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  Letter dated 15 April 2020 from the Permanent Representative of 

the Russian Federation to the United Nations addressed to the 

Secretary-General and the President of the Security Council 
 

 

 I have the honour to transmit herewith an aide-memoire from the Russian 

Federation concerning the report of the Investigation and Identification Team of the 

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons on incidents involv ing the use 

of chemical weapons in Lataminah, Syrian Arab Republic (see annex).*  

 I should be grateful if you would have the present letter and its annexes 

circulated as a document of the General Assembly, under agenda item 98 (m), and of 

the Security Council. 

 

 

(Signed) V. Nebenzia 

  

 

 * The annexes are being circulated in English and Russian only. 
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  Annex to the letter dated 15 April 2020 from the Permanent 

Representative of the Russian Federation to the United Nations 

addressed to the Secretary-General and the President of the 

Security Council 
 

 

  Aide-memoire concerning the first report of the Investigation and 

Identification Team of the Organisation for the Prohibition of 

Chemical Weapons on chemical incidents in Lataminah, Syrian 

Arab Republic 
 

 

 On 8 April 2020, the leadership of the Technical Secretariat of the Organisation 

for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) distributed the first report of the 

so-called Investigation and Identification Team on the chemical incidents in 

Lataminah, Syria, on 24, 25 and 30 March 2017. 

 We wish to reiterate that the decisions to establish the Investigation and 

Identification Team within OPCW and to fund it from the Organisation’s regular 

budget were illegitimate. Those decisions were adopted in violation of the Convention 

on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical 

Weapons and on Their Destruction. The work of this quasi-prosecutorial body, whose 

staff are predominantly from Western countries, is encroaching on the exclusive 

powers of the Security Council and is aimed at accomplishing the abhorrent political 

task of discrediting the lawfully elected authorities of Syria. Russia does not intend 

to cooperate with the Team or to finance its work.  

 A clear indication of the biased nature of the Team’s report was the fact t hat, 

24 hours before its official publication, an article appeared in the British newspaper 

The Guardian stating that, in the OPCW document, the Government of Syria was 

identified as the perpetrator of the chemical attacks. A legitimate question arises: ho w 

and on what basis were the Western media given access to this confidential 

information before it became available to the OPCW member States? We would 

appreciate an explanation in this regard from the leadership of the OPCW Technical 

Secretariat. 

 The Team’s report will be studied thoroughly in Russia at the expert level. This 

will take time. However, it can already be stated that the Team operates according to 

the same flawed principles as the OPCW fact-finding mission in the Syrian Arab 

Republic and the former OPCW-United Nations Joint Investigative Mechanism:  

 – Material and evidence are gathered remotely, mainly from opposition groups.  

 – Reports from the Damascus authorities of chemical weapons offences 

committed by terrorists are ignored. 

 – The investigations are conducted with gross violations of the provisions of the 

Chemical Weapons Convention and without observing the key principle of 

preserving the chain of custody of material evidence, which, inter alia, requires 

such evidence to be gathered directly on site, by OPCW experts exclusively. 

 – No proper criteria are applied for selecting witnesses or assessing the 

admissibility of their testimony. 

 The flimsy reports of the OPCW fact-finding mission and the OPCW-United 

Nations Joint Investigative Mechanism on the chemical incidents in Lataminah, as 

well as in Khan Shaykhun, Saraqib and other populated areas in neighbouring 

districts, provide incontrovertible proof of all these violations.  
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 For clarity, we suggest consulting the related material prepared by experts from 

the Ministry of Defence of the Russian Federation (which is available on the website 

of the Permanent Mission of the Russian Federation to the United Nations at: 

www.russiaun.ru/ru/news/opcw_report) (see addendum). 

 With regard to the investigations conducted by the OPCW fact -finding mission 

in Lataminah, we also wish to draw attention to the following.  

