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Thank you, Professor Andrei Silantiev, for that very warm welcome. I also want to 
thank you for inviting me to address students from 25 countries at this opening 
ceremony of Moscow International Model United Nations. 
 
It is a great honour to receive this degree of honorary doctorate from such an 
esteemed institution. 
 
MGIMO has a strong pedigree as one of Russia’s leading academic institutions. 
One glance at the alumni list reveals a veritable who’s who of your diplomacy. 
 
But that’s not all.  Your former students also count among their ranks presidents, 
prime ministers, ministers, UN agency heads, European Commissioners and CEOs. 
 
This is an impressive record in just under seventy years – one that attests to the high 
quality of study offered here. 
Your institute was founded in 1944, at a time of great hope as the tide of war was 
being turned.  And it trained many a diplomat who subsequently toiled to preserve 
peace and stability. 
 
Let me take this opportunity to congratulate you all with the forthcoming seventieth 
anniversary of MGIMO. 
--------------- 
The award of the Nobel Peace Prize last year was an extraordinary honour for the 
OPCW.  It is an important recognition of commitment and determination showed by 
our States Parties. And it also remains a source of immense pride for all our staff, past 
and present.  
 
We were especially pleased that the Nobel Committee singled out our “extensive 
efforts to eliminate chemical weapons.” 
 
In my speech at the award ceremony in Oslo, I underlined the very tangible nature – 
and results – of these efforts. 
 
We have recorded what can only be described as prodigious progress towards this end 
– progress for which the facts speak for themselves. 
What I want to do here is to account for this remarkable record of success.  I also 
want to point to where we may need to devote more attention to sustain it. 

----------------- 
 
Chemical disarmament has had a long and difficult history. 
 
It traces its origins to the Hague Convention of 1899 – the final act of The Hague 
Peace Conference, initiated by Tsar Nikolai II and his foreign minister, Count 



Muraviev [Mu-ra-VYÓV].  Among the Convention’s declarations was a specific 
prohibition against the use of “poisonous gases” in warfare. 
 
The subsequent widespread use of chemical weapons during World War One – and its 
tragic legacy of well over a million casualties – spurred efforts to achieve a more 
durable legal instrument. 
The resulting 1925 Geneva Protocol reinforced the ban on use of chemical weapons.  
But it failed to address production or stockpiling. 
The next six decades saw stockpiles of chemical weapons soar, especially over the 
course of the Cold War. 
 
Chemical weapons are the worst product of dark science and have killed tens of 
thousands of people including innocent civilians and injured equal numbers in the 
most gruesome manner conceivable.  
 
Half a century passed before efforts to scope out a comprehensive ban commenced, 
with serious negotiations getting underway in the early 1980s. 
 
Devastating use of chemical weapons throughout the Iran-Iraq War focused attention 
on achieving a treaty that would actually prevent such horrors. The patently inhumane 
and indiscriminate nature of chemical weapons reached a crescendo in 1987 and 
1988, when thousands of civilians perished in chemical weapon attacks in Sardasht 
and Halabja.  This brought states together to stand against any use of chemical 
weapons by anyone. A global society that has advanced in every field of human 
endeavour could not tolerate such a treacherous method of warfare.  
 
The end of the Cold War ushered in a new spirit of engagement and cooperation 
between former adversaries as negotiations were drawing to a close.  This facilitated a 
high level of ambition in terms of the scope and reach of a global ban on chemical 
weapons. The Chemical Weapons Convention may also be considered as one the 
peace dividends at an early stage of the end of the Cold War. 
 
In brief, these factors helped negotiators to weave not only a wide net, but also a very 
tight one.  Each of these factors is reflected in provisions which are unique to the 
Chemical Weapons Convention when taken together. It was concluded in 1992 and 
entered into force five years later in 1997. 
 
It is hard to overstate the singular achievement that this represented. 
 
To its credit, the international community, through the successful implementation of 
the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC), has been able to institute a 
comprehensive prohibition on chemical weapons.  
 
To understand the real impact of the Convention, it is important to consider what it 
seeks to achieve and how much progress we have made towards established 
objectives. 
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The first and foremost goal – one that no other international treaty exhibits – is the 
total elimination under verification of an entire category of weapons of mass 
destruction.  
 
The second objective is to ensure, also primarily through verification, that chemical 
weapons will not re-emerge. For this purpose, chemical industries in States Parties 
which produce chemicals and precursors that could be used to make chemical 
weapons are subject to inspections. The OPCW verifies that the production or 
consumption of relevant chemicals is only for legitimate purposes.  
 
