as with all 
experiments, many elements are still unclear and 
a number of questions remain unanswered. How 
much protection is the OSCE mission likely to 
receive when NATO clearly wishes to avoid 
involvement in another Balkan war? Could 
verification teams be used as hostages by Serbian 
President Milosevic (as occurred in Bosnia) to 
deter NATO action? Can the OSCE monitor a 
withdrawal of Serbian troops when their total 
number is unknown? How effective can the 
unarmed OSCE mission be in monitoring or 
deterring outbreaks of fighting between the Serbs 

and the KLA? Can the OSCE offer safety to the 
Albanians as they return to their homes? And one 
of the most important questions: if the OSCE 
mission proves a failure, and the Kosovo crisis 
continues, Albanian citizens do not return to their 
homes and elections are not held or are not free 
and fair, will the international community hold 
the verification mission responsible, thereby 
discrediting the whole concept? 

International verification is the most logical and 
appropriate way for the international community 
to reassure itself of the safe return of Albanian 
civilians to their homes in Kosovo, while at the 
same time overseeing the removal of the Serbian 
forces. It is yet to be seen whether this experiment 
is successful and renewed armed oonflict avoided. 

Kathryn Klebacha, VERTIC Intern 

Northern Ireland Decommissioning 
Verification: The Missing Element 

The decommissioning of paramilitary weapons 
was directly addressed in the 1998 Good Friday 
Agreement, which aims to bring peace to 
Northern Ireland. It called for the process to be 
completed by 22 May, 2000. Yet these are 
significant differences between the parties on the 
timing of decommissioning. Unionist leader and 
Northern Ireland's First Minister David Trimble 
is adamant that decommissioning begin before 
Sinn Fein president Gerry Adams and chief 
negotiator Martin McGuinness are allowed to take 
their seats in the newly-elected Northern Ireland 
Assembly. Adams, sensitive to historic republican 
views that the relinquishing of weapons is an act 
of surrender, argues that nowhere in the Good 
Friday agreement does it require decommissioning 
to start prior to Sinn Fein's joining the executive. 
Sinn Fein has suggested merely drawing up a 
timetable for decommissioning, but Trimble has 
refused this option as inadequate, urging tangible 
action from the IRA instead. As a result of these 
differences no decommissioning has yet taken 
place . One of the loyalist factions, the Ulster 
Volunteer Force, has even declared that 
regardless of IRA disarmament, they will keep 
their weapons. 

Meanwhile the issue of verification has been 
almost entirely overlooked. The Independent 
International Commission on Decommissioning 
was established in 1997 to ove rsee the 
decommissioning of weapons, with Canadian 
General John de Chastelain as its chair. The 
Good Friday Agreement clearly states that 'The 
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Independent Commission will monitor, review, 
and verify progress on decommissioning of illegal 
arms'. However, the importance of verification 
has been overlooked due to constant disagreements 
between the parties over principle. Luckily, de 
Chastelain is trusted by both the republicans as 
well as Unionists. Sinn Fein has declared that the 
parties must continue to work constructively and in 
good faith with the Commission. McGuinness, 
who was appointed by Adams to liaise with de 
Chastelain, has said somewhat disingenuously 
that the decommissioning issue was 'always a 
matter for General de Chastelain and his 
International Body, and I think that the path to 
decommissioning should be left to him'. Leaving it 
to the commission is, of course, pointless unless the 
paramilitaries co-operate. 

So far the Loyalist Volunteer Force is the only 
paramilitary group to announce that it will 
decommission and that this can be verified by the 
International Commission. The weapons, 
monitored by the commission, would, they suggest, 
be fed into a metal shredder in Belfast, in front of 
television cameras, demonstrating to the public 
that 'their war ' is over. While this may have a 
useful demonstration effect, the real solution lies 
with a decision by the IRA, by far the largest and 
best armed paramili tary force in Northern 
Ireland, to begin decommissioning and for this to 
be fully verified by the Decommissioning 
Commission. 

