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FOREWORD 

 
It was both a privilege and a pleasure for 
Germany to hold the G7 Presidency and thus 
the Presidency of the Global Partnership 
against the Spread of Weapons and Materials 
of Mass Destruction – the G7’s largest expert 
group comprising 29 participating states – from 
June 2014 to the end of 2015. 
  
These turbulent times show how important it is to have this coordinating group, including 
Member States and international organisations, as a means of identifying, discussing and 
responding to biological, chemical, nuclear and radiological threats.  
 
At a time when regional conflicts rarely remain confined to a particular region, multilateral 
dialogue and cross-border cooperation on concrete projects are more vital than ever before. 
In this context, the Global Partnership Working Group (GPWG) meetings provided an 
important forum for exchange among experts at which ongoing projects were coordinated 
and new ideas put forward.  
 
Five themes were identified and discussed in depth as priorities of Germany’s Global 
Partnership Presidency: the current situation in Ukraine and the security challenges it entails; 
Ebola in West Africa; an action plan for the Nuclear Security Summit in Washington, D.C. in 
2016; enhancing collaboration with international organisations; and improving communication 
and data-sharing among Global Partnership Working Group Member States. 
 
Details on these topics and on the aims, activities and conclusions for 2015 of the five sub-
working groups – the Biological Security Sub-Working Group, Chemical Security Sub-
Working Group, Nuclear and Radiological Security Sub-Working Group, Centres of 
Excellence Sub-Working Group, and Expansion and Outreach Sub-Working Group – can be 
found in this report.  
 
Following a kick-off meeting in November 2014, two full-fledged meetings in 2015 and 
various activities by the sub-working-groups, we are happy to be able to look back on more 
than a year filled with intensive and constructive activities, new ideas, new partnerships and 
new optimism as regards facing challenges together.  
 
We are now handing over the G7 Presidency to Japan, which we are very happy to support, 
as we benefited greatly from the experience of preceding G7 Chairs. We look forward to the 
Japanese G7 Presidency, and wish Japan all the best for its Global Partnership activities in 
2016. 

 

Dr Patricia Flor 

Director-General for International Order, the United Nations and Arms Control 

Federal Foreign Office 
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INTRODUCTION 

 

The Global Partnership (GP) is a multilateral non-proliferation initiative created by the 

G8 countries at the Kananaskis Summit on 27 June 2002. Member countries fund and 

implement projects to prevent terrorists and other proliferators from acquiring chemical, 

biological, radiological and nuclear (CBRN) weapons and materials of mass destruction. The 

GP also provides a platform for partners to coordinate their work on reducing the threat of 

weapons of mass destruction (WMD) through international organisations.  

From 2002 to 2011, the GP concentrated on chemical and nuclear security with a special 

focus on stockpiles left over by the former Soviet armed forces. GP members funded, inter 

alia, the destruction of some 21,000 tonnes of chemical weapons, the secure dismantling 

and transport of decommissioned nuclear-powered submarines, the improved detection of 

nuclear and radiological materials, the re-employment of former WMD scientists and 

technicians to civilian programmes, and the removal and safe disposal of about 775 bombs’ 

worth of nuclear material in Kazakhstan.  

In 2011, the renewed GP agreed on four priorities: (i) nuclear security; (ii) biological security; 

(iii) scientist engagement in the WMD field; and (iv) implementation of United Nations 

Security Council Resolution (UNSCR) 1540, which obliges states to implement a range of 

domestic measures against WMD terrorism.  

Since its inception, the GP has continuously expanded beyond the G7 and currently includes 

29 active members: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Chile, the Czech Republic, Denmark, 

France, Finland, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kazakhstan, the Republic of 

Korea, Mexico, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, the Philippines, 

Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Ukraine, the United Kingdom (UK), the United States of 

America (US) plus the European Union (EU).  

The GP chair rotates in accordance with the Presidency of the G7, and it is the chair’s 

responsibility to organise the Global Partnership Working Group (GPWG) meetings. The 

GPWG incorporates a range of sub-working groups established to help GP partners focus on 

specific areas of interest. These are the Biological Security Sub-Working Group (BSWG), 

Chemical Security Sub-Working Group (CSWG), Nuclear and Radiological Security Sub-

Working Group (NRSWG), Expansion and Outreach Sub-Working Group (EOSWG) and 

Centres of Excellence Sub-Working Group (COESWG). 

Germany held a kick-off meeting in Berlin in November 2014 and full-fledged GPWG 

meetings in Munich in April 2015 and in Berlin in September 2015, at which all sub-working 

groups were continued. 

Furthermore, there was an additional meeting of the BSWG in Berlin in February 2015 to 

discuss the Ebola crisis and further developments in Ukraine and a meeting of the CSWG in 

The Hague in March 2015 to discuss the Group’s Strategic Vision Paper and recent and 

upcoming activities in Ukraine.  

Germany continued to invite relevant international organisations to the GPWG meetings in 

order to increase collaboration with GP members.  
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The GP depends on the political commitment and active participation of its members. 

