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Board (not just its changing composition)." as well as concern about whether the
Board will continue to take a leading role in safeguards issues.12

A chemical weapons verification agency could be spared some of the
adaptation problems of the JAEA, but would have to operate in an environment
similar to that now faced by the Agency. Whether or not it would face some of
the attendant constraints depends to a great extent on the character and strength
of the specific political environment, and on the ability of a chemical weapons
convention to generate and maintain a strong consensus. Such a convention
would have to be drawn up in a more complex environment, both technically
and politically, than that of the Agency's Statute (or even the NPT), and thus
might be more constrained. The development of blocs within the IAEA (there
have been Eastern and Western blocs, but the Group of 77 is now important)
would possibly be replicated within a chemical weapons verification agency,
particularly if chemical industry transfers were significantly affected by it.
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