Genevieve Forde, VERTIC Intern 
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e Verification Watch 

North Korean Nuclear Puzzle 

The United States is continuing to press North 
Korea for an on-site inspection of a suspected 
underground nuclear facility, alleged to be a 
nuclear reactor to make weapons-grade 
plutonium. Such a facility would be a violation of 
the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) to 
which North Korea is a party. It would also 
violate the 1994 Agreed Framework with the US, 
by which North Korea has foresworn the 
military nuclear option in exchange for a massive 
civil nuclear power assistance programme. The 
North Koreans, who deny the existence of the 
facility, are demanding monetary compensation 
for such a visit. The US has rejected the 
unprecedented idea that verification, essentially 
a confidence-building measure that should benefit 
all parties, should require compensation from one 
party. 

Meanwhile, the UN General Assembly passed a 
resolution on 3 November, by a vote of 113 to 1 
(North Korea) with 8 abstentions, expressing 
deep concern over North Korea's repeated 
violation of its safeguards agreement with the 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) and 
urging it to abide by its obligations. 

Iraq Crisis Redux 

In yet another replay of previous crises, Iraq 
again halted all cooperation with the UN 
Special Commission (UNSCOM) in early 
November, violating previous agreements with 
the UN Security Council, including that which 
ended the Gulf War and an agreement concluded 
with UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan in 
February (see Trust & Verify, no. 79, March 1998). 
UNSCOM and the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) promptly withdrew their staff, 
while the United States and the United Kingdom 
threatened military action if cooperation was not 
restored. Unlike previous crises, military action 
was authorised. Iraq was only 30 minutes from 
being attacked by cruise missiles launched by B52 
bombers when a message from Baghdad 
expressing Iraq's willingness to comply with its 
previous undertakings was received by Kofi 
Annan. While suspending the bombing, the US 
pressed for an unconditional Iraqi undertaking 
rather than that received by Annan, to which 
had been appended a list of Iraqi demands. Iraq 
ultimately agreed. 
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UNSCOM inspectors returned to Iraq within 48 
hours but were confronted with the prospects of re
establishing themselves, systematically checking 
monitoring equipment that had been left 
unattended (and possibly tampered with) and 
pressing a new round of inspection requests on a 
resentful Iraqi government. Almost immediately 
Iraq refused an UNSCOM request for 12 categories 
of documents, including a handwritten logbook 
snatched away from an UNSCOM inspector at 
Iraq's air force headquarters in July. The logbook 
is believed to show that Iraq used only half as 
many chemical weapons during its 1980-88 war 
with Iran that it has disclosed. UNSCOM was 
also pursuing the issue of Iraqi production of VX 
nerve gas. UN tests on missile fragments 
evacuated in the desert showed traces of the gas. 
Iraq continued to deny producing VX in quantity. 

Despite the close escape that Iraq had had from a 
devastating bombing campaign, it appeared that 
there would be no new era in Iraq-UNSCOM 
relations and no early end to the UN's 
verification effort in that country. 

Climate Change Talks in Buenos Aires 

A conference of states parties to the Climate 
Change Convention, convened in Buenos Aires in 
November, was frustratingly unproductive. It did 
however agree a Clean Development Mechanism 
(CDM) to encourage companies to build wind, 
solar or other 'clean energy' projects or plant 
forests which act as carbon 'sinks'. Such efforts 
would allow reductions in emissions of greenhouse 
gases in developing countries which do not have 
formal limits under the Climate Change 
Convention's Kyoto Protocol. Starting in 2000, 
companies will receive certificates showing the 
amount of carbon dioxide they have prevented 
from entering the atmosphere. These could 
eventually be sold to power companies in 
industrialised countries which want to emit more 
pollution than they could under their 
governments' agreed emission targets. Such a 
mechanism, along with much else in the Climate 
Change area, has verification and monitoring 
implications. For instance, how is it to be 
determined that a particular project really has 
prevented carbon dioxide emissions? The US 
demand for 'key' unnamed developing countries to 
accept formal limits on their emissions, which 
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wou ld a l 0 need to be monitored and rified, 
wa I ft unresolved at Bueno ire. Only 

rgentina and Kazakhs tan agreed. 