In addition, States Parties also undertake to provide assistance to other members 
should chemical weapons ever be used, or threatened to be used, against them. At the 
same time, as chemistry is one of the key sectors of the global economy, the 
Convention seeks to promote cooperation at the international level by encouraging 
exchange of knowledge and expertise in the field of peaceful uses of chemistry. 
 
The Convention is a global treaty. This means a diverse membership. It includes 
countries possessing chemical weapons and countries with advanced and extensive 
chemical industry. At the other end of the technological spectrum, we have members 
who have neither chemical weapons nor industry of any significance. But their 
contribution to a common and noble purpose is substantial. All are part of the mission 
to rid the planet from the curse of chemical weapons. Developing countries and 
countries with economies in transition attach particular importance to these two pillars 
of the Convention, namely, assistance and protection against chemical weapons and 
international cooperation. 
 
As to how the Organisation has performed in the 16 years after the Convention came 
into force can be judged against a number of criteria. The most important and visible 
accomplishment is the destruction of 82 percent of the massive chemical weapons 
stockpiles that were declared to the OPCW.  
 
Three of the 8 possessor cuntries – Albania, India and another State Party requesting 
anonymity – have completed destruction of their stockpiles.  Libya most recently did 
likewise, with only some component chemicals left to be eliminated, and Iraq is 
proceeding with a plan to destroy remnants of chemical weapons. 
 
The removal of chemical weapons from Syria is underway. 
 
The two major possessor states, the Russian Federation and the United States, are well 
on track to achieving their destruction targets, in accordance with a revised decision 
adopted by our Member States in 2011. The Russian Federation has reached the level 
of 78% in destroying its existing stockpile. This is a very significant progress given 
the scale and complexity of the operation. I look forward to visiting one of the 
destruction sites together with the members of the Executive Council om Thursday 
and see the progress on the ground. 
 
The much talked about ‘global zero’, which usually refers to the hope pegged to a 
distant future envisaging a world free from nuclear weapons, is in the chemical area a 
certainty just around the corner. This is no small achievement by any standards. 

 2



 
With regard to inspections at commercial facilities, the Organisation has conducted 
over 2500 industry inspections, in more than 80 countries, to verify that the 
production and consumption of relevant chemicals remains confined for solely 
peaceful purposes.  
 
These two elements, i.e. verification that chemical weapons are being actually 
destroyed and, verification that the industry remains in compliance, represent the 
regulatory part of the regime - a regime that was constructed from scratch and has 
proven its efficacy even within the short period of its existence. 
 
Similarly, the Organisation has been no less active in what can be termed as the 
promotional side of the Convention. In assessing the benefits of the CWC regime it is 
important to understand that the range of activities relevant to international 
cooperation that the OPCW is mandated to conduct ensures the continuing support of 
its large and diverse membership. This also underpins the balanced approach followed 
by participating countries while drafting the Convention. 
 
Having described the key features of the regime, it is also important to understand 
why it has been successful. 
 
The Convention was the outcome of multilateral negotiations based on the principle 
of consensus. Its conclusion was a result of dedicated work spanning nearly the entire 
twentieth century. It was therefore owned by the international community as a whole. 
Even those States that are still not members, nevertheless joined the international 
consensus that endorsed the Convention at the UN General Assembly in 1992. In 
other words, they signalled their acceptance of the new global norm against chemical 
weapons.  
 
The Convention is also regarded as an equitable treaty that creates a balance of 
obligations and rights and treats all States Parties equally. It is immune from charges 
of discrimination. 
 
Apart from being a concrete instrument that provides security to all, the Convention 
also advances the crucial moral and ethical norms of international law. Chemical 
weapons are regarded as inhumane. It is difficult to contain their effects and therefore 
they are a greater threat to unprotected non-combatants than to a professional army 
capable of using protective measures. 
 
The Convention also represents a unique example of public and private partnership in 
the field of arms control. The industry verification regime of the Convention owes its 
success to the cooperation of the global chemical industry.  
 
The OPCW, established to implement the Convention, is an inter-governmental body. 
This means that both day to day as well as policy matters, depend on how the policy 
making organs of the OPCW function. Our Member States, collectively, have 
consistently displayed a constructive and forward-looking approach. They have 
always acted in the best interests of the Convention and the mission of the 
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Organisation. Their adherence to consensus has not wavered even in the face of 
difficult issues. The result is an exemplary multilateral experience that promotes 
international peace and security. 
 