Germany assumed its presidency in appreciation of the importance of coordinating GP 

activities and is very thankful for the work and support of the sub-working group chairs and 

the lively discussion among all GP members and stakeholders. 

GERMANY’S PRIORITIES DURING ITS PRESIDENCY  

 

Germany worked on the following priorities during its presidency:  

 

Ukraine 

Faced with an evolving crisis situation, the Ukrainian Government asked the GP for 

assistance in its efforts to manage a broad range of urgent CBRN risks. The GP swiftly 

decided to support Ukraine and to help the Ukrainian authorities to reduce immediate CBRN 

threats. 

In order to improve the coordination of these GP activities, additional informal side meetings 

focused on donor coordination were held. The first meeting took place in Berlin in February 

2015 and focused on biosecurity activities. It was followed by a meeting in Munich in April 

2015 on the margins of the GP meeting, including all thematic sub-working groups. 

Participants agreed that a GP delegation would visit Kyiv for discussions on biological, 

chemical, nuclear and radiological security with high-level Ukrainian officials and key 

stakeholders. A third meeting took place in Berlin, again on the margins of the GP meeting, 

and included all three topics – biological, chemical, and nuclear and radiological security.  

In addition, more time was devoted to Ukrainian issues in the three sub-working groups.  

 

Ebola 

Due to the increasing number of cases of Ebola in West Africa and given several ongoing 

activities in areas generally related to haemorrhagic fevers, the GP supported the 

coordination of activities to fight Ebola in the region. The BSWG convened an extra meeting 

in February 2015 to coordinate GP members’ activities in West Africa and to pool resources 

and knowledge. The same meeting produced input on biosecurity and the GP’s contribution 

to a G7 agenda, “Beyond Ebola: a G7 agenda to help prevent future crises and enhance 

security in Africa” initiated by the G7 Foreign Ministers. 

 

 

Action Plan for the Nuclear Security Summit (NSS) 

The preparatory process for the NSS 2016 played a special role during the German 

presidency, particularly with a view to the interaction between the NSS process and the GP 

as a major international stakeholder in the field of nuclear security. Japan headed a drafting 

group that was tasked with preparing an action plan to be adopted by 2016. The action plan 

should describe, inter alia, the GP’s priorities and future activities as regards promoting and 

enhancing nuclear security through the mobilisation of funds and donor coordination. 

Significant attention was devoted to the discussion of this draft action plan, as it will define 

focus areas and cooperation principles, thus setting the tone for the activities of the years to 

come. 
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Improving collaboration with international organisations 

Critical developments in Ukraine and the challenge of responding swiftly and effectively to 

urgent needs in the areas of CBRN risk management showed once again that crisis 

situations require a particularly high level of coordination. This applies both to bilateral donor 

activities and to support from international organisations and initiatives. Based on previous 

experiences, a deep common understanding evolved that close coordination is needed in 

order to increase the effectiveness and quality of particular assistance measures. 

Communication is a prerequisite for coordination, which in turn requires reliable and secure 

communication platforms. Attention was thus devoted to enhancing and making better use of 

the existing communication platforms within the sub-working groups and to the eventual 

creation of a common communication platform for the entire GPWG that would make 

interdependences between particular CBRN challenges more visible. 

 

Improving communication 

Secure and reliable communication among GP members is a prerequisite for sharing 

information on ongoing activities and projects. As this communication may contain sensitive 

information and assessments, the information flow must be secure and comprehensive, yet 

easy to handle. To this end, the Huddle information platform was installed in 2013 under the 

UK presidency for use by the NRSWG. Registered users can upload information and data in 

a secure working space, accessible only to other registered users among the GP members. 

Enhancing the use of Huddle and thus improving communication patterns was a constant 

issue during the German presidency. Following some discussion on how to proceed, that is, 

on whether to continue using Huddle or rather to follow up on an alternative solution, the 

NRSWG chair decided to extend the contract with Huddle for a further year. 

  

A similar discussion took place in the BSWG. The Global Bio Initiative Portal (GBIP) allowed 

registered users to upload documents and share information in a secure working space. In 

2015, it was decided to suspend the platform. Germany discussed new and easy-to-use file-

sharing options, and is developing an exchange platform with the support of the United 

Nations Interregional Crime and Justice Research Institute (UNICRI). At present, this 

platform is supposed to be used for exchange within the BSWG only. However, it could be 

extended to include information exchange within other sub-groups. 
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BIOLOGICAL SECURITY SUB-WORKING GROUP 

Aims of the sub-working group 

The Biological Security Sub-Working Group (BSWG) was established in 2012. Its aim is to 

promote efforts to reduce risks associated with biological threats, regardless of their cause, 

through collaboration with other Member States, international organisations, and health and 

science sector counterparts. To this end, the Group focused its efforts on achieving five 

biosecurity deliverables, which have provided the basis for BSWG meetings since 2012. 

These are: 

• Secure and account for materials that represent biological proliferation risks. 

• Develop and maintain appropriate and effective measures to prevent, prepare for, 

and respond to the deliberate misuse of biological agents. 