 It is openly stated in the report of the fact-finding mission concerning the 

incident on 30 March 2017 that “the majority of sources consisted of news media, 

blogs, and the websites of various non-governmental organisations (NGOs)”. There 

are fundamental inconsistencies in the results of the analysis of environmental 

samples and biomedical specimens. Traces of sarin are present everywhere (“soil 

collected under metal piece”, “large metal piece”, other “metal pieces”), but there is 

no evidence of its presence in the biomedical specimens.  

 In the report on the 25 March 2017 incident, it is stated, with respect to the 

possible use of chlorine, that the designated laboratories detected an assortment of 

chloro-organic compounds in the samples taken at the hospital premises. However, 

the majority of those compounds were antiseptics and related chemicals, such that 

their presence in the samples can be entirely explained by the disinfection measures 

regularly carried out at such medical establishments.  

 Regarding the incidents on 24 and 30 March 2017, in which the OPCW fact -

finding mission considers that sarin was used, the crater formed by the explosion does 

not correspond in form to the crater that would be caused by the explosion of an aerial 

chemical munition and is suspiciously reminiscent of the crater specially prepared in 

advance by the White Helmets to simulate the explosion of what was alleged to be an 

“aerial chemical bomb” in Khan Shaykhun 10 days later.  

 It is noteworthy that the results of the analysis of the samples taken at Lataminah 

and Khan Shaykhun are virtually identical, notwithstanding the different 

meteorological, geographical, ballistic and other conditions.  

 It is quite obvious that the work of the Investigation and Identification Team, 

like that of the OPCW fact-finding mission, is aimed at meeting the political demands 

of a narrow group of States. This is clearly demonstrated by the falsified report on the 

chemical provocation carried out by the White Helmets in Duma on 7 April 2018, 

which served as the pretext for the United States of America, the United K ingdom 

and France to launch a missile strike on the territory of a sovereign State in violation 

of the Charter of the United Nations and the fundamental principles of international 

law.  

 The Investigation and Identification Team does not even hide the task it has been 

set: this body is intended to assist not only the OPCW governing bodies, but also 

courts and tribunals, whether at the national, regional or international level, including 

the notorious so-called International, Impartial and Independent Mechanism to 

investigate crimes in Syria. This is yet another gross violation of the provisions of the 

Chemical Weapons Convention and, in essence, is leading to the repurposing of 

OPCW as a tool for the United States and its allies to exert political pressure on 

Governments to which they object. 

 In sum, we note with regret that the reputation of OPCW as an authoritative 

expert body in the field of chemical weapons has effectively been sacrificed to the 

geopolitical ambitions of this group of countries in the Middle East. 

 

http://www.russiaun.ru/ru/news/opcw_report
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  Addendum 
 

  Informational material on chemical provocation in the Syrian Arab Republic  
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 All chemical weapons stockpiles and facilities connected with the former chemical weapons programme in Syria have been destro yed. This has been 

officially confirmed by the Director-General of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) . 
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 In spite of this, the Western countries have not ceased exerting political pressure on the Syrian Arab Republic, periodicall y accusing it of various 

violations of the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons and on  Their Destruction, 

including the concealment of part of its chemical weapons capabilities. In addition, OPCW is supporting the stance of the United States of America and 

its allies regarding Syria. 

 To clarify the situation with regard to the Syrian chemical dossier, OPCW put a number of claims to Syria. To address those c laims, in April 2014, 

under pressure from the Western States, two missions were set up under the Organisation’s auspices: the Declaration Assessment Te am, to verify the 

declaration made by Syria concerning its chemical weapons programme, and the OPCW fact -finding mission in the Syrian Arab Republic, to establish the 

facts surrounding the use of chemical weapons.  

 Regrettably, the work of those missions was organized in a manner that was biased and lacking in transparency, often under th e direction of countries 

opposed to preserving peace in Syria. 
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 For example, with regard to the Declaration Assessment Team, the following points must be noted.  

