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Mr Chairman, 

Let me first, on behalf of the European Union, congratulate you on assuming the Presidency of our 
meeting and assure you of our full cooperation and support. I would also like to take this opportunity 
to congratulate Mr. Daniel Feakes upon his appointment as Head of the Implementation Support Unit. 
We are very much looking forward to working with him closely. 

The following countries align themselves with this statement1: Turkey, the former Yugoslav Republic 
of Macedonia, Montenegro, Iceland, Serbia, Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Ukraine and the 
Republic of Moldova. 

The European Union strongly supports the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention as a 
cornerstone of international efforts to prevent biological agents or toxins from ever being developed, 
produced or otherwise acquired and used as weapons. It is a crucial element of our collective security 
and one of the key instruments of multilateral disarmament and non-proliferation. Universalisation of 
the Convention remains our priority: we urge those remaining States not yet Parties to the Convention 
to ratify or accede to it as soon as possible. 

In its Strategy against the Proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destruction, the EU identified the risk 
coming from biological agents and toxins being used as weapons as a challenge to international peace 
and security. In line with the principle of effective multilateralism, the EU and its Member States have 
constructively engaged in the inter-sessional process by actively promoting universality, national 
implementation and full compliance with the Convention. 

A lot has already been achieved. Through three Council Decisions, the EU has provided tangible and 
effective support to the BTWC. The EU and its Member States are engaged in supporting 
improvements in bio-safety and bio-security around the globe; through the expertise of WHO we 
support projects aimed at promoting bio-risk awareness, laboratory bio-risk management and 
development of national laboratory strategies to counter biological risks and enhance the core 
facilities. The EU has made continued efforts aiming at developing Centres of Excellence, mobilising 
resources to develop coherent and adequate CBRN policies. Current projects are focused at knowledge 
development and transfer of best practices on bio-safety, bio-security and bio-risk management, 
strengthening laboratory procedures, development of laboratory ISO-bank system, creation of an 
international network of universities and institutes to raise awareness on the dual-use dimension of 
biotechnology. 

Since 2004, 17 States have joined the Convention, and there has been a modest increase in the number 
of CBM submissions, including from some State Parties submitting their first time. However, a lot 
more remains to be done to increase the level of participation in the CBM process. We could improve 
the current situation by complementing compliance reporting with consultations based on CBMs.We 
need CBMs to be more relevant. The EU and its Member States strongly encourage all States Parties 
to participate in the annual CBM exchange. The politically agreed CBMs represent a unique 
instrument to help increase mutual trust, generate transparency and thus help demonstrate compliance 
with the Convention. With the financial support of the EU, the ISU has developed a CBM electronic 
facility which is to be launched today. 

                                                           
1 Turkey is a Candidate country; the Candidate countries former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia and Albania as well 
as potential candidate country Bosnia and Herzegovina continue to be part of the Stabilisation and Association Process; Candidate Country 
Iceland continues to be a member of the EFTA and of the European Economic Area.  
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Appropriate verification remains a central element of an effective BTWC disarmament and non-
proliferation regime. Verification measures have the objective to build further confidence among 
States parties in the continued adherence to their obligations under the Convention. However, there is 
currently no consensus on a verification protocol to the BTWC. The EU and its MS are willing to 
work towards identifying alternative options that could achieve similar goals. For the time being, we 
need to focus on concrete ways to strengthen the existing mechanisms of the Convention. The current 
inter-sessional process, as well as the time remaining before the Review conference provides us with a 
good opportunity in this regard. 

Effective national implementation is fundamental for the integrity of the Convention. The current 
inter-sessional process offers also an opportunity to identify innovative approaches, to enhance 
national implementation through voluntary exchanges of information, such as the proposed peer-
review mechanism. The EU and its Member States look forward to discussing it further during this 
meeting of States Parties.  

We need to continue to think about how we maintain and strengthen compliance with the Convention 
as we move towards the Eighth Review Conference in 2016.  

Substantive working documents were submitted at the last meeting of experts regarding the biennial 
item on how to strengthen the implementation of Article VII. The cross-regional interest in this topic 
shows that there is room for a substantive discussion and for the identification of concrete avenues for 
work, which could be reflected in the report of the meeting of States Parties, for further consideration 
at the next Review Conference.  

Mr Chairman, 

The EU believes in the need to increase international coordination and cooperation in order to promote 
biological and health capabilities for responding to and mitigating human, animal and plant disease 
outbreaks whether natural, accidental or of deliberate character.  

The largest and most complex Ebola epidemic outbreak on record in West Africa has already claimed 
more than 7,000 lives and has seen over 16,000 cases. The EU and its Member States are at the 
forefront of international response: they have mobilised political, financial and scientific resources to 
help contain, control, treat and ultimately defeat Ebola. The EU's total financial contribution to fight 
the epidemic is over €1 billion including funding from Member States. The EU has given €373 million 
to fight the disease - covering emergency measures and longer-term support. These funds contribute to 
epidemic surveillance, diagnostics, treatment and medical supplies; they enable deployment of doctors 
and nurses and training of health workers; they raise awareness about the disease among the 
population. In addition to existing EU and bilateral development partnerships, the EU is also providing 
some €145 million in development and early recovery assistance with a view to reinforce the capacity 
of governments to deliver vital public services. Furthermore, the EU supports the African Union's 
medical mission in West Africa. In order to reduce the risk of further spread of Ebola, EU funding has 
also been allocated to countries neighbouring the affected region where we support early detection and 
awareness building. 

Ebola provides us with lessons learned that can be applied, especially on command and control of the 
response as well as the role played by surveillance, quarantine and diagnostic laboratories. Working in 
strict coordination with the WHO, OIE and FAO, as illustrated by the Ebola outbreak, is a necessity 
and must be further encouraged. In this context, we welcome the Global Health Security Agenda.   
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Mr Chairman, 

Advances in bio-sciences are vital when it comes to fighting disease outbreaks but appropriate 
technology transfer controls are also necessary to ensure that we are not inadvertently assisting in 
developing biological weapons under the guise of cooperation in biological sciences or in the 
economic and technological fields. Ultimately, strengthening international cooperation would also 
require monitoring and assessment of advances in science and technology and its impact on the 
Convention. One possible way could be strengthening the role of the ISU, while organizing thematic 
workshops open to the Inter Academy Panel on International Affairs and competent and relevant 
industry and academic experts on selected topics to meet in addition to, or alongside, the annual 
meetings of experts.  

Mr Chairman,  

We have offered a number of concrete ideas to strengthen the BTWC. Less than two years separate us 
from the next Review Conference: we believe it is time already now to start preparations for it. In this 
respect, we feel that meeting just for two weeks per year is not enough. As it was referred to in a 
number of statements already, the EU and its Member States thus would like to suggest and to put 
forward for the consideration of States Parties a proposal regarding a preparatory mechanism.   

As of 2015, in preparation of the Eighth Review Conference, States Parties could hold informal 
consultations in Geneva to strengthen the Convention. These consultations could focus on areas that 
are likely to command consensus among States Parties. These open-ended meetings could be 
convened either at the level of Geneva delegations or, as appropriate, reinforced by representatives 
from capitals under the auspices of the Chair and the Vice-Chairs of the meeting of States Parties. The 
President-elect of the Review Conference could take forward these consultations under his/her 
auspices. 

We are convinced that it is important to give priority to process now. Once a workable procedural 
arrangement for informal consultation among State Parties has been set up, it will serve as a 
framework in which in-depth discussion on substance can evolve in preparation of the 2016 Review 
Conference. We hope this proposal will meet the interest of all States Parties and look forward to 
further discussions on it.  

Thank you. 