• Strengthen national and global networks to rapidly identify, confirm and respond to 

biological attacks. 

• Reinforce and strengthen biological non-proliferation principles, practices and 

instruments. 

• Reduce proliferation risks through the advancement and promotion of safe and 

responsible conduct in the biological sciences. 

The Group was chaired by Germany. 

Activities undertaken in 2014/15 

The BSWG met four times under the German presidency. The first meeting took place in 

Berlin on 4 November 2014 alongside the GP kick-off-meeting, while the regular meetings 

were held in Munich on 22–23 April 2015 and in Berlin from 30 September to 1 October. A 

special BSWG meeting was convened in Berlin on 26 February 2015, with a focus on the 

role of biosecurity in the G7 Foreign Ministers’ Action Plan, “Beyond Ebola: a G7 agenda to 

help prevent future crises and enhance security in Africa”, and the coordination of biosecurity 

activities in Ukraine. The latter focus was underlined by a joint visit by GP members to Kyiv, 

where meetings with the Minister of Health and Deputy Ministers for Foreign Affairs and of 

Energy and Coal Industry took place on 25 June 2015. In order to enhance coordinated 

cooperation with Ukraine, meetings in various formats (donor meetings, bilateral talks with 

the Ukrainian delegation and discussions during the regular BSWG agenda items) took place 

during and on the margins of the BSWG gatherings. 

These meetings reflected biosecurity’s significance, which is constantly increasing as a result 

of naturally occurring situations, such as the outbreak of Ebola in West Africa, developments 

in the biosciences that are becoming increasingly difficult to control, and a hardly predictable 

misuse of biological pathogens and toxins as biological weapons. 

During the German GP presidency, the BSWG also had a new topic on its agenda: G7 GP 

linkage to the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC) – how can the GP support 

the BTWC in the run-up to the Eighth BTWC Review Conference (RevCon)? The broad 

support from the BSWG led to joint working papers by the group on GP assistance under 

BTWC Article X and general support for constructive and cross-regional preparation of the 

BTWC RevCon. The group strongly supports the idea of keeping this on the agenda. 
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Excursions  

A highlight of the BSWG meetings was the visit by 40 participants from the Group to the 

Bundeswehr Institute of Microbiology (IMB), which gave a talk on its projects in the German 

Partnership Program for Excellence in Biological and Health Security. These projects are 

being conducted in Tanzania, Kazakhstan and Georgia, and include work in Azerbaijan, 

Armenia and Mali, where the IMB is part of a Franco-German project. During the visit, the 

IMB presented and explained its BSL3 laboratory and mobile laboratory equipment, which 

was developed in-house and deployed as a civilian version as part of the European Mobile 

Laboratory Project’s response to the Ebola outbreak in West Africa. The IMB also trains the 

EMLab (Establishment of Mobile Laboratories for Pathogens up to Risk Group 4 in 

Combination with CBRN Capacity Building in Sub-Saharan Africa) teams deployed in the 

region, which were supported by experts from the German Partnership Program for 

Excellence in Biological and Health Security institutions. 

During the second full-fledged GP meeting, the BSWG members participated in a table-top 

exercise on a scenario on the misuse of a pathogen from the “Dirty Dozen” list by a terrorist 

group. Three sub-groups were tasked with discussing the analysis and possible reaction, as 

well as useful prevention measures for such an event against the background of the BSWG’s 

“five deliverables”. The three sub-groups were able to make use of the participants’ extensive 

political and scientific expertise. 

Conclusion and recommendations  

With a view to the ever-increasing challenges in the field of biosecurity the BSWG offered a 

unique opportunity to conduct in-depth discussion, share relevant information, enhance 

networking and consult on GP members’ endeavours in order to prevent possible 

duplications. The participation by international organisations in various matchmaking formats 

was welcomed both by the BSWG members and the organisations themselves. The topic of 

Ebola as a biological weapon – the prerequisite for dealing with Ebola within the framework 

of the GP – played a prominent role during all BSWG meetings. The World Health 

Organization (WHO) underlined that efforts to prevent and react to comparable crises 

continue to be necessary despite the fact that the Ebola crisis is now less in the public eye. 

This was underscored by the G7 Foreign Ministers’ action plan, “Beyond Ebola: a G7 agenda 

to help prevent future crises and enhance security in Africa”, which reflected the GP’s role in 

promoting biosecurity. 

The BSWG proved to be a good forum for coordinating upcoming political situations that 

became obvious with regard to Ukraine. The intensive discussions led to enhanced 

coordination in the country, mainly as a result of a joint visit by some GP donor countries to 

Kyiv, where they had the opportunity to meet three Ukrainian ministers. Cooperation with 

Ukraine and its coordination should be continued in the BSWG. 

Given the importance of coordination, UNICRI offered support for setting up an information 

exchange platform process.   

 



8 

 

CHEMICAL SECURITY SUB-WORKING GROUP 

Aims of the sub-working group 

The Chemical Security Sub-Working Group (CSWG) was established in 2012. Its activities 

are aimed at promoting global efforts to prevent the misuse of toxic chemicals for illegal 

purposes and to support efforts to enhance CBRN security.  

