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Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and

of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare. Geneva, 17 June 1925.

The undersigned Plenipotentiaries, in the name of their respective governments:
Whereas the use in war of asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases, and of all analogous

liquids, materials or devices, has beenjustly condemned by the general opinion of the

W

civilised world; and
Whereas the prohibiti
majority of Powers of th
To the end th I

International Law, bindi

Declare:

That the High C i . " y are not already Parties to
Treaties prohibiting such u *+_Jﬂ Shibii ree to extend this prohibition to
the use of bacteriological s agree to be bound as between

themselves according to the terms of this dee

¥ -
et Sk

The High Ccﬁkacting Parties will

accede to the presentProtocol. Such acc
French Republic, and gthe latter o all signatories and mceding Powers, and will take
effect on the date, of t eﬁt' ’ t Gﬂ the_French Republic.

The present Pmcjl hﬁaﬁﬂlﬁ a r nﬂ ?e‘]tﬁrioth authentic, shall be
ratified as soon as possible. It shall b&ar to-day's déte. v/

OR ERRFAP RN S i E 1 T —
the Frencqh Republic, which will at once notify the deposit of such ratification to each of
the signatory and acceding Powers.

The instruments of ratification of and accession to the present Protocol will
remain deposited in the archives of the Government of the French Republic.

The present Protocol will come into force for each signatory Power as from the date of

deposit of its ratification, and, from that moment, each Power will be bound as regards

other Powers which have already deposited their ratifications.
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In witness whereof the Plenipotentiaries have signed the present Protocol.

Done at Geneva in a single copy, the seventeenth day of June, One Thousand

Nine Hundred and Twenty-Five.

States Parties to Geneva Protocol 1925

State BRRRRIPE LA™ tif [AcC.

Abe ™

Reserve

Afghanistan

ﬁ\ 986.

27.01.1992.

7 N0 e
/550N
% Q\

A
Angola P 08.11.1990.

08.11.1990.

Antigua and Barbuda

Argentina
Australia ‘ f e :I E I 1: %‘-'1 !l E4|o;.1fﬁ_ﬁ
e 4
ustria 17.06.4925 £09.05.1928
a0 i
AR TN I HNTINE T e
Bahrain 9§ 09.12.1988. 09.12.1988.
Bangladesh 20.05.1989. 20.05.1989.
Barbados 16.07.1976.
Belgium 17.06.1925 04.12.1928
Benin 09.12.1986.




1m

Bhutan 19.02.1979.
Bolivia 13.08.1985.
Brazil 17.06.1925 28.08.1970.
Bulgaria 97.03.1934
Burkina Faso
Cambodia 15.03.1983.
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde .
Central African Repub|ic A
Chile fan 17061 b 0719
I RTNEITS
China Y "1 £13.07.1952. o/ 13.07.1952.
AR TN NATINTE T B
Cate d'Ivoiré ‘ 27.07.1970.
Cuba 24.06.1966.
Cyprus 12.12.1966.
Czech Republic 17.06.1925 16.08.1938
Denmark 17.06.1925 05.05.1930
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Dominican Republic

08.12.1970.
Ecuador 16.09.1970.
Egypt 17.06.1925 06.12.1928

Equatorial Guinea

Estonia

Ethiopia

Fiji

Finland

France

Gambia

Germany

FIids~

Ghana

& 17.06.1925

3

I

Ll

“:1:

0.05.1989.

28.08.1931

21.03.1973.

10.05.1926

-
o
b O.

i

25.04.1929

03.05.1967.

OV NPT

NANEN

Greece 17.06.1925 30.05.1931
Grenada 03.01.1989.
Guatemala 03.05.1983.
Guinea-Bissau 20.05.1989.

Holy See

18.10.1966.




173

Hungary 11.10.1952.
Iceland 02.11.1967.
India 09.04.1930 09.04.1930

Indonesia .01.1971.

Iran (Islamic Rep.of)

Iraq

08.09.1931
Ireland
Israel 20.02.1969.
Italy 2 686b5 44 03,04.1928
n a L i
- ———— —————4
1.__.‘
Jamaica 07.3870.
T
1
Japan v : J a1 21:05,1970.
Ta
Jordan i ¢ £20.01.1977. .Y 20.01.1977.
FHRTINE TN
VIfTdVIE) eyt
Kenya 1§ 06.07.1970.
Korea (Dem.People's Rep.) 04.01.1989. 04.01.1989.
Korea (Republic of) 04.01.1989. 04.01.1989.
Kuwait 15.12.1971. 15.12.1971.
Lao People's Dem.Rep. 20.05.1989.
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Latvia 03.06.1931
Lebanon 17.04.1969.
Lesotho 10.03.1972.
Liberia 7.06.1927
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 1. 29.12.1971.
Liechtenstein \o 6
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Madagascar

iy

-..$=
Malawi 2

=
Malaysia ¢ o ”%1
ARt RERINETHS
. Y

Maldives £27.12.1966. ot
Malta q 21.09.1964.
Mauritius 12.03.1968.
Mexico 28.05.1932
Monaco 06.01.1967.
Mongolia

06.12.1968.




175

Paraguay

Papua New Guinea
=
Fl U Ej'l’l

Morocco 13.10.1970.
Nepal 09.05.1969.
Netherlands 17.06.1925 31.10.1930
New Zealand 4.05.1930
Nicaragua .
///Zé\\ N
| g
Nigeria & 7 -\\\\k 968. 15.10.1968.
md d
s
Norway 7.1932
Pakistan 15.04.1960. 15.04.1960.
Panama 1€ 4’ A
FI U
02.09.1980. 02.09.1980.

s

22.10.1933

(1]

d
. ARAINIUIN N

Qg

Philippines

18.10.1976.