 The OPCW Executive Council in its most recent report on progress in the elimination of the Syrian Chemical Weapons Programme (EC-93/DG.12), 

which is based on material provided by the Declaration Assessment Team, underscores that Damascus is actively cooperating with  the Team, submitting 

monthly reports on the fulfilment of its obligations under the Chemical Weapons Convention.  

 Nevertheless, for reasons that are not clear, over the past four years the number of claims made against Damascus has increased from 4 to 23.  For the 

current purposes, all the claims made by the Declaration Assessment Team can be consolidated into three groups. The first set of claims concerns the role 

of the Scientific Studies and Research Center at Barzah and Jamraya in the Syrian chemical weapons programme; the second, the  results of the analysis of 

samples taken at a range of locations in the territory of the Syrian Arab Republic; and the third, the efforts to clarify certain declarations made by Syria.  
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 Most of the issues that the Declaration Assessment Team deems problematic relate to the first group of claims, concerning the  activities of the 

Scientific Studies and Research Center. 
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 The question of the Center’s role in the chemical weapons programme in the Syrian Arab Republic was raised following the Team ’s first visit in May 

2014, as analysis of the samples taken at the facility showed the presence of toxic chemical precursors. 

 It must be noted that, according to the Chemical Weapons Convention, work in laboratories with various toxic chemicals (trace s of which were 

detected at the Scientific Studies and Research Center) for research, medical or pharmac eutical purposes is permitted and such facilities are not subject to 

any obligation relating to declaration. 

 After extensive discussion of this issue, in October 2016 the Syrian Arab Republic submitted additional material on the work conducted at some of 

the Center’s sites. Subsequently, in November 2017 and February 2018, at the request of the OPCW Technical Secretariat, the S yrian Arab Republic 

provided further documents detailing research and development in relation to chemical weapons that had been car ried out at the Center in the periods 

1995–1999 and 2006–2010, and offered the necessary clarifications in response to questions that arose.  

 Despite the fact that inspections conducted previously by the Team, in 2017 and 2018, had shown that there were no  traces of undeclared activities, 

in 2018 the international coalition launched a missile strike on those sites on the pretext that they were linked to chemical  weapons attacks in Syria. 

 The inspection conducted by the Team in October 2019 again confirmed that no activities prohibited by the Chemical Weapons Convention had been 

carried out at the Center.  

 During a visit to Hafir 1 in April 2019, the Team discovered 40 undestroyed empty chlorine and ammonium cylinders on both sid es of a small road 

behind the facility’s tunnels. Representatives of the Syrian National Authority who accompanied the Team during the visit explained th at the cylinders had 

already been declared to the OPCW Technical Secretariat in 2013 and examined by OPCW inspectors, and had remai ned in the same location since then. 

Nevertheless, the OPCW Technical Secretariat still considers the issue to be “outstanding”, despite repeated promises to Dama scus to deal with the matter, 

and the Team has plenty such “outstanding” issues in respect of the Syrian Arab Republic. 

 It must be recognized that, given the protracted armed conflict, which has lasted for eight years, Damascus is simply not in a position to respond to 

some of the issues because it lacks the additional documentation requested by t he Team. For example, in the case involving the conversion of 2000 special 

aerial bombs, the Syrian Arab Republic submitted all available and extant documents, but the OPCW Technical Secretariat consi dered that to be insufficient. 

 In our view, there is a need to be realistic: the OPCW Technical Secretariat and Syria must carry out a final review of the outstanding claims in 

respect of the initial declaration. We believe that most of them could be closed.  
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 With regard to the OPCW fact-finding mission, Russia has made repeated statements pointing out specific shortcomings in the investigations 

conducted into the alleged chemical incidents in Lataminah (on 24, 25 and 30 March 2017), Khan Shaykhun (on 4 April 2017), Sa raqib (on 4 February 

2018) and Duma (on 7 April 2018). 