In 2015, the CSWG drew up and adopted a Strategic Vision Paper that emphasises key 

areas for the Group’s work in the coming years:  

• Promoting chemical security culture globally.  

• Fostering collaboration on national, regional and global security initiatives aimed at 

preventing and/or responding to the misuse of chemicals.  

• Strengthening and supporting the enforcement of chemical non-proliferation 

instruments to prevent the re-emergence of chemical weapons.  

• Enhancing the security of chemicals in transit. 

• Coordinating and engaging in chemical security enhancement programmes.  

Furthermore, the CSWG focused on projects and activities to support Ukraine. 

The Group was co-chaired by Poland and Ukraine.  

Activities undertaken in 2014/15 

Under the German presidency, the CSWG had four one-day sessions – at the GP kick-off 

meeting in Berlin on 4 November 2014, at the regular meetings in Munich on 22–23 April 

2015 and in Berlin from 30 September to 1 October 2015, and at a special CSWG meeting in 

The Hague on 16 March 2015 whose main purpose was to discuss a Strategic Vision Paper 

for the Group. There was a particular focus on assistance to Ukraine in the field of CBRN 

risks. At the CSWG meetings, Ukraine gave regular updates on chemical threats in the 

country and the need to strengthen its system of chemical safety and security. It also 

presented initiatives seeking further cooperation and assistance from GP members. Regular 

updates were also given on the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe 

(OSCE) programme on chemical safety and security in Ukraine. Its first phase is to be 

concluded in December 2015 with the review and analysis of shortcomings in the chemical 

security and safety system in Ukraine. This should pave the way for further practical efforts to 

provide training and exercises for the Ukrainian personnel working on these issues. 

Furthermore, governments presented and coordinated national cooperation projects in third 

countries in the fields of civil protection and disaster relief. A substantial part of the meetings 

was also devoted to presentations by the EU CBRN Centres of Excellence on the 

implementation of their projects by EU Member States. 

The beginning of the German presidency in June 2014 was still marked by the use of 

chemical weapons in Syria in August 2013, Syria’s accession to the Chemical Weapons 

Convention (CWC), and the subsequent process of securing, removing and destroying all 

declared Syrian chemical weapons.  

Several GP members contributed significantly to removing and destroying all declared Syrian 

chemical weapons. In this context, the CSWG meetings provided a helpful platform for 
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informing members about progress made. These exchanges also included information on the 

planned destruction assistance for chemical weapons remnants and precursors in Iraq and 

Libya. 

In 2015, the CSWG also drew up and adopted a Strategic Vision Paper specifying the aims 

and modalities of the Group’s work from 2012 (terms of reference). A discussion on how to 

implement the Strategic Vision Paper in practical terms produced a range of proposals. All 

Group members are now requested to refine the proposals made in order to enable a follow-

up discussion at the next GPWG meeting.  

On this occasion, the Group also recalled that an important part of the GP’s mandate is to 

coordinate activities among members with a view to mitigating WMD risks. At the same time, 

it is important that the CSWG’s work does not duplicate chemical security activities being 

undertaken by organisations such as the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical 

Weapons (OPCW), the EU and INTERPOL. 

During the German presidency, the CSWG continued and expanded cooperation and 

coordination with international organisations, in particular the EU, OPCW, INTERPOL and 

OSCE, with the aim of enhancing exchange and avoiding duplication of effort.  

Excursions 

As part of the GP meeting in Munich on 22–23 April 2015, the CSWG visited Munich Airport, 

where it was given an introduction to all capacities and facilities relevant in the event of an 

incident involving CBRN material. The focus was on the work and procedures of the airport’s 

Task Force for Infectious Diseases, which reacts to (suspected) cases of passengers 

infected with a highly infectious and pathogenic disease.  

 

In Berlin, the CSWG was given a demonstration of chemical-detection equipment and skills 

by the Analytical Task Force (ATF). In an interactive exercise, the ATF presented three 

vehicles with special facilities and laboratory equipment for examining and detecting CBRN 

hazards. Small-scale experiments demonstrated the use of the equipment and facilitated 

discussion with the technical experts. 

Conclusion and recommendations  

The CSWG successfully adopted a Strategic Vision Paper, identifying key areas for its work 

in the coming years. The discussion on its implementation is to be continued in 2016.  

The Ukrainian delegation regularly informed the CSWG about the current situation and 

developments regarding chemical safety and security in Ukraine. Thanks to the good 

coordination within the group, several projects were launched with the aim of supporting 

Ukraine in this field as much as possible.  