08.06.1973.
Poland 17.06.1925 04.02.1929
Portugal 17.06.1925 01.07.1930 01.07.1930
Qatar
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Romania 17.06.1925 23.08.1929
Russian Federation 05.04.1928 05.04.1928
Rwanda 11.05.1964.
Saint Kitts and Nevis
Saint Lucia
Saint Vincent Grenadines ///A\\h
Saudi Arabia % =) k\\‘ 1971.
__ NS

Senegal
Serbia and Montenegro 12.04.1929
Sierra Leone
Slovakia : .06. : 16.08.1938

' :F T ¢ 55 QA ’
Solomon lIslands 01.06.1981. 01.06.1981.

SNIRRE]

South A% W ’] a ﬂ ﬂ ‘j m u w 24?5].1;!)’] El24.05.1930

Spain 17.06.1925 22.08.1929
Sri Lanka 20.01.1954.
Sudan 17.12.1980.

Swaziland 23.07.1991.
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Sweden 17.06.1925 25.04.1930
Switzerland 17.06.1925 12.07.1932
Syrian Arab Republic 17.12.1968. 17.12.1968.

Tanzania (United Rep.of)

Thailand

Togo

Tonga

Trinidad and Tobago

Tunisia

Turkey

Uganda

Ukraine

¥
Iy i

2.04.1963.

24.05.1965.

13

'&7.08.2003 E ,El

United Kingdom 17.06.1925 09.04.1930 09.04.1930
United States of America 17.06.1925 10.04.1975. 10.04.1975.
Uruguay 17.06.1925 12.04.1977.
Venezuela 17.06.1925 08.02.1928
Viet Nam 15.12.1980. 15.12.1980.
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Yemen 17.03.1971. 17.03.1971

List of notes and reservations submitted by States Parties to the Geneva Protocol.
Algeria

The Algerian Government will be bound

the Protocol only with regard to States which
have ratified or have adhered to i l be bound by the said Protocol with

regard to any State whose €S or w armed forces do not respect

Angola
In acceding to the Prot

that the latter is binding

the prohibitions which are the o

Australia

those Powers and Statdgwhnc Vd the Protocol or have

acceded thereto, and thaﬁﬁMajesty shall cease to be bound by the Protocol towards

do not respect tr?t' Protocol.

w QAN TUURINYINY

In a comfhunication to the depositary Government dated 27 October 1986, the
Government of Australia stated the following:

“Whereas on the twenty-second day of January One thousand nine hundred and thirty,
the Government of Australia acceded, for and on behalf of Australia and subject to a
reservation, to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating,
Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, done at Geneva

on the seventeenth day of June One thousand nine hundred and twenty-five;
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The Government of Australia having reconsidered its reservation now hereby withdraws
the same for and on behalf of Australia.”

Bahrain

The said Protocol is only binding on the Government of the State of Bahrain as regards

those States which have signed and ratified the Protocol or have acceded thereto;

y

to respect the prohibitions laid ,the Pr ool

n the Government of the State of Bahrain in

/ e armed forces of whose Allies, fail

The said Protocol shall cease to be bindi

regard to any enemy State whose.

The accession of the Stat: “z , signed on June 17, 1925,
shall in no way constitut for the establishment of any

relations of any kind th

Bangladesh

The said Protocol is only bindi the ‘ Ve \ ngladesh as regards those
States which have signed a ied the o0 e acceded thereto;

The said Protocol shall cease eBifidir g on t » Government of Bangladesh in regard
to any enemy State whose armed : ; med forces of whose Allies, fail to

—--‘:_—,.-ﬂ'r“jl"' e
respect the prohlblthmland down in ﬁe lfm

Belarus
On 2 March 1970 the Bgloruss epubE stated that ‘it recognizes
itself to be a Party” to the @engva Protocol of 1925 (United Nations document A/8052,

panex ﬂuEJ’WlEJ‘ﬂ‘ﬁWEJWﬂ‘ﬁ

Belgium

o Mo REF RSy W"N G B ol s e
have sngrﬁad or ratified it or which may accede to it. (2) The said Protocol shall jpso facto
cease to be binding on the Belgian government in regard to any enemy State whose
armed forces or whose allies fail to respect the prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.
Note: In a communication to the depositary Government dated 14 February 1997,
Belgium declared that it had decided to withdraw the reservations made at the time of
ratification.

Bulgaria

The said Protocol is only binding on the Bulgarian government as regards States which



180

have signed or ratified it or which may accede to it. The said Protocol shall jpso facto
cease to be binding on the Bulgarian government in regard to any enemy State whose
armed forces or whose allies fail to respect the prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.
Note:

In a communication to the depositary Government dated 2 October 1991, Bulgaria

stated the following: "The Ministry of Foreig n Affalrs of the Republic of Bulgaria presents

its compliments to the Embassy o \\\ > and has the honour to inform it that on
Republic of Bulgaria adopted a
law considering the withdra by Bulgaria on ratifying the

Protocol for the Prohibiti aro Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases,

and of the Bacteriologic ‘Ward i eva on 17 June 1925".
Cambodia \

In a verbal note of 30 Sep ign Affairs and International
Cooperation of Cambodia d ment of Cambodia considered
itself bound by the Protocol o 7 Jun mwhich the coalition Government of

l ,f;j.-.l'ltz-l".‘, '--.)_
This accession had b’fﬁn considéred invalid istralia, Bulgaria, Cuba,

Czechoslovakia, Ethiop z
and Viet nam.
Canada

o saio L B I T B BHA s oo s

which have bothﬂgned and ratified itgor have final aacceded there%(Z) The said
protoco’ghaﬁ’qs@@ ﬂﬁ%“%’}’}%&j«}a Es]tate at enmity
with Him a/hose armed forces, or whose allies de jure or in fact fail to respect the
prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Note:

In a communication to the depositary Government dated 20 August 1991, Canada
stated the following: "The Government of Canada modifies the reservations made by
Canada to the Protocol of 17 June 1925 for the Prohibition of the Use in War of
Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of the Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
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by withdrawing the reservations made by Canada to the Protocol with respect to
bacteriological methods."down in the Protocol.

Further, in a note of 19 October 1999 the government of Canada declared the complete
withdrawal of its reservations to the Geneva Protocol.

