
- should add that we, along with many whose concerns are about
in^rYf1Ve^ess’ see resort to challenge inspection >s a highly political act, 
and tnerefore very much an o tion of last resort. To ensure that it remains 
so, we believe that there mu t be a truly credible regime for routine 
inspections under article VI. There is a clear link between article VI
t^aaintain th^Unk^'"' TerificaClon r=8" a“i=le VI is essentialand
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On routine inspection our text is consonant with the recent work of the 
s own verification working group, which is considering how schedule III a other relevant CW-capable facilities will be monitored by data reporting and 

^temationai on-site verification. In our view such an approach* provides the 
best possiMe balance given the emerging view that current 
rolling text" of these facilities is inadequate.

and

coverage in the

verification activity only to fa^ilitierp^cin^schldulf^Lril1^

® I 7 ge schedule I and II facilities are of particular
concern, and have accordingly emphasized inspection arrangements for

theSe che“icals* But for the convention to be effectivetLTtLl lT l • lns?€Ction of CW-capable facilities. It was clear to us that many countries are of this view.

Equally, many others have 
activity would overwhelm the CWC 
Governments.
IOC tonnes

concerns that such an extension of verification
secretariat, industry and national 

*e have sought to address those concerns by stipulating a 
. r1 . . per annum threshold on whether a facility will be subject to declaration and thereby to possible inspection. Australia judges - or. “he
ï£ît adViCe " that such a threshold would significantly
ensur-.r.^Z". f?-burdra °” the secretariat, industry and Governments, while 
Scored facilities which pose a real risk to the convention can hi

ses ïsrfir
industry in t^ ^ "*exi^lllt^ tc implement the verification of the chemical 

-he T?St Poetically effective and cost-effective 1
th- kindsof1far!?Ted th=.n=cessary S=°P= to focus its inspection effort on 
of"t!:= cLvLt!™! “ "hlCh V0Uld POSe the greatest risks to the objectives

manner. The

of prin-ic'=6 -hJen”" X" raises £or countries important issues
d-velo^i i “ tC ho“ national rights to economic and 
- --.opment are to be guaranteed

the convention.
technologicalM as nations implement their obligations under

whatsoever in hi-a • em?hfsize at the outset that Australia has no interest 
the legitima“e eithar the future development of our own industry orlegitimate aspirations of developing countries? For good economic reasons
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