The GP meetings brought together governments, representatives of international 

organisations and non-governmental experts, thus providing a forum for an exchange of 

knowledge and experience on various aspects related to chemical security and safety. In 

particular, the CSWG successfully expanded its exchange and cooperation with international 

organisations such as the EU, OPCW and OSCE. Moreover it recognised value added by the 

various stakeholders, including those outside government. 
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NUCLEAR AND RADIOLOGICAL SECURITY SUB-WORKING GROUP 

Aims of the sub-working group 

The Nuclear and Radiological Security Sub-Working Group (NRSWG) was created under the 

UK presidency. Its inaugural meeting took place in February 2013. Since nuclear and 

radiological security was considered a GP priority at G8 summits in 2010 and 2011, the 

NRSWG was tasked with providing a forum for GP members and international organisations 

to coordinate their assistance in this field while avoiding duplication of effort. The Group’s 

working principles and seven priority themes were agreed during the UK presidency and 

published as annexes A and B in the President’s Report of 2013. 

The Group was chaired by Germany. 

Activities undertaken in 2014/15 

Under the German presidency, the NRSWG met three times, first at the kick-off meeting at 

the Federal Foreign Office in Berlin on 4 November 2014, and then at the regular GPWG 

meetings in Munich on 22–23 April 2015 and in Berlin from 30 September to 1 October 2015.  

One main issue of discussion within the NRSWG concerned the GP’s role in the post-2016 

Nuclear Security Summit (NSS) process. As Japan had been asked by the NSS Chair to 

draft a proposal for the future role that the GP should play with regard to nuclear security, 

Japan presented the NRSWG with a first draft of an action plan, followed up by a 

consolidated version based on comments and suggestions from the Group. The final version 

of the draft action plan for the GP was forwarded to the NSS Sherpas who reviewed and 

worked on the text in order to prepare it for adoption as part of the Summit Document by the 

Heads of State and Government at the NSS 2016 in Washington, D.C. (Please see the 

Annex to this report). The action plan will be important for the GP’s future work in the field of 

nuclear security. It describes the GP’s main fields of activities and defines its role with a view 

to project financing, matchmaking and donor coordination, as well as cooperation with 

relevant international organisations and initiatives.  

The second focus at all NRSWG meetings was on assistance to Ukraine in the field of 

nuclear and radiological security. Following up on a previous meeting organised by Canada 

and the US and hosted by the UK in London, the Ukrainian delegation presented GP 

members with a list of project proposals. At a later stage, the proposals were grouped under 

different headings such as the physical protection of nuclear sites and material, secure 

transport of radioactive material, prevention of illicit nuclear trafficking, the disposal and 

conversion of nuclear material, response capabilities and the development of nuclear 

security culture. Since a number of GP members and international organisations had been 

active in Ukraine for quite some time in the form of substantial financial investment, members 

agreed on the need to closely coordinate their further engagement in this sector. While some 

coordination mechanisms already exist, for example on the management of radiological 

sources, donors involved in other areas might also consider meeting at regular intervals and 

exchanging information on their activities. Over the course of 2015, the Ukrainian 

Government successfully liaised with several GP members in order to identify projects to be 

financed. It also received visits from national delegations at project sites to evaluate needs 

and discuss project designs.  
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A third subject for discussion was the need to provide the Group with a communication 

platform to improve the preparation of meetings and coordination among members, including 

between meetings, since the GP does not have a permanent secretariat. Huddle, the 

NRSWG’s online collaboration platform launched during the UK presidency, was designed as 

a means of sharing meeting documents and project proposals, a central location for project 

reference documents and a forum for communication between GP meetings. The presidency 

appealed several times to Group members to make active use of the website, as a number of 

countries and international organisations had not yet registered. Although the number of 

registrations was still lower than expected, the Group saw the need for such an instrument of 

internal communication and continuity. Thanks to the logistical support provided by the UK, 

the German presidency extended the contract on the communication platform in May 2015 

until April 2016. Establishing institutional knowledge and constant dialogue in a group with 

rotating presidencies is an essential task as regards ensuring the NRSWG’s ability to serve 

its members’ interest in nuclear and radiological security policy, since such policy areas are 

based on long-term strategic considerations.  

A fourth item of discussion centred on the security of radioactive sources, and was triggered 

by presentations made by the US, France and INTERPOL. These presentations highlighted 

the fact that radioactive sources are even more vulnerable to theft, misuse or malicious acts 

than nuclear material.  

Excursions 

Meetings of the NRSWG were complemented by excursions to German governmental and 

research institutes in the field of nuclear and radiological security. During the meeting in 

Munich, NRSWG participants visited the Heinz Maier-Leibnitz Neutron Source for Research 

Activities (FRM II) in Garching, which provided practical insights into the manifold scientific 

activities and the importance of cooperation between the various sciences on an international 

scale. During the last meeting in Berlin, the Group visited the Berlin branch of the Federal 

Office for Radiation Protection, which demonstrated and explained strategies, tactics and 

technical equipment in the field of nuclear emergency response. 

Conclusion and recommendations  

• Reinforce the central role played by the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 

and its Department of Nuclear Safety and Security as regards strengthening global 

nuclear and radiological security, and increase coordination and cooperation between 

the GP and IAEA, for example by holding regular meetings to exchange information.  