Chile

(1) The said Protocol is only binding on the Chilean government as regards States which
have signed and ratified it or which m cede to it. (2) The said Protocol
shall jpso facto cease to be binding on the C&emment in regard to any enemy
State whose armed forces llies, fai ,(,,_the prohibitions which are the
object of this Protocol. N\ .

Note: & N

In a communication to th ' Ve \ \Septemberwm, Chile

stated the following: I hav our Jo- nformity with article 22 of the
i .

1969 Vienna Convention on the Faw ofTrea cision by the Government of

Chile to withdraw the reservation |Lﬂ!ﬁnu d o ng the Protocol on the Prohibition

of the Use in War of Asphymatmg, ther Gases, and of the Bacteriological
/flr_.-
Methods of Warfare, ﬂopted at éeneva 6n 17«

China
On 13 July 1952, the Pe@olé's

ed aﬂatement recognizing as
binding upon it the accesgio‘&to the Protocol,jﬂ,the name of China. The People's

ropubic of ) B b3 B P e Y oen of ety on

the part of all theq!!ther contracting angi acceding p&ers

coon S648) 971 TEU A28 8

The Czechoslovak Republic shall ipso facto cease to be bound by this Protocol towards
any State whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies, fail to respect the
prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Note:

On 8 November 1990, the depositary Government informed the States parties of the
following communication from Czechoslovakia:

“The instrument of ratification contained a reservation stating that the Czechoslovak

Republic would jpso facto cease to be bound by the said Protocol in regard to all States
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whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies fail to respect the prohibitions
laid down in the Protocol.

Having examined the said reservation, and knowing that the Government of the Czech
and Slovak Federal Republic consents thereto, we hereby withdraw it."

On 22 September 1993, the Czech Republic declared that it considered itself bound by
the Geneva Protocol of 17 june 1925.

Fiji
In a declaration of successio

r)/&rpssed to the depositary
government, the governme isi

visions of the Protocol were

applicable to it by virtue dom. The Protocol is only

binding on Fiji as regard ratified it and which will
have finally acceded thergfo. | o shall binding on Fiji in regard to

any enemy State whose a s of fHeja ned f of whose allies fail to respect

France _

(1) The said Protocol is only bindi . iment of the French Republic as
.n:xs w;

regards States which Egve sign: ed‘ Tatifie cede to it. (2) The said

Protocol shall ijpso fa¢teceaseto be mant of the French Republic

in regard to any enemygate vhose hoﬂallies fail to respect the

prohibitions laid down in the l&otocol

w AUYINENINYINT

On 25 Novembefi996, the French Go‘yemment declared the wnthdrawal of its

- QRAREATMYINBIA

India

(1) The said Protocol is only binding on His Britannic Majesty as regards those States
which have both signed and ratified it, or have finally acceded thereto. (2) The said
Protocol shall cease to be binding on His Britannic Majesty towards any Power at enmity
with Him whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies, fail to respect the
prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Iraq

On condition that the Irag government shall be bound by the provisions of the Protocol
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only towards those States which have both signed and ratified it or have acceded
thereto, and that it shall not be bound by the Protocol towards any State at enmity with
Iraq whose armed forces, or the forces of whose allies, do not respect the provisions of
the Protocol.

Ireland

The government of the Irish Free State does not intend to assume, by this accession,
any obligation except towards the ‘\ s havind signed and ratified this Protocol or

which shall have finally accedea theret armed forces or the allies of an

enemy State fail to respect t sai : 7 ment of the Irish Free State
would cease to be boun i n reg such State.

Note: N\
vernment on 10 February

1972, the government of Ir; slardd 4 ecided to withdraw the above

Israel 7

The said Protocol is only bindingefiihe ael as regards States which have
signed and ratified orﬂ:ceded‘fg;i%‘m ase ipso facto to be
binding on the Staten 1 as re N. e armed forces, or the

armed forces of whoseﬂiés, orthe r rfoﬂes, or groups or individuals

operating from its territory‘fagiI. to respect the &ryhibitions which are the object of this

oo (YR INBNINYINT

Jordan

¢ o o/
i L L P LN
and doesinot oblige Jordan to conclude with Israel any arrangement under the Protocol.
Jordan undertakes to respect the obligations contained in the Protocol with regard to
States which have undertaken similar commitments. It is not bound by the Protocol as
regards States whose armed forces, regular or irregular, do not respect the provisions of
the Protocol.
Korea (North)
The said Protocol is only binding on the Government of the Democratic People's

Republic of Korea as regards those States which have signed and ratified the Protocol
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or have acceded thereto. The said Protocol shall cease to be binding on the
Government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea in regard to any enemy State
whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose Allies, fail to respect the prohibitions
laid down in the Protocol.

Korea (South)

The said Protocol is only binding on the i

mment of the Republic of Korea as

the Protocol or have acceded
i he Government of the Republic

or the armed forces of

regards those States which have

thereto. The said Protocol s

of Korea in regard to any.

whose Allies, fail to res s Protocol.

Kuwait 9 .

The accession by the St : hi] ‘ \ot in any way imply
recognition of Israel, or th men: i .the latter on the basis of the
present Protocol. In case of Br 1 of pition mentioned in this Protocol by any
of the Parties, the State of Ku regard to the Party committing

the breach, to apply the provisior?gﬂ%zi_s

P TN,
P oA

Libya
The accession to the r'the establishment of any
relations with Israel. Théj)resen Protocol is | g on thqBibyan Arab Republic only as

regards States which are éffegtively bound byif and will cease to be binding on the

Lioyan Arab RefUblbg boaral Sitds Whosh bt fordeh. brhe armed forces o

whose allies, failth) respect the prohibitions which are the object of tw} Protocol.

vongoe] P NTIIELHNNINE TR E

In the casqe of violation of this prohibition by any State in relation to the People's Republic
of Mongolia, or its allies, the government of the People's Republic of Mongolia shall not
consider itself bound by the obligation of the Protocol towards that State.