 At issue are the most serious flaws in the work of the fact -finding mission: a lack of balance in the mission’s geographical composition; selectivity 

in the use of witness testimony, including an unjustifiable propensity towards obtaining i nformation from opposition sources and bodies exposed for their 

falsification of data and close ties to foreign secret services (the White Helmets, for example, are officially funded by the  United States Agency for 

International Development (USAID) and the State Department of the United States); and a reluctance to carry out operational measures at the sites of the 

alleged chemical incidents on the pretext that there are security threats, although appropriate guarantees have been provided  repeatedly by the Government 

of Syria and, what is more, most of the Syrian Arab Republic is now under the control of government troops.  
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 It must be pointed out that, in accordance with the diplomatic notes exchanged between OPCW and Damascus, the decisions of th e OPCW Executive 

Council of 4 February and 23 November 2015, and paragraph 5 of Security Council resolution 2209 (2015), the task of the OPCW fact-finding mission is 

“to study all available information relating to allegations of use of chemical weapons in Syria”. Meanwhile, the mission itself has asserted that its task 

consists solely in establishing whether or not chemical weapons were used, without making a general analysis of all available  information relating to an 

incident and often without visiting the sites concerned.  

  

https://undocs.org/en/S/RES/2209(2015)
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 Moreover, the OPCW fact-finding mission investigated all three incidents in Lataminah remotely, citing security -related constraints, which is a clear 

breach of the rules and procedures for the investigation of cases of chemical weapons use laid down in the relevant United Nations documents and the Chemical 

Weapons Convention (Guidelines and procedures for the timely and efficient investigation of reports of the possible use of ch emical and bacteriological 

(biological) or toxin weapons (A/44/561, annex I, sect. II, of 4 October 1989), and part XI of the verification annex to the Chemical Weapons Convention, 

entitled “Investigation in cases of alleged use of chemical weapons”) and a gross violation of the basic principle of safeguarding the chain of custody. Material 

evidence was gathered and transmitted to the mission’s experts by representatives of the White Helmets, an organization that has been exposed more than once 

https://undocs.org/en/A/44/561
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for staging video footage of the use of chemical weapons. There are facts confirming the link between this pseudo -humanitarian organization and the terrorist 

group Jabhat Al-Nusra (the majority of the staged videos were shot in terr itory controlled by this terrorist group). 

 The material evidence used by the mission cannot therefore be described as factual.  

 The mission prepared two reports on the outcome of the investigations into the incidents at Lataminah.  

 In the report of 13 June 2018 (S/1636/2018), two incidents are examined, one involving the use of sarin on 24 March 2017 and the other the use of 

chlorine on 25 March 2017. The report of 2 November 2017 (S/1548/2017) addresses the incident on 30 March 2017 involving the use of sarin. 

 The reports state that samples were transmitted to the mission by non-governmental organizations (NGOs), and it is claimed that these samples were 

taken at the sites of the alleged incidents.  

 In all cases, the samples were sent to the OPCW laboratory and then, after they had been split, to two designated laboratories for further analysis. 

The results of the analysis are considered below. 

 The mission’s experts concluded that sarin was very likely used as a chemical weapon in the south of Lataminah on 24 and 30 March 2017, and 

chlorine on 25 March 2017. 

 The quality of the investigation and the probative value of the results of the analysis are demonstrated by the fact that the  mission’s experts do not 

state categorically that chemical weapons were used but employ the words “likely” and “very likely”.  
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 Regarding the incidents on 24 and 30 March 2017, in which, according to the OPCW fact -finding mission, sarin was used, the crater formed by the 

explosion does not correspond to the crater that would be caused by the explosion of an aerial chemical munition and looks suspiciously like the so -called 

aerial chemical bomb crater that the White Helmets simulated in Khan Shaykhun 10 days later.  

 The mission’s finding that the munition was a chemical munition filled with sarin is not supported by the evidence. Analysis of the photographs of 

the aerial bomb fragments shows that they depict severely corroded pieces of a conventional high -explosive bomb, not an aerial chemical bomb. It is clear 

that these pieces have been lying in the open for at least five years.  