• Examine the possibility of creating a single communication platform for the whole 

GPWG, keeping in mind that CBRN risk management and security culture issues 

relate to several, if not all sub-working groups, and set up a working group of 

interested states to explore the possibilities of using an existing or new portal for the 

entire GP. This will be a long-term process, since some sub-working groups have not 

used communication platforms at all so far, while others struggle with those they 

have. Hence, the NRSWG will need to decide very soon whether to maintain its own 

platform (and extend its contract with Huddle in April 2016 at the latest) or to focus on 

the search for an overall platform for all groups. 
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EXPANSION AND OUTREACH SUB-WORKING GROUP  

Aims of the sub-working group 

In 2011, G8 leaders agreed that the GP should bring in new partners. As a means of 

implementing this mandate, in 2012 the GP created a sub-working group on membership 

expansion to coordinate the further inclusion of new members. Since then, this sub-working 

group has been undertaking outreach activities to prospective members and coordinating 

discussions on expansion. 

The objectives of the outreach activities are to provide information about the GP to 

prospective members and to assess whether countries are interested in joining (including 

though discussion of their understanding of and commitment to the Kananaskis Principles 

and the Guidelines for New and Expanded Cooperation Projects). 

The Group was co-chaired by Canada and the Netherlands.  

Activities undertaken in 2014/2015 

Between the meeting in Munich in April 2015 and the meeting in Berlin in September–

October 2015, demarches were delivered to a number of African and Middle Eastern 

countries, with the specific objective of seeking membership expansion in these regions, 

which are not yet represented in the GP. 

At the close of 2015, the GP had 29 participating members, including the most recent 

additions: Spain, Portugal and Chile. 

Conclusion and recommendation 

As the GP continues to explore further expansion, it was agreed that the EOSWG should 

also work to coordinate efforts to improve the integration of new members into GP activities.  

 



13 

 

CENTRES OF EXCELLENCE SUB-WORKING GROUP 

Aims of the sub-working group 

The Centres of Excellence Sub-Working Group (COESWG) was created in 2012 under the 

US presidency. The first chair was the UK. The aim of the COESWG is to strengthen the role 

of the Centres of Excellence (COEs) in meeting global security objectives and enhancing 

awareness of the activities and functions that COE fulfil in meeting international obligations to 

combat CBRN threats. Doing so will directly advance GP goals and objectives and help to 

ensure the sustainability of GP projects and programmes.  

The Group was co-chaired by the United States of America and Italy.  

Activities undertaken in 2014/15 

The activities identified in previous years continued during the biennium 2014-2015, e.g., 

reducing redundancies and addressing gaps in international initiatives; giving presentations 

and preparing concrete proposals on ways that the GP can collaborate with other 

international organisations; and increasing the sustainability of COEs, particularly nuclear 

security COEs, after the NSS 2016. 

Two COESWG meetings were held in 2015, one in Munich on 23 April and the other in Berlin 

on 1 October. Both meetings introduced the National Action Plans (NAPs) being developed 

by Georgia, Kenya, Morocco and the Philippines with the assistance of UNICRI under the EU 

CBRN COE framework. Representatives from the countries participated in the meeting and 

explained the status of the NAPs and the benefits of the interagency cooperation stimulated 

and promoted by the exercise. 

At the October meeting, Italy presented a report on the 2015 high-level event on the role of 

training and support centres and COEs beyond 2016. The US also presented a discussion 

on factors in the sustainability of COEs. 

In addition, the COESWG focused on CBRN security culture. Promoting this culture is 

important because strong security culture can help to ensure the sustainability of the GP 

members’ important work on CBRN security. There were two meetings on CBRN security 

culture. The first took place at the Federal Foreign Office in Berlin in November 2014 and 

was titled “A Road Map for Comprehensive and Sustainable CBRN Security Culture”. The 

summary notes of the meeting highlighted the importance of security culture as a mission 

enabler and the role of values, beliefs and attitudes; introduced the concept of 

comprehensive CBRN security culture as a cross-cutting element of COEs, UNSCR 1540 

and other projects; examined the status, scope and evolution of security culture in the 

framework of international organisations and in government, NGOs and industry; and 

assessed CBRN security culture applications in terms of making UNSCR 1540 

implementation comprehensive and sustainable. A second meeting on CBRN security culture 

took place at the US Consulate-General on the margins of the Munich GP meeting in April 

2015. Both meetings were held in cooperation with the United Nations Office for 

Disarmament Affairs (UNODA). The second meeting was titled “Comprehensive CBRN 

Security Culture: Moving Forward to Address New Challenges”. 
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As for practical steps for the future and the role of the GP, the participants noted that the GP 

has supported human development as part of its mandate on scientific engagement. A 

challenge is now to draw on this experience and to expand the framework. Moving from 

assistance-based CBRN security culture outreach to cooperation-based CBRN security 

culture outreach can yield more tangible and sustainable results. Participants agreed that the 

CBRN security threats and the mission of security culture must be clearly defined in order to 

further clarify, justify and implement the GP’s role in addressing them.  

Conclusion and recommendations 

• Continue discussions on how COEs can strengthen the GP and be a vehicle for GP 

programmes.  

• Continue discussions on the sustainability of COEs. 

• Continue to highlight recent COE activities and achievements, particularly those of 

GP members. 

• Continue to explore areas to move the discussion on CBRN security culture forward. 

• Implement the current paragraph of the NSS Action Plan requesting that the 

COESWG implement the NSS COE Gift Basket.  

• Help promote the implementation of the GP’s 1540 Mandate. One of the four GP 

mandates agreed by leaders at the 2011 G8 Summit was the implementation of 

UNSCR 1540. All of the GP and its sub-working groups have been carrying out this 

mandate. However, the COESWG’s CBRN focus can serve as a forum within the GP 

for further discussion on the GP’s implementation of UNSCR 1540. 
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MATCHMAKING 

In 2013, the UK initiated matchmaking sessions for the NRSWG in order to bring together 

(matching) resources and capabilities of GP members with international project ideas 

reflecting the GP's defined priorities.  

GP members and international organisations were provided with time and space to present 

their current and future projects and to hold discussions about possible collaborations with 

other interested GP members able to contribute resources or expertise.  

In 2015, the German presidency continued and expanded the format in order to enable the 

best possible coordination of more than 100 ideas and future projects seeking potential 

donors.  

The first matchmaking session took place within the framework of the sub-working groups at 

the GPWG meeting in Munich in April 2015. All chairs allowed time for GP members and 

international organisations to present projects that still required funds or feedback. The 

positive effect was that all relevant experts were around the table and thus able to discuss 

new ideas immediately.  

During the second full-fledged GPWG meeting at the end of September 2015, another form 

of matchmaking event was chosen. Instead of organising parallel matchmaking sessions in 

each group, a generous time slot was made available for an independent/genuine and open 

matchmaking session. Delegations were asked to submit their project proposals beforehand. 

On the day of the matchmaking session, tables and technical equipment were provided to 

each delegation wishing to present its ideas in a “marketplace” format. The idea behind this 

was to have open discussions between different partners. All participants had 2½ hours to 

present and discuss the projects. This gave all delegations the opportunity to obtain 

information on all project proposals, without having to categorise them.  

Although this format worked very well, it required extensive preparation, time and space. 

Forms were sent out to all delegations in advance in order to obtain the information needed 

to compile a list of all projects. This list was distributed to all delegations in advance so that 

all participants would be informed about possible project presentations, which were also 

scheduled and announced prior to the event in order to make sure that all interested 

delegations could be present. Tables were set up in the foyer to allow all other participants to 

socialise and discuss projects informally.  

 
Conclusion: 
 
Although the “marketplace” format requires extensive preparation and a separate, well-

planned setup, it has proved very useful. This format allowed ample time and space for 

interested participants to come together to discuss ideas and projects without missing 

discussions going on in the other groups. 
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CONCLUSION 

Looking back on the past 18 months as chair of the GP, we identified the following 

conclusions and recommendations for the future: 

The GP as a forum for forming common positions 

Given the fact that the GP encompasses members from various regional groups we had 

positive experiences as regards developing common positions on issues related to the sub-

working groups. Such coordination proved to be of additional value in the BSWG, where a 

common position on the Global Health Security Agenda (GHSA) was developed and joint 

working papers for BTWC meetings were produced. We encourage the next chair to continue 

using the GP as a forum for discussion on ways to enhance parallel or related regimes or 

agendas.  

Effective donor coordination 

Coordinating funds and activities continues to be the main task of the GP. Joint visits by a 

group of donor delegations to a respective country or region and meetings with relevant 

stakeholders can be an effective means of ensuring that everyone received the same 

information and of enhancing a coordinated position from the partner country. We encourage 

such joint visits in the future. Matchmaking is another important element of coordination that 

had already been used by former GP presidencies. We practised matchmaking by integrating 

potential “recipient/partner” presentations into the sub-working groups at the first meeting in 

April 2015 and at a separate “marketplace” event during the September 2015 meeting. In our 

view, both approaches have strengths and weaknesses. To sum up, the most important 

prerequisite is proper preparation with concrete requests and well-scheduled presentations. 

With well-organised pre-arrangements, matchmaking continues to be a very important part of 

coordination activities. 

Expansion and outreach 

During the German presidency, the GP increased to 29 active members, with Chile and 

Portugal joining as new members. The GP is thus far larger than the original G8 initiative and 

includes all regional groups. We welcome this cross-regional representation, which offers 

possibilities for developing common positions on important non-proliferation issues relevant 

to other forums and activities. However, we see the challenge of keeping the GP operational 

as a forum tasked with achieving balanced donor coordination and with funding and 

implementing projects, and would therefore encourage a phase of consolidation to 

concentrate on the integration of new members. 