Note: On 15 May 1990, Mongolia informed the depositary Government of the following:

"I have the honour to bring to your attention the fact that the Government of the
Mongolian People's Republic has decided to withdraw the reservation which it made at

the time of its accession to the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of
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Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

As from this date, the Mongolian Government will respect all the clauses of this Protocol
without any reservation."

Netherlands

Including the Netherlands Indies, Surin

T’ 7nd Curacao. On 25 November 1975 Surinam

ing, p@ other gases, and of all
<

became a sovereign state. \':\
As regards the use in war o
analogous liquids, materia
binding on the Royal N ; L with regardifo any enemy State whose

armed forces or whose

Note: :

On 17 July 1995, the dep de _ :'_ i ‘a notification from the
Government of the Netherlagds that it was withdrawing the reservation that it had
expressed upon ratification ofithe Protocol ‘-";',-~_ Oct er 1930. The notification stated

precisely that the withdrawal of res
P ,_.f..lr.;'a' A
Netherlands Antilles :?31 Aruba.

ha

New Zealand

Subject to the reservatigs Eha by t@said Protocol only towards

those Powers and States which have both signed and ratified the Protocol or have

o rro LR DA T B RSB S ro Prtonovrs

any Power at en#flty with Him whose armed forces, iy the armes for%; of whose allies,

oo ARG ITUNN1INY TR Y

Note:

On 6 January 1989, New Zealand informed the depositary Government of the following:
*On accession to the Protocol the Government of New Zealand declared that its
accession was subject to two reservations: that New Zealand if bound by the Protocol
only towards those States which have both signed and ratified the Protocol or have
acceded thereto, and that New Zealand shall cease to be bound by the Protocol

towards any enemy State whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies, do
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not respect the Protocol.

I have the hounour to inform you of the decision of the Government of New Zealand to
withdraw these reservations to the Protocol as from the date of deposit of this letter."
Nigeria

The Protocol is only binding on Nigeria as regards States which are effectively bound by

it and shall cease to be binding on Ni s regards States whose armed forces or
whose allies' armed forces fail @"/ itions which are the object of the

A
""f-i.

Protocol. ‘\-‘—‘:
—

Pakistan

By a note of 13 April 1960, e depos  Government that it was a

party to the Protocol b the Indian Independence

Act of 1947.

Papua New Guinea

said Protocol shall cease to be bingi 5 sovernment of Papua New Guinea in
...:_"_"..-ﬂ:_,:_,{a:‘_‘ .

regard to any enemy gate whose armed forc ort med forces of whose Allies, fail

to respect the prohibitions

Paraguay U
22 October 1933 is the datesof receipt of the imstrument of accession. The date of the

notfication by % Flabli bowb ot @ prabufibgelor bbdanbatint is 13 s

1969. ¢ o (Y

Portugﬂ W’-] ﬂ\ﬂ ﬂim quq VI EI’] El E]

(1) The said Protocol is only binding on the government of the Portuguese Republic as
regards States which have signed and ratified it or which may accede to it. (2) The said
Protocol shall jpso facto cease to be binding on the government of the Portuguese
Republic in regard to any enemy State whose armed forces or whose allies fail to
respect the prohibitions which are the object of this Protocol.

Romania

(1) The said Protocol only binds the Romanian government in relation to States which

have signed and ratified or which have definitely acceded to the Protocol. (2) The said
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Protocol shall cease to be binding on the Romanian government in regard to all enemy
States whose armed forces or whose allies de jure or in fact do not respect the

restrictions which are the object of this Protocol.
Note:

In a communication to the depositary Government dated 16 July 1991, Romania stated

5/its'campliments to the Minister of Foreign
Aorm it that by act No.39 of 1 June
s —il

of the reservations formulated

the following:

“The Embassy of Romania in F -%_
Affairs, Office of Legal Aﬁ@
1991, the Romanian Parii
by Romania to the Prot ar of Asphyxiating,
Poisonous or Other G Warfare, concluded at
Geneva on 17 June 19

Russia

Republics in relation to the States, which have signed and ratified or which have
ity ,

which are the object of #fis Protocol.
Note:

e e B UL AL SN DT e i

the depository of the Geneva Protocof, that it had withdrawn its resefvations. Following
woro bl S Db b0 ALl B s o
Novemb«:‘r 2000), the Russian Federation promulgated Federal Law No. 143-FZ on 6
December which authorized the withdrawl of the reservations.

Slovakia

The Czechoslovak Republic shall ipso facto cease to be bound by this Protocol towards
any State whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies, fail to respect the
prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Note:

On 8 November 1990, the depositary Government informed the States parties of the
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following communication from Czechoslovakia:

"The instrument of ratification contained a reservation stating that the Czechoslovak
Republic would jpso facto cease to be bound by the said Protocol in regard to all States
whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose allies fail to respect the prohibitions
laid down in the Protocol.

Having examined the said reservation, and knowing that the Government of the Czech

On 22 September 1993, ) ‘ idered itself bound by the Geneva
Protocol of 17 june 192
South Africa :
Subject to the reservatio "1 \ aid Protocol only towards
those Powers and States ‘ S ¢ ed the Protocol or have
acceded thereto, and that sty sh ;"; se 0 be bound by the Protocol towards
any Power at enmity with Him hos: e armes forces of whose allies,

do not respect the Protocol.

Note: Lr‘ﬁ

ification from the Government

of South Africa that it wgwithdra vir
October 1996. [ g | v

s FUYINYNINYINT

Declares as bindl’Mgipso facto, without special agrq&r.nent with respig to any other

e AT B VA 3 Blorr

condition%f reciprocity, the Protocol for the Prohibition of the Use in War of

vation. Sucﬂ«ithdrawal took effect on 20

Asphyxiating, Poisonous and other Gases and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare,
signed at Geneva on 17 June 1925.

Note:

On 23 December 1992, the Spanish Government informed the depositary Government
that it had decided to withdraw the reservation entered on 17 June 1925. Such

withdrawal took effect on 28 December 1992.
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Syria
The accession by the Syrian Arab Republic to this Protocol and the ratification of the
Protocol by its government does not in any case imply recognition of Israel, or lead to

the establishment of relations with the latter conceming the provisions laid down in this

Protocol.