The OPCW Technical Secretariat has also operated with efficiency, dedication and in 
a cost-effective manner. Maintaining excellence by the staff and a strong sense of 
accountability to States Parties has enabled the Secretariat to maintain high standards 
of service. 
 
Against this background, it becomes quite evident that the international community 
today stands totally behind the notion that the use of chemical weapons is morally and 
ethically unacceptable.  
 
This brings me to our future challenges, a foremost of which today seems the 
resurgence of the threat of use of chemical weapons. The use of chemical weapons in 
Syria last year had been a reminder of such risks. 
 
 
Following Syria’s move to join the Chemical Weapons Convention on 14 September, 
Russia and the United States played a pivotal role in devising a way forward on 
Syria’s chemical demilitarization. Your joint leadership has been highly appreciated 
by the international community. For the first time after nearly 3 years of fighting there 
was a united approach towards one aspect of the Syrian conflict. 
 
The Framework Agreement concluded in Geneva paved the way for a historic 
decision by the OPCW’s Executive Council on 27 September on an accelerated 
programme for eliminating Syrian chemical weapons by mid-2014.  This decision was 
endorsed that same day by unanimous adoption of UN Security Council 2118. 
 
The OPCW was quick off the mark in implementing this programme.  The first team 
of inspectors arrived in Damascus on 1 October, and the OPCW-UN Joint Mission in 
Syria was established on 16 October. 
 
The mission recorded several early successes ahead of set target dates, including 
submission by Syria of a complete declaration of its chemical weapon stocks and 
sites, the destruction of all unfilled chemical weapon munitions, and the functional 
destruction of production facilities. 
 
What this means is that Syria is no longer able to produce chemical weapons – a 
significant milestone that was reached only one month after the Executive Council’s 
27 September decision. 
 
The Council moved quickly to agree detailed requirements for the destruction 
programme in a decision taken on 15 November.  This key decision has called for the 
removal of all chemical weapons from Syria, in accordance with a request by the 
Syrian Government, for destruction outside the country. 
 
The Council decision entailed putting into place complex arrangements for the 
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transportation and destruction of Syrian chemical weapons – arrangements that have 
required unprecedented levels of international support and coordination. The Russian 
Federation and the United States have provided substantial amount of material and 
equipment for the implementation of this decision by Syria. 
 
There have been well-publicised delays in Syrian shipments of chemicals to the port 
of Latakia, where they are being loaded onto the Danish and Norwegian vessels.  
These delays have been due to a variety of reasons, including the security situation in 
this country. 
 
Nearly two thirds of all chemicals have now been moved out of the country. 
 
It is important that the remainder is shipped out as a matter of urgent priority, if we 
are to fall within range of the mid-2014 destruction deadline. 
I hope that the successful completion of this mission will pave the way for some 
progress in international efforts to find a political solution to the conflict in Syria. 
The Convention represents our collective abhorrence, as the international community, 
of poison as a means of warfare. It represents an ideal that we must seek to preserve 
and to strengthen for all future generations. This in essence is our mission in the 
future. 
 
The success of the Convention is largely based on its near-universal recognition and 
adherence to it by our membership representing 190 Member States.  Only 6 States 
are outside of the CWC regime. 
 
Despite the international community having progressed in developing both law and 
structures of security that are unprecedented; long festering international disputes and 
unresolved regional conflicts testify to the fact that we have a long way to go before 
claiming a measure of perfection in the manner the international security system 
operates. 
 
We also need to remember that international treaties come with clearly defined 
parameters. International organisations are neither designed nor resourced to 
undertake on their own, the challenging tasks of restoring peace and security. They 
operate within clearly defined boundaries. Any exceptional contingency operations 
that are assigned to them need to follow affirmative policy directions as well as 
adequate resources to be given by their masters which are the States Parties or the 
Member States. 
 
This reality check, however, should not obscure the fact that the international 
community has made great strides in creating, as imperfect as they might seem, 
structures of global governance that are unprecedented and which quietly but steadily 
continue to make a difference in the way we go about making our world a better place 
to live. This framework has evolved over a long period and has been built brick by 
brick in an orderly and structured fashion. 
 
A key feature of the system is that under international law, every nation is free to 
choose which international agreements it will join based on its sovereign decision. 
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Countries will join international treaties based on the desire to work for the common 
good, on encouragement from friends, through persuasion and by heeding 
international public opinion.  
 