OSIA Absorbed 

The US On-Sit In pec tion Agency (aSIA), 
w hich ha managed US involv ment in verifying 
comp lianc with a number of arm control 
agr m nts, including the l n term diat -range 
Nucl ar Forces (INF) Agr em nt and the 

onv ntional Forces in Europe (CFE) Treaty, wa 
absorbed on 1 October into the D fenc Threat 
R duction Ag ncy; the new agency, which will 
deal comprehen ively with thr at of the 
proliferation and u e of \ eapon f ma 
destruction, ab orb d, along with aSIA, the 
form r Dcf nc Sp cial Weapon Ag ncy and the 
Defence Techn logy Security Admini tration; it 
i to be hop d that the aSIA' di app arance 
wi ll not re ult in d imini h d att ntion and 
re our cs bing devot d to US in olvm nt in on
' it in pection . 

• 

Japan's New 'National Technical Means' 

Japan' Liberal Democratic Part ' proj ct team 
on th uphemi_ tically nam d 'information 
at Llite' proj ct, I d by former F r ign Mini ter 

Taro aka ama, propos d on 29 Octob r that a 
governm nt ministr or agenc be nominated to 
launch the project and that funds be allocated in 
thi or ne t fi cal y ar. While th preci e 
capabilitie of th atellite r main unclear, it 
app ar lik Iy to boo t Japan ' -called 
'national technical' mean of v rification. 

ccording to the akayama r port: 'T prev nt 
threat and cri ,to promot po itiv p aceful 
diplomac , and to ontribute to a d f nce
ori nt d ecurity policy .. . it i - nec ar to If
dev lop and produce within four r fiv ear an 
information sat llite that i capabl of 
identif ing v n small thing that ar I than 
1m'; rth Korea and hina hav pr d 
concern about the implication f r Japane 'spy' 
activitie . 

VERT~NewS 

Position Available 
RESEARCHER-ARMS CONTROL AND DISARMAMENT VERI FICATION 

ppli ations ar in ited f r a r archer to conduct p lic -r I vant research into th v rification of 
arm ontrol and di armam nt agr m nt . You hould hav a higher d gre in political sci nc or 
int rnational law or oth r r I vant qualification or e peri nc . E P rti e in one or mor fi Id , including 
nu I ar, h mical, bi logica l and con ntional arm contr I and di armament, would b an advantag . 
Profi i ncy in Engli h and ability to writ for a generali t audi nc are es entia!. 

A one-y ar ontract will b off r d initiall ,with the po ibility of t nsion depending on p rformanc 
end funding. Th salary rang i £15,000 t £21,000. 

Th clo ing dat f r app lications i I March 1999. pplicant h uld nd a I tt r addr ing the 
s I tion rit ria, nominating thre r f r and providing a curriculum vita. For th job d cripti nand 
s I tion rit ria VERTIC' w b it . 

VERTI is an qual opportunity mplo r and maintain amok -fr e work nvironm nt. 

'Getting to Zero' Project 

Th fir t and third r port from VERTIC' proj ct 
on th v rifi ation of nucl ar di armam nt 
(' I ·tting to Z ro') hav b n ompl t d and 
publi h d. Th Y ar 'Laying th Foundation for 
G tting to Z ro: V rifyiJ1g th Tran ition to Low 
L v I of u I ar Weapon' by Patricia Lewi 
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viou I adv rti ed for a r arch r/ ni r 

and 'VirtUe 1 apabiliti and D t rr nc 
in a World Without II I ar W ap n ' by Gorge 
Paloczi-Horvath. VERTIC ha commi ioned T m 
Miln of Pu Twa hand H nri tta Wil n of B rlin 
Information-c nter for Tran atlantic curit 
(BITS) to \ rit th econd r p rt on 'V rifying 
th Tran ition from Lm L I of ucl ar 
Weap n to Z ro'. Th fourth r port by 
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van Moyland, on 'Sustaining a Verification 
Regime in a Nuclear Weapon-Free World', is 
currently being finalised. The second and fourth 
reports will be published in the New Year. The 
'Getting to Zero' project is currently funded by the 
Ploughshares Fund of San Francisco. 

New VERTIC Research Report Series 

The two Getting to Zero reports are the first and 
third numbers of VERTIC's new Research Report 
Series which has just been launched. The series, 
which will comprise reports on VERTIC's olw 
research and other relevant research in the 
verification field, will supersede VERTIC's 
former Verification matters series, which will be 
discontinued. VERTIC's other remammg 
publication series will be VERTIC Briefing Papers 
which will comprise shorter pieces on topics of 
immediate public interest. 