United Kingdom of Great Britain and | ’ Ireland
The British Plempotent|ary declz ;sugnature does not bind India or

any British Dominion WhICh te ,yem eague of Nations and does not

separately sign or adhe
(1) The said Protocol is
and States which have il rati 1 rotoco! or have finally acceded
thereto. (2) The said Pr
any Power at enmity wit S€ ¢ ne Hor 5, orthe armed forces of whose allies,

fail to respect the prohibiti
Note:

Kingdom withdrew part(2) of its al reservation whe i teomes to the use of agents,

ul

. seiin article 1 of the

toxins, weapons, equ n’. nt

mon of the Development, Product

I?:;;:riological ﬁoﬁ ﬁ ﬁjﬁgvefr%{wﬂ VTﬁﬁwcnon of 10 April
?:;‘Z‘;%)iﬁm SRS VPN REIANEL v

to the use in war of asphyxiating, poisonous or other gases, and all analogous liquids,

Convention on the Pro ion and Stockpiling of

materials, or devices, in regard to any enemy State if such State or any of its allies fails
to respect the prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Viet Nam
The said Protocol is only binding on the Government of Viet Nam as regards those
States which have signed and ratified the Protocol or have acceded thereto; The said

Protocol shall cease to be binding on the Government of Viet Nam in regard to any
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enemy State whose armed forces, or the armed forces of whose Allies, fail to respect the
prohibitions laid down in the Protocol.

Yugoslavia _

The said Protocol shall cease to be binding on the government of the Serbs, Croats and
Slovenes in regard to any enemy State whose armed forces or whose allies fail to

respect the prohibitions which are the obj t.of this Protocol.

AULINENINYINS
ARIAINTAUNNIING A Y
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NMANUIN . Conventiogrol i "' b Deve opment, Production and

StockpilingofiBact Hologic iological) and Toxin Weapons and on
Their Destructio
L WA

Pt

Vi A
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Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpilingof

Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction.

Signed at London, Moscow and Washington on 10 April 1972.
Entered into force on 26 March 1975

Depositaries: U.K., U.S. and Soviet gov ents.

tlve progress towards general
and complete disarma incltiding “ ADesan: and elimination of all types of
weapons of mass des onvi 3’ the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpi iChemical ano .\l% biological) weapons and

their elimination, throug@re il ' ate the achievement of general
kit

and complete disarmamen iv& international control,
Recognizing the imp ¢ signi ! e Protocol for the Prohibition of the

Use in War of Asphyxiating, POisonots or O 7 ases, and of Bacteriological Methods

of Warfare, signed at Geneva o 3 25 and conscious also of the contribution

which the said Protocal ha ake, to mitigating the

horrors of war, /) : X' )

Reaffirming thgadherenoe o the principles andﬂajeotives of that Protocol and

calling upon all atj 0'5 stnotl withfthem,
Recalli mlﬁfw &th Q gs has repeatedly

condemned all actions contrary to thé principles argl objectives of the Geneva Protocol
omnayﬁ;aaﬂﬂ%m W RPTREL

Desmng to contribute to the strengthening of confidence between peoples and
the general improvement of the international atmosphere,

Desiring also to contribute to the realization of the purposes and principles of the
United Nations,

Convinced of the importance and urgency of eliminating from the arsenals of
States, through effective measures, such dangerous weapons of mass destruction as

those using chemical or bacteriological (biological) agents,
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Recognizing that an agreement on the prohibition of bacteriological
(biological)and toxin weapons represents a first possible step towards the achievement
of agreemeht on effective measures also for the prohibition of the development
,production and stockpiling of chemical weapons, and determined to continue
negotiations to that end,

Determined for the sake of all , to exclude completely the possibility of

bacteriological (biological) age sed as weapons,

Convinced that suc . the conscience of mankind and
that no effort should be

Have agreed as follows:

Each State Party. hid G ;'7 r lertakes never in any circumstances to

develop, produce, stockpi ; -
(1) Microbial or othaf biglogiéal , Or toxinswhatever their origin or method
of production, of type =12 Juan e no justification for
prophylactic, protechveo ;";;-- gaceifulpurposes;

(2) Weapons; eguipi ent o igifed to use such agents or

Each State Party ta'this Convention ungertakes to destroy, or to divert to

peaceful purpo@ usgng m &Lmﬁtw &quﬂ @nths after entry into
force of the Conventlon all agents, toxins, weapons&qument andﬂﬁans of delivery
e YA 10 P BEIAT R P e
jurisdictioﬂ or control. In implementing the provisions of this article éll necessary safety

precautions shall be observed to protect populations and the environment.
Article 1II '

Eabh State Party to this Convention undertakes not to transfer to any recipient
whatsoever, directly or indirectly, and not in any way to assist, encourage ,or induce any
State, group of States or international organizations to manufacture or otherwise acquire
any of the agents, toxins, weapons, equipment or means of delivery specified in article |

of this Convention.
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Article IV

Each State Party to this Convention shall, in accordance with its constitutional
processes, take any necessary measures to prohibit and prevent the development
,production, stockpiling, acquisition, or retention of the agents, toxins, weapons,
equipment and means of delivery specified in article | of the Convention, within the

territory of such State, under its jurisdicti n or under its control anywhere.

‘ &e to consult one another and to

the application of the provisi ' 1 Jensultation and Cooperation

The States Parties to

cooperate in solving any

pursuant to this article m aken t appropriate international

procedures within the fra

Charter.