 It is noteworthy that the results of the analysis of the samples taken at Lataminah and later at Khan Shaykhun are virtually identical, notwithstanding 

the different meteorological, geographical, ballistic and other conditions.   
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 It is stated, in the mission’s reports, that four biomedical specimens were collected, in the presence of members of the miss ion, from two individuals 

presented by the White Helmets as victims of the incident. Analysis  of the specimens by the two OPCW-designated laboratories showed no biomarkers of 

sarin. Flying in the face of the obvious, this fact is being interpreted as supporting the claim of sarin use, although the m ission has no evidence of human 

exposure. 
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 In the report concerning the 25 March 2017 incident, it is explained that chlorine is believed to have been used because the designated laboratories 

detected an assortment of chloro-organic compounds in the samples taken at the hospital premises. In fact, the majority of those compounds 

(trichlorophenol, for example) were antiseptics and related chemicals, such that their presence in the samples is entirely ex plicable. 

 In addition to the chloro-organic compounds, a number of the samples were found to conta in di-isopropyl methylphosphonate, a by-product of sarin 

production. The authors of the report do not attribute the presence of that chemical to the use of sarin, but rather to the f act that it was in this hospital that 

victims of the 24 March 2017 incident were decontaminated with water. In this case, the following question arises: where are the sarin and the by -products 

of sarin production that should have been found in the samples related to that incident? No answer or explanation is provided  in the report. 
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 The staged nature of the 4 April 2017 chemical incident in Khan Shaykhun has been raised repeatedly in OPCW in statements by representatives of 

the Russian Federation. Our country has called for a thorough investigation into this case of chemical w eapons use. 

 However, the United States, without waiting for the start of the investigation, still less a decision by the Security Council , launched a missile strike 

on the Sha‘irat airbase, in flagrant violation of the norms of international law. Afterwar ds, the OPCW fact-finding mission initiated a remote investigation, 

that is without visiting the site of the alleged chemical incident, and, three months later, submitted a predictable report b ased on testimony from individuals 

presented by NGOs. 

 The official outcome of the mission’s investigation is set out in the final report ( S/1510/2017), issued on 29 June 2017. In the report, it is stated that, 

in Khan Shaykhun, “a large number of people, some of whom died, were exposed to sarin. The release that caus ed exposure was likely to have been 
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initiated in the crater in the road, located close to the silos in the northern part of the town. The team concluded that, ba sed on such a release, the only 

determination that could be made was that sarin had been used as a weapon” (report, paras. 1.7 and 6.25).  

 The bases for such a finding were the results of sample analyses and interviews with witnesses and individuals who had been p resented by NGOs as 

victims of the incident. The witness interviews and the receipt of the samples, the provenance of which is unkn own, took place in the territory of a 

neighbouring State (report, paras. 3.13 and 3.15). The samples were collected and submitted to the mission by NGOs, meaning that they cann ot be said to 

be trustworthy. 

 Notwithstanding the provisions of document A/44/561, annex I, section II, of 4 October 1989, and part XI of the verification annex to the Chemical 

Weapons Convention, the mission acknowledges in paragraph 3.43 of its report that it was not able to:  

 – “Visit the hospitals and clinics where the casualties were initially treated” (i.e. the mission’s experts did not interact directly with those affected) 

 – “Gain direct access to records, including patient registers, medical files, treatment records,  … laboratory reports, from those previous treatment 

facilities” (i.e. the mission does not have any documentary proof of the number of victims or a clinical picture of their exp osure) 

 – “Conduct on-site collection of testimonies and clinical examination” (i.e. the mission has no evidence directly obtained by the mission itself at the 

site of the alleged incident) 

 The conclusions contained in the report are based on the results of clinical examination of individuals presented by NGOs as victims and found in 

hospitals located in the territory of a neighbouring State party to the Convention (report, paras.  3.20 and 3.44) However, there is no evidence that those 

individuals were exposed at the site of the incident.  