Departure of Administrator 

Nic Elborn has left VERTIC after four years, two 
as Administrator and two as Administrative 
Assistant. During that period she handled with 
aplomb the administrative and financial 
challenges that face any non-governmental 
organisation, as well as overseeing the transition 
to a new Executive Director. She will be sorely 
missed. We wish her the best for the birth of her 
first child and future happiness. 

New Administrator Appointed 

A new Administrator, Ms Fiona Steele, has been 
appointed as VERTIC's new Administrator. 
Fiona, formerly an Administrative Assistant at 
the Programme for Promoting Nuclear Non
Proliferation at the University of Southampton, 
has a BA(Hons) in politics from the University of 
Exeter and is awaiting the results of her MA 
studies in Middle East Politics at the same 
university. Fiona will become VERTIC's 
permanent Administrator on 25 January next year. 

New Board Member 
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VERTIC has a new Board member, Ms Sue 
Willett, formerly of the Copenhagen Peace 
Research Institute (COPRI), whose specialisation 
is arms transfers and post-conflict peace building. 
VERTIC welcomes the experience and expertise 
she brings to the Board. 

New Consultants Network Member 

Dr Robert Matthews, principal research scientist 
with the Aeronautical and Maritime Research 
Laboratory (formerly the Materials Research 
Laboratory) in Melbourne, Australia, has agreed 
to join VERTIC's Tnternational Consultants 
Network. He is a chemical and biological 
disarmament expert. 

Staff News 

Trevor Findlay in October visited New York, for 
talks with UNSCOM, and Chicago to meet 
officials of the MacArthur Foundation. He also 
participated in a one-day seminar on 9 October at 
the US Naval War College in Newport, Rhode 
Island on, on 'How to Deal with Obstructionist 
Leaders in Complex Contingency Operations'. On 
14 October he participated in the annual meeting 
between non-governmental organisations and 
officials of the Foreign and Commonwealth 
Office (FC) in London on the subject of weapons of 
mass destruction. Tony Lloyd, MP, Minister of 
State, addressed the meeting. On 24 October he 
addressed a meeting of UN Reform on the control 
of 'The Use of Force in Self-Defence by Peace 
keepers'. On 28 October Trevor attended another 
meeting with Mr Lloyd and the Executive 
Secretary of the Provisional Technical 
Secretariat of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test
Ban Treaty Organisation (CTBTO, Ambassador 
Wolfgang Hoffman, who gave a presentation on 
the progress being made in establishing the CTBT 
verification system. On 7 November he attended a 
Pugwash meeting on Achieving a Nuclear-Free 
World at the Royal Society in honour of Nobel 
Peace Laureate Joseph Rotblat. In addition he has 
been involved in searching for new premises for 
VERTIC and recruiting new staff. He completed 
writing a paper for Brassey's Defence Yearbook on 
verification and the CTBT. 

Kristan Goeting, a third year chemistry DPhil 
student at Oxford University, and since August an 
intern at VERTIC is researching the verification 
of chemical and biological disarmament, 
including: the role of intelligence in CBW 
verification; problems in verifying the use of 
CBW; and limitations on verification of 
compliance. From 25-27 September he attended a 
Wilton Park Conference on 'CBW Disarmament: 
Achieving and Ensuring Compliance'. He also 
attend the Third Meeting of the Conference of 
States Parties of the Chemical Weapons 
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Convention (CWC) in The Hague from 16-25 
November. 

Suzanna van Mayland visited Vienna in October 
for discussions with officials of the CTBTO on 
progress in establishing the CTBT verification 
system. While in Vienna she also met with 
officials of the IAEA to discuss progress in the 
agency's strengthened nuclear safeguards 
programme. The trip was funded by the John 
Merck Fund as part of VERtIC's project on 
implementation of the CTBT. Her publications 
during the period included 'India's Nuclear 
Capabilities and Options' with George Paloczi-
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Horvath for RUSI International $ecurity Review 
1999. She also finalised her update on the 
safeguards programme which will be published 
as VERTIC Research Report No. 5. Suzanna has 
finished her contract with VERTIC to work on 
completing her PhD thesis on Macedonia. 
Suzanna was with VERTIC for four years, first as 
a research assistant and then as Arms Control and 
Disarmament Researcher. VERTIC is grateful for 
her devotion and contribution to the organisation 
and wishes her well in her studies and future 
endeavours. 
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