(1) Any State Pa Verition which finds'that any other State Party is
acting in breach of obligations dgfi g fromit ovisions of the Convention may lodge
a complaint with the Security Ceti Gilof wr-';t!,v_ | ions. Such a complaint should
include all possible as a request for its

(2) Each State Parlt'y to this Convention undertakes to cooperate in carrying out

any mveshgatmﬂ/u Ef %Wﬁsﬁlﬁﬁ w [EI?’R ﬁ:ﬁj’iance with the

provisions of the @harter of the United Natlons on the basis of the complalnt received

e R TR SO MY I TR R

the resultsjof the investigation.
Article VII

Each State Party to this Convention undertakes to provide or support assistance
Jin accordance with the United Nations Charter, to any Party to the Convention which so
requests, if the Security Council decides that such Party has been exposed to danger as

a result of violation of the Convention.
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Article VIII

Nothing in this Convention shall be interpreted as in any way limiting or
detracting from the obligations assumed by any State under the Protocol for the
Prohibition of the Use in War of Asphyxiating, Poisonous or Other Gases, and of

Bacteriological Methods of Warfare, signed at Geneva on June17, 1925.

Article 1X
Each State Party to this Ce ention affi the recognized objective of effective
prohibition of chemical weapens and, to this akes to continue negotiations in
——— .
good faith with a view to reaehind Early agreementen.gffective measures for the

prohibition of their devele ¥ productiona ¢ ?"‘-'1‘-* g and for their destruction,
and on appropriate me ' fhing equipr \ means of delivery specifically
designed for the producii® nical agents for weapons purposes.

(1) The States Partigs f tion Undertake to facilitate, and have the
right to participate in, the fullg oSS e of equipment, materials and

scientific and technological informatic > of bacteriological(biological) agents

and toxins for peac ar Wpury niin 2 position to do so shall
4 11. . .
also cooperate in contfibu LJ- States or international

organizations to the fu Qscientific discoveries in the

A 1711041171111
AT A IAL

Convention or international cooperation in the field of peaceful bacteriological

fer development and application

(biological)activities, including the international exchange of bacteriological
(biological)and toxins and equipment for the processing, use or production of
bacteriological(biological) agents and toxins for peaceful purposes in accordance with

the provisions of the Convention.
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Article XI

Any State Party may propose amendments to this Convention. Amendments
shall enter into force for each State Party accepting the amendments upon their

acceptance by a majority of the States Parties to the Convention and thereafter for each

remaining State Party on the date of acceptance by it.

Five years after the e )vention. or earlier if it is requested

m proposal to this effect to the

: \ ties the Convention shall be held

by a majority of Parties to
Depositary Governments,
at Geneva, Switzerland, t ) ventlon with a view to

: \ ovisions of the Convention,
including the provisio i gotietions on chemical weapons, are being
realized. Such review s

tific and technological

developments relevant to.the

(1) This Convention.shil unfi

(2) Each Sta ettising its national sovereignty
5 )

have the right to wuthd@v fro dec idﬁthat extraordinary events,
related to the subject mager of the Conventlb ,have jeopardized the supreme interests

s comy AP ARy Jo e

Convention and% the United Natloni,Seounty COUHCII three months in advance. Such
e R AR HATTHE A
Jeopardlﬂed its supreme interests.
Article XIV

(1) This Convention shall be open to all States for signature. Any State which
does not sign the Convention before its entry into force in accordance with paragraph
(3) of this Article may accede to it at .any time.

(2) This Convention shall be subject to ratification by signatory States.
Instruments of ratification and instruments of accession shall be deposited with the

Governments of the United States of America, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
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Northern Ireland and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, whiph are hereby
designated the Depositary Governments.

(3) This Convention shall enter into force after the deposit of instruments of
ratification by twenty-two Governments, including the Governments designated as

Depositaries of the Convention.

(4) For States whose instrument ratification or accession are deposited
subsequent to the entry into force is Conveniion,it shall enter into force on the date
of the deposit of their instrum ; 7

(5) The Deposita orm all signatory and
acceding States of the datg#bf gé Ne dep03|t or each instrument of
0 \ e of this Convention, and of the

\“
(6) This Convention sha he —uwx—__ v the Depositary Governments pursuant

p—

ratification or of accession.

receipt of other notices

to Article 102 of the Chartef ofthe U .,s.f -Ne

This Conventign, the-Engtish,‘Russiar panjsh and Chinese texts of
which are equally auv ntic,

Governments. Duly ceﬁed op

E"'é of the Depositary
. sha e transmitted by the

Depositary Governmenté E? Governmentsﬂ the signatory and acceding states.

ﬂ'UEJ’J‘VIEWl‘ﬁWEJ’lﬂ‘i
Q‘W?Mﬂ‘iﬁu UA1AINYAY
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State Parties & Signatories to BTWC

State Signature Ratif,/Acc. Reserve
Afghanistan 10.04.1972. 26.03.1975.
Albania 11.08.1992.

Algeria

Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina

Armenia

Australia 10.08.1973

Austria 04,1972 e 10.08.1973.

Bahamas ) id

¥

Bahrain 28.10.1988. 28.10.1988

e AUEAINENINGINS
A AT N INGA Y

Belarus 10.04.1972. 26.03.1975.
Belgium 10.04.1972. 15.03.1979.
Belize 20.10.1986.

Benin 10.04.1972. 25.04.1975.



199

Bhutan 08.06.1978.
Bolivia 10.04.1972. 30.10.1975.
Bosnia-Herzegovina 15.08.1994.

Botswana - 05.02.1992.
Brazil

Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria

Burkina Faso
Cambodia

Canada

Cape Verde ' 20.10.1977.

~  AuEINENINGNT
om QRVNINTU ARV INY VN B

Colombia 10.04.1972. 19.12.1983.
Congo 23.10.1978.

Congo (Dem. Rep.) 10.04.1972. 16.09.1975.

Costa Rica 10.04.1972. 17:12.1973.



Croatia 08.10.
Cuba 12.04.1972. 21.04.
Cyprus 10.04.1972. 06.11.
Czech Republic

Denmark

Dominica

Dominican Republic

East Timor

Ecuador

2.03.

El Salvador

Equatorial Guinea 16.01.

Estonia 21 06.
A mnmumw

Ethlopla

Fiji 22.02.1973. 01.10.

Finland 10.04.1972. 04.02.

Former Yugoslav Republic 14.03.

of Macedonia

F'T‘LIEI’J‘VIEWWWEI‘"
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1991.