 Environmental samples were not collected by experts from the mission or in their presence (report, para. 3.46), which points to a violation of the 

basic OPCW principle of safeguarding the chain of custody.  

  

https://undocs.org/en/A/44/561
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 The mission posits that an aerial munition was used in the incident. However, it cannot be concluded from a review of the material presented in the 

mission’s report that there was any aircraft within 5 kilometres of Khan Shaykhun at the time of the “chemical attack”. At no  point does the report mention 

the discovery of a bomb stabilizing fin that would clearly prove the crater was the result of an aerial bomb. It is common knowledge, however, that the 

stabilizing fin can always be found at or near the impact location, even following the detonation of a high -explosive or powerful fragmentation aerial 

bomb, a fact that the mission’s experts overlooked. 
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 Technical analysis of the material contained in the report shows that the characteristics of the crater confirm that it was f ormed as a result of the 

detonation in the ground of a low-power explosive device and not a munition dropped from an aircraft. Even before the completion of the “investigation”, 

the crater was rapidly concreted over by persons unknown.  

 The mission received recordings made by NGOs at the site of the incident of alleged chemical weapons us e. The video footage and images depicting 

people wearing surgical masks (without any means of respiratory protection (gas masks) or protective clothing), which were sh ot by members of NGOs 

during the first hours after the chemical incident at the site of the alleged incident, provoke particular puzzlement as to the feasibility of the scenes shown 

and raise doubt as to their veracity. 

 It is well known that, when a chemical munition containing sarin is actually used, it is not possible to work in a surgical mask, as doing so will result 

in immediate death. 

 Furthermore, the results of the analysis of the samples taken from the crater revealed a large quantity of sarin, which is no t consistent with the video 

footage of samples being taken by people in surgical masks. This demonstrates that there was initially no sarin in the crater and that it was subsequently 

added to the samples that were transmitted to the mission by NGOs.  
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 Concerning the Saraqib report, the OPCW fact-finding mission again followed the practice that had proved convenient for certain parties of undertaking 

a so-called remote investigation (without a site visit or the collection of samples by members of the mission themselves) and prep ared a report in which it was 

concluded that “chlorine, released from cylinders through mechanical impact, was likely used as a chemical weapon” in a neighbourhood of Saraqib.  

 One of the means of data collection identified in the report is analysis of open sources. In particular, the report includes links from Internet blogs, 

Twitter, Facebook, YouTube and the newsfeeds of the BBC, CNN and The Washington Times, i.e. sources not directly verified by the mission. Furthermore, 

the annex containing these links has the heading “Open source internet links related to t he Al Ltamenah incident” (not Saraqib), which attests to the fact 

that errors were made in the preparation of the document, following the pattern established in previous reports of the missio n, notably the report on the 

March 2017 incident in Lataminah. 

 The approach taken by the mission can hardly be described as professional. The evidence gathered is extremely inconclusive. It  is not affirmed in the 

mission’s report that a chemical weapon was used; rather, words such as “possible” and “likely” are employe d to assess the situation. This lexis is wholly 

inadmissible in a report that purports to be a final document and on the basis of which political decisions are being taken.   
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 The two OPCW-designated laboratories that analysed the samples received by the fact-finding mission from the White Helmets obtained contradictory 

results. If the samples are identical, how could this have happened? There is no reason to doubt the qualifications of the de signated laboratories. 

 Chloro-organic compounds, detected in 14 samples by one laboratory, were found in no samples by the other laboratory. It is also noteworthy that 

there were traces of an explosive in a number of the samples, whereas, according to eyewitness accounts, the cylinders allege dly containing chlorine did 

not explode. 

