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PAPER ON INVESTIGATION!

Submitted by the Islamic Republic of Iran

The Idamic Republic of Iran is of the beief that the most effective universdly acceptable
invedigation mechanian could only be edablished on the bass of a multilaerdly negotiated
legdly binding insrument based on the BWC. This was the gpproach which was mogt broadly
supported for a decade in preparation of and in the course of Ad Hoc Group negotiations whose
work was aoruptly suspended in 24 July 2001 due to objection by a sngle Sate Party.

In drafting the United Nations Secretary Generd’s invedtigaion mechaniam, indead of
participation of al members of the BWC, only representatives of sx UN members were engaged
and therefore the main concerns of dl State Parties of the BWC are not taken into consderation
or duly covered. As not dl members of the United Nations are parties to the Convention and do
not have egud rights and obligations aigng form the Convention, it is not logicd to have
outsders deciding for the States Parties which have dready undertaken obligations under the
Convention. This mechanism suffers from ambiguities and lack of a clear framework and
definitions.

This mechanisn was devised in the specid Stuation following the use of chemica wegpons by
Irag in the imposed war againg Iran and its own citizens in 1980s and was endorsed by the UN
Generd Assembly in 1990.

This mechanism was not devised teking into account al aspects of the Convention and has been
sectivein its gpproach.

This mechanism does not fit the subsequent scientific and legd devdopments. While it mainly
focuses on chemicd wegpons, the Chemicad Wegpons Convention was negotiated, findized and
entered into force after its being endorsed by the UNGA. Today the OPCW, being the sole
internationally recognized body on prohibition of chemicd wegpons, covers al agects of
internationa ban on chemica wegpons including investigation.
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This mechanism has not ever been implemented and in spite of provisons on its revison, its
fundamentd deficiencies do not permit making it workable through asmple revision.

The rights of the inspected sate and the ingpection team, timeframes, scope of the inspection and
.., have not been defined in the UNSG's invedtigation mechaniam. It dso lacks the Claification,
Consultation and Cooperation process dipulated in the CWC and the draft protocol on
strengthening the implementation of the BWC.

Attempts to engage internationd organizations, such as WHO, FAO or OIE, in invesigaiond
agpects of the BWC, would certainly not yidd any fruits ether. There again the question of
competencies would arise. On one hand sdective gpproaches have proven to be incagpable of
srengthening the BWC and on the other hand such missons do not fdl within the humanitarian
mandate of such organizations and would aso be detrimentd their impartidity.

The internationd community is gill in a dire need of a mechanism to drengthen the
implementation of the BWC. This was exactly what States Parties to the BWC were following
during the suspended Ad Hoc Group negotigtions on a protocol drengthening  the
implementation of the BWC. Any red and sincere atempt to strengthen the implementation of
the Convention could only be successful through reverting back to the multilaterd track and
achievement of amulltilaterdly negotiated legdly binding instrument based on the BWC.