1976.

1973.

24.03.1993

1975.

aF

1989.

179

1993.

N Y

1973.

1974.

1997

27.09.1984.



France

Gambia

Georgia

Germany

Ghana

Greece

Grenada

Guatemala

Guinea-Bissau

Holy See

Honduras

Hungary

08.08.1972.

;[ 10.04.19

AUt NN INeans
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India 15.01.1973.
Indonesia 21.06.1972.
Iran (Islamic Rep.of) 16.11.1972.
Iraq 11:05.1972.

10.04.1972.

21.11.1991
22.05.1996

07.04.1983.

5

14.03.1979.

15.07.1974.
19.02.1992.
22.08.1973.
19.06.1991

27.10:1972.

15.07.1974

201
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Ireland

Italy 10.04.1972. 30.05.1975.
Jamaica 13.08.1975.

Japan | 18.06.1982.
Jordan

Kenya

Korea (Dem.People's Rep.)
Korea (Republic of)
Kuwait 26.07.1972.

Lao People's Dem.Rep. ™

Latvia

- A ol RIS TN S
“arasitiam INEnae

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya 19.01.1982.
Liechtenstein 06.06.1991.
Lithuania 10.02.1998

Luxembourg 10.04.1972. 23.03.1976.

10.04.1972. 06.10.1991. 26.09.1991



Malaysia

Maldives

Mali 10.04.1972.

Malta

Mauritius

Mexico

Monaco

Mongolia

Morocco

Netherlands

New Zealand

S

02.08.1993

25.11.2002

07.04.1975.

e F UL IABN NGNS
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Nigeria 10.07.1972.
Norway 10.04.1972.
Oman

Pakistan 10.04.1972.

09.07.1973.

01.08.1973.

31.03.1992.

03.10.1974.

03.02.2003
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Palau

Panama

Papua New Guinea
Paraguay

Peru

Philippines

Poland

Portugal

Qatar

Romania

Russian Federation ‘[

- AUEIRENTNENS
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Saint Lucia

Saint Vincent Grenadines

San Marino

Sao Tome and Principe

02.05.1972.

21.03.1973.

12.04.1972.

20.03.1974.

27.10.1980.

09.06.1976.

5:06.1985.

26.11.1986.

13.05.1999

11.03.1975.

24.08.1979.

24.05.1972.
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Saudi Arabia

Senegal

Serbia and Montenegro

Seychelles

Sierra Leone

Singapore

Slovakia

Slovenia

Solomon Islands

South Africa

Spain

10.04.1972.

205

26.03.1975.

13.06.2001

11.10.1979.

17.05.1993

e UL FMENTNGTAS
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Suriname

Swaziland

Sweden

Switzerland

27.02.1975.
10.04.1972.

17.01.1973.

06.01.1993.

18.06.1991. 04.05.1976

05.02.1976.

04.05.1976.

28.05.1975.



Thailand
Togo 10.04.1972. 10.11.1976.
Tonga 28.09.1976.
Tunisia .04. " >06.06.1973.
Turkey
Turkmenistan
Uganda
Ukraine
United Kingdom 27.04.1972
United States of America
Uruguay
AU 3 EWI’?W HTNT
Vanuatu 42.10.1990
A AININURIINEAE
Venezuela 10.04.1972. 18.10.1978.
Viet Nam 20.06.1980.
Yemen 10.05.1972. 01.06.1979.
Zimbabwe 05.11.1990.

List of notes and reservations submitted by States Parties to the BTWC
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Austria

Reservation (translation):

'Considering the obligations resulting from its status as a permanently neutral state, the
Republic of Austria declares a reservation to the effect that its co-operation within the
framework of this Convention cannot exceed the limits determined by the status of

United Nations. This reservation refers in

permanent neutrality and membership wi

particular to Article VII of this C 0 any similar provision replacing or

supplementing this Article.'
Bahrain

Reservation

‘The accession by the he Prohibition of the
Development, Producti al (Biological) and Toxin

Weapons anc on their D constitute recognition of Israel

or be a cause for the estab kind therewith.'

China

Statement:

1. The basic spirit of the € he Prol fiBidlogical Weapons conforms

to China's consistent V 18 g the world's peace-loving

countries and peoples mﬁghtmg against aggression andmalntalnmg world peace.
China once was fjd bacteriological) weapons. China has
not produced ﬁ ﬁJ ﬁ %ﬂﬁiﬂ B'Lﬂ i future. However, the
Chinese Government considers that the Conventionshas its defects. €er instance, it fails
to provia |ﬂ&aﬁsﬂimumae’lm Eillaiﬁvgpons and the
concrete ?and effective measures for supervision and verification; it lacks forceful
measures of sanctions in the procedure of complaint against instances of violation of the
Convention. It is the hope of the Chinese Government that these defects maybe made
up or corrected at an appropriate time.

2. Itis also the hope of the Chinese Government that a convention on complete

prohibition and thorough destruction of chemical weapons will soon be concluded.
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3. The signature and ratification of the Convention by the Taiwan authorities in the name
of China on 10 April 1972 and 9 February 1973 are illegal and null and void.'

Czech Republic
In a Note dated 24 March 1993, received on 5 April 1993 the Minister of Foreign Affairs

for the Czech Republic notified the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth
Affairs of the following:
'‘Upon the instruction of the Governme! Republic and referring to the

Declaration of the Czech 2 @ents and Nations of the World of

17 December 1992, | h

e to Your Excellency the following:
In conformity with the

the Czech Republic, ‘State to the Czec nand Slovak Federal Republic,

Convention on the P _
Bacteriological (Bioloﬂal) and Toxir and on t@ir Destruction, done at

London, Washington ancf Mdscow on 10 Apfilf1972.
India ﬁf

‘iJEJ’JVIEJV]ﬁWEJ'Wﬂ‘ﬁ

Statement on S|gnature

L RRE S HBAIHYA B
weapons However, in view of the situation that developed in regard to the discussions
concerning biological and chemical weapons, it became possible to reach agreement at
the present moment on a Convention on the elimination of biological and toxin weapons
only. Negotiations would need to be continued for the elimination of chemical weapons
also. It has been recognised that, both in regard to the Convention on biological and

toxin weapons and in respect of future negotiations concerning chemical weapons, the
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Geneva Protocol of 1925 should be safeguarded and the inseparable link between
prohibition of biological and chemical weapons should be maintained.