 It should be noted that both laboratories identified chemicals listed in schedule  2 of the annex on chemicals to the Chemical Weapons Convention 

(di-isopropyl methylphosphonate, isopropyl methylphosphonate, methylphosphonic ac id) that are not related to chlorine, but rather are markers of 

organophosphorous toxins. It can be assumed that the samples either were not taken from the site of the incident in Saraqib o r were prepared artificially 

for transmission to the mission. 
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 The mission does not take account of this fact, referring only to “the presence of chemicals that can neither be explained as occ urring naturally in the 

environment nor as being related to chlorine” (in particular, schedule 2 toxic chemicals). In our view, the  only explanation for the presence of these 

substances is that they were added to the samples by the White Helmets.  

 Let us consider the incident that occurred on 7 April 2018 in Duma.  
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 One year after the events in Khan Shaykhun, on instructions from their Western patrons, on 7 April 2018 the White Helmets repeated the scenario 

they had perfected previously in Duma. However, the well-oiled mechanism whereby the Government of Syria was accused of using chemical weapons on 

its own people stuttered. The Syrian authorities immediately made a formal request to OPCW to send experts to the site of the alleged incident to establish 

all the circumstances. Thus, for the first time in the five years since the events in eastern Ghutah, the OPCW fact -finding mission’s remote investigation 

procedure broke down. The mission was obliged to conduct its investigation directly at the site of the incident in strict com pliance with OPCW standards. 

 The official outcome of the investigation was set out in the final report, issu ed on 1 March 2019. In the report, it is clearly stated that “the use of a 

toxic chemical as a weapon took place” in Duma. However, the material and findings contained in the report indicate that the means used (cylinders) were 

dropped from an aircraft. It should be noted that the final report contains no official confirmation, based on expert technical analyses, that cylinders w ere 

dropped from an aircraft, although such work was carried out by OPCW experts.   
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 Subsequently, it became known that the conclusions reached in the report of the OPCW fact-finding mission contradicted the views of the members 

responsible for the technical analyses. On 13 May 2019, an OPCW document entitled “Engineering Assessment of Two Cylinders Ob served at the Douma 

Incident” and dated 27 February 2019 was published on the website of the Working Group on Syria, Propaganda and Media. The author of the document wa s 

an OPCW expert named Ian Henderson, who had taken part in the investigation into the incident. The findings in t his highly technical report fully corroborate 

the conclusions of the Russian experts, voiced repeatedly in forums such as OPCW and the Security Council, that the chemical incident at Duma was a hoax. 

However, the views of the OPCW expert were not taken into account, and he was subsequently accused of disclosing restricted information.  

 The conclusions drawn in the mission’s report were also called into question by a number of prominent academics, public figur es and experts. The 

first Director-General of OPCW, José Bustani, also criticized the mission’s findings.  

 At present, reports are being prepared by the OPCW Investigation and Identification Team, the establishment of which, in viol ation of the Chemical 

Weapons Convention, undermined the exclusive powers of the Security Council. Potential errors, in relation to either Khan Shaykhun and Duma or the 

other incidents investigated by OPCW, could have extraordinarily serious repercussions for stability and security around the world.  
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 It is quite clear that the time has long been ripe for the format of the OPCW fact-finding mission’s work to be brought into line with the relevant 

United Nations documents and the Chemical Weapons Convention. The mission must: visit the site of alleged cases of chemical w eapons use; collect 

samples and other material evidence for itself; strictly observe the basic rules on preserving the chain of custody; and guar antee geographical balance 

among its members so as to prevent the mission from being dominated by experts from only cer tain countries. 
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 The Russian Federation has repeatedly submitted for consideration by the Security Council a draft resolution on the creation of a new investigative 

body that would be legitimate and, even more importantly, totally impartial and highly professional. However, the Western members of the Security Council 

are vehemently opposed to the Russian initiative. In their counter-projects, our opponents take into consideration only a small proportion of our ideas, 

reducing the initiative essentially to re-creating the OPCW-United Nations Joint Investigative Mechanism with all its shortcomings.  

 

 

I. Kirillov 

Head of the Radiation, Chemical and Biological Defence Troops 

of the Armed Forces of the Russian Federation 

 

 