Contribution to the implementation of UNSCR 1540 

As a forum for coordination and matchmaking, the GP should continue to work with the 

1540 Committee, including its panel of experts, and invite them to matchmaking events in 

order to identify scope for collaboration with GP partners. In addition, the GP might consider 

preparing input for the comprehensive review of UNSCR 1540 due in 2016. 
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ANNEX 1 

DRAFT 
2016 Nuclear Security Summit 

Draft Action Plan for the Global Partnership  
against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction 

 
The Global Partnership against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction 
(Global Partnership or GP) contributes to development, coordination, implementation and 
finance of new or expanded cooperation projects in various areas including nuclear and 
radiological security, and the implementation of UNSCR 1540.  Its members work unilaterally, 
bilaterally and multilaterally, according to their respective means.  The NSS Communiqués of 
Washington (2010), Seoul (2012) and the Hague (2014), and the Work Plan of the NSS 
2010, recognised the contributions made by the Global Partnership to strengthening nuclear 
security and preventing terrorists and other unauthorised actors from acquiring these 
materials, including through providing a valuable platform for funding and other assistance, 
coordination and cooperation on nuclear security programs and activities. 
 
Based on their respective considerations and on the needs and priorities of recipient states, 
taking into account international established guidance such as the IAEA Nuclear Security 
Series documents, participating States who are members of the Global Partnership commit 
to: 
 
A. Focused Areas of Coordination and Funding in Nuclear and Radiological Security 
 
(Note: Following areas of focus will be reviewed every 2-3 years for possible updates by the 
Global Partnership.) 
 
Enhancement of National Nuclear Security Regimes  

1. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on the development of 
Nuclear Security Culture and Personnel Reliability Programs. 

2. Provide assistance to and coordinate their programs and activities towards reducing 
insider threats. 

3. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on strengthening 
measures of transportation security and the sharing of good practices and lessons 
learned among the relevant industries and COEs working on transportation of nuclear 
materials, without detriment to the protection of sensitive information. 

4. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on enhancing physical 
security, exploring the development of alternative technologies, and end-of-life 
management for radioactive sources – especially high activity ones.  

5. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on enhancing computer 
security, supporting the use of the IAEA Implementing Guide on Security of Nuclear 
Information by States and conducting scientist engagement, which is one of the 
priority areas of the Global Partnership. 

6. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on training 
centres/Centres of Excellence (COE) and in doing so, work collaboratively with the 
IAEA International Network for Nuclear Security Training and Support Centres.  

7. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities that implement the 
actions of the Gift Basket on Nuclear Security Training and Support Centres / Centres 
of Excellence. 

8. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on support for 
equipment and maintenance of nuclear security systems, as well as the advice on the 
implementation of the IAEA’s guidance document INFCIRC/225/Rev. 5. 

9. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on the development of 
awareness training and exercise efforts for countering nuclear smuggling focused on 
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interior law enforcement and emergency management personnel.  Such assistance 
would also address sharing information and new technologies to enhance 
enforcement capacity of customs and border personnel, collaborating with 
INTERPOL. 
 

Nuclear Forensics 
10. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on strengthening 

nuclear forensics capacities by ways of, inter alia, exchange of experts and support 
for upgrading capacities of nuclear forensics, collaborating with other international 
initiatives such as the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism (GICNT). 
 

Disposition and Conversion of Nuclear Materials 
11. Provide assistance to and coordinate programs and activities on the safe, secure and 

timely consolidation of nuclear materials inside countries, removal of such materials 
to other countries for disposal, down-blending highly enriched uranium (HEU) to low-
enriched uranium (LEU), converting plutonium to mixed oxide (MOX) fuel, reducing 
stockpiles of separated plutonium, and minimizing HEU, where technically and 
economically feasible.  
 

B. Geographic Focus Areas 
 

1. Consider risks that may result in nuclear and other radioactive materials, goods or 
devices falling into malicious hands, or where malicious actors may attack sensitive 
facilities or transports.   

 
C. Global Partnership Enhancement 
 
Strengthening Global Partnership Matchmaking 

1. Advocate the organisation of at least one assistance matchmaking event a year.  
Organisers are expected to align project proposals with Global Partnership priorities, 
share proposals in advance of meetings, and allot time in the Global Partnership 
Working Group (GPWG) meetings for presentation and discussion of the proposals.  

2. Advocate for the Global Partnership to work with the UNSCR 1540 Group of Experts 
to develop a process for matching resources with UNSCR 1540 requests.  

3. Advocate for the Global Partnership to work with the IAEA on matching Global 
Partnership donors with requesting states to respond to gaps or needs as identified 
through IAEA Integrated Nuclear Security Support Plan (INSSP) missions. 

 
Strengthening Cooperation with the Other International Fora 

4. Advocate for the Global Partnership to cooperate with the UN, the IAEA, INTERPOL 
and, when suitable, other relevant organizations and initiatives such as the GICNT, in 
coordinating information sharing, lessons learned, best practices, guidance and 
resources, recognizing the central coordination role of the IAEA, including active 
participation of relevant Global Partnership representatives in IAEA-hosted 
Information Exchange Meetings in order that the activities of the Global Partnership 
support and complement the work of other international organizations and initiatives. 

5. Advocate for the Global Partnership to strengthen its ties with other international 
organizations and initiatives that support nuclear and radiological security.  These 
fora, most of which attend Global Partnership meetings, include the United Nations 
Security Council Resolution 1540 Committee, the United Nations Office for 
Disarmament Affairs (