India's position on the Convention on biological and toxin weapons has been outlined in
the statements of the representative of India before the Conference of the Committee on

Disarmament (CCD) and the First Committee of the General Assembly.

The Government of India would like to.r ' in particular its understanding that the

f and toxin weapons, thereby

tthe exemption in regard to

objective of the Convention is fc
excluding completely the p
biological agents or toxi ' : .' orprophylactic, protective or
other peaceful purpos ndfty € sophole in regard to the

production or retentio

might be furnished un €Cobnyention [d be of medical or

humanitarian nature and er of the United Nations.

India's support of the Con n weapons is based on these
main considerations. Itis In garmest Convention will be adhered to by
all States, including all the majbgg;s carly date.' This statement was
reiterated on ratifica

Ireland

Declaration:

‘The accession ﬁ %ﬁ f t Irish Free State to the
Protocol for th u ﬁ ﬁgj ﬂ ﬁﬁonous or other Gases,
and of iﬁ signature at'Géneva on 17 June
1925, q ﬁ:ﬁj’t aﬁﬁi »ij ﬁﬂ]jﬁ fdlto y this

accession any obligation except towards States which had signed and ratified this
Protocol or which would have finally acceded thereto, and that in the event of the armed
forces of any enemy State or of any ally of such State failing to respect the said Protocol,
the Government of the Irish Frée State would cease to be bound by the said Protocol
towards any such State.

The Government of Ireland recognise that the value of the Convention on the Prohibition

of the Development Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
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Weapons and on their Destruction which has been signed on their behalf today, could
be undermined if reservations made by Parties to the 1925 Geneva Protocol were
allowed to stand as the prohibition of possession is incompatible with the right to
retaliate. As this Convention purports to strengthen the Geneva Protocol, there should
be an absolute and universal prohibition of the use of the weapons in question. The

Government of Ireland, accordingly,' tified the depository Government for the

1925 Geneva Protocol of their v ervations to the Protocol. The

withdrawal of these reserva well as to bacteriological
(biological) and toxin ag
Kuwait

Understanding:

‘In ratifying the Conventi . | i ) t, Production and

ﬂ

N

position its accepting’ {e obl asstme by virtue of its

In tendering this 'Un istanding e Go - Ste e. of Kuwait reaffirms its

ratification of the said Cenvention. It also confirms that the'ast clause of the

| ﬁm“ﬁﬁﬁ%’ WEFTTTS

Reservation:

'Ma!aysa m& a ﬁhnjmuiﬂ:]lg nﬂ’l@te&flcognmon of
the States of Israel and South Africa nor does it consider itself duty bound by Article VII
to provide assistance to those two States.'

Mexico

Statement (translation):

On signing the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production and
Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction,

the Government of Mexico wishes to record that it:
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1) Continues to be convinced that the same reasons which made it advisable to prohibit
biological and chemicél weapons jointly in the Geneva Protocol of 1925 exist now to
strive to pursue identical methods with respect to the prohibition of the development,
production and stockpiling of the said weapons, as well as their elimination from the
arsenals of all States.

2) Considers that the fact that the Conve
biological and toxin weapons s i be un , as Resolution 2826 (XXVI) of the
United Nations General Assen i "éﬂion is annexed, explicitly

E—

ion now open for signature applies solely to

indicates, to be merely a.i 1as proved possible to take for

the time being - towar evelopment, production
and stockpiling of all
3) Makes a note of the faé Comy \.:"I con an express commitment to
continue negotiations in ith with ca farriving at any early agreement on the
prohibition of the develop ’ cti ’ ckpiling of chemical weapons and

their destruction.

(XXV1), has requested th f ‘ ommittee to continue, as a

high priority item, nege agreement relative to

chemical weapons whieft' is being sought; and that, in Re ution 2827 B (XXVI), the

I L2330 4124 i) L0
Y R fb el (1T

peaceful purposes.

5) Is convinced that the success of the Convention relative to biological weapons will
depend, in the last resort, on the manner in which the commitments under reference are
honoured.

Slovakia

In a Note dated 17 May 1993, received on 17 May 1993 the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of

the Slovak Republic notified the Foreign and Commonwealth Office of the following:
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'In conformity with the valid principles of international law and to the extent defined by it,
the Slovak Republic as one of the successor States to the Czech and Slovak Federal

, Republic, considers itself bound, as of 1st January 1993, i.e. the date of the dissolution
of the Czech and Slovak Federal Republic, by multilateral international treaties to which

the Czech and Slovak Federal Republic was a party on that date, including reservations

J 7 ,7/Iier by the Czech and Slovak Federal
&nt of the United Kingdom of Great
———

oduction and Stockpiling of

and declarations to their provisions

Republic.

From among the treaties d
Britain and Northern Ire
Convention on the Pro
Bacteriological (Biolo d'on their Destruction, done at

London, Moscow and

United Kingdom

In a statement dated 27 7% COl m'rv icated to all States recognised by the
United Kingdom, Her Majesty's 'IilIEE -‘ led'their view that if a regime is not

recognised as the Government.of gistate, I ignature nor the deposit of any

et T

instrument by it, nog.# ‘ about recognition of that

Y ‘

ment of ratification the Governrmnt of the United Kingdom

regime by any other State

On depositing their inS
made the followif ‘ﬁ Al %C ions. of the Conyention shall not apply in
regard to Sou(ﬂﬁﬁ;si mzlmn Memtﬁsthe United Kingdom
informssth i \ n‘ it i ition to ure that the
obligaﬂwmgﬁtﬁcimzﬂﬁﬁj tﬁﬂt:j/é:h fully

implemented.'
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