Universality is one of the necessary conditions for a world free of chemical weapons. 
Unless each and every country of the world joins the Convention, there cannot be a 
complete assurance that the threat of chemical weapons has been eliminated forever. 
 
I do not believe that allowing exceptions to the global ban against chemical weapons 
serves the interests of the international community.  Thus States that choose to remain 
outside the regime would find themselves increasingly isolated from the mainstream.  
 
The six Countries should assume the same legal prohibitions which all other States 
have voluntarily accepted. 
 
The attention that the Nobel Peace Prize has generated in relation to chemical 
disarmament will, I hope, compel states not yet party to the Convention to reconsider 
their position, or to speed up internal processes that they may have already initiated to 
accede to the treaty. 
 
While at this stage the universal application of the Convention has emerged as an 
important issue, there are other aspects of our work where we need to build on the 
progress to make the Convention a stronger deterrent against chemical weapons.  
 
Effective domestic implementation of the Convention is one such area. All of our 
States Parties must possess the ability to prevent and, if needed, to prosecute any 
individuals or entities who breach the Convention’s rules. This crucially covers the 
possible misuse of toxic chemicals for criminal or terrorist purposes. Establishment of 
administrative structures and effective enforcement of the required legislation 
translates into security enhancement for States Parties themselves and for other 
members. 
 
More broadly, the aspect that will demand considerable readjustment in our work has 
been triggered by our success in eliminating chemical weapons stockpiles. A major 
share of our resources has so far been devoted to this goal. 
 
With the verified elimination of the declared chemical weapons stockpiles in sight, 
the question of OPCW’s future priorities has become salient. 
 
The CWC is not simply about destroying declared CW stockpiles or conducting 
industry verification. It is a Convention that is and must remain a permanent barrier 
against chemical weapons. 
 
As a treaty with verification and related transparency and confidence building 
measures at its heart, preventing the re-emergence of chemical weapons will require a 
long term and sustained recommitment. 
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The transition for the OPCW impacts both the substance of our work and the structure 
of the Technical Secretariat.  
 
On substance, verification and its interrelationship with advancing science and 
technology stand out. Industry verification under the Convention and trade data 
monitoring are the most concrete non-proliferation tools of the regime. We need to 
keep them under review and bring about improvements and adjustments where and 
when necessary.  
 
Also related to the verification function is the imperative for us to preserve our 
knowledge and expertise. Chemical weapons are not only dangerous, they are also 
complex. The expertise in this area is diminishing as chemical weapons programmes 
have been phased out. This is the same expertise that is needed in getting rid of 
chemical weapons. And the art, if it can be described as such, is fast disappearing.  
 
Science and technology underpin the operational articles of the Convention and are 
central to the OPCW’s future priorities. We fortunately have the benefit of an expert 
body called the Scientific Advisory Board (SAB) which plays a crucial role in 
advising me on Science and Technology issues. We need to adequately support its 
work together with a more aggressive propagation of the norms of the Convention 
amongst the scientific communities through education and outreach. The Regional 
Conference held last week in Buenos Aires was the first one its series. 
 
We also aim to improve our on-going programmes in the context of international 
cooperation and assistance & protection. 
 
The threats associated with the use of chemical weapons by non-State actors, 
including terrorists, have created a renewed interest in the OPCW’s coordination of 
emergency assistance to States Parties and capacity building activities for prevention. 
  
Organisation’s ability to respond adequately to these challenges depends not only on 
the provision of emergency assistance but also on effective coordination with various 
agencies in the field. We are working closely with relevant agencies in order to 
develop and sustain an effective joint response mechanism. 
 
I can sum up our future challenges as the imperative to make the global prohibition on 
chemical weapons truly universal and its permanence unshakeable. 
 
The OPCW’s progress and successes represent the strong international consensus 
against chemical weapons.  
 
This united stance is informed by a tragic history leading to the firm determination of 
the international community to prevent its recurrence.  
 
The Convention and the OPCW stand out as examples of successful multilateralism. 
Our States Parties have dealt with difficult challenges in a spirit of constructive 
cooperation and found solutions through their willingness to compromise.  
 

 7



 8

We see the results of this commitment translating into progress on a daily basis. We 
must together preserve this unity as we prepare to take our Organisation into a 
challenging future. 
 
Thank you. 
 

--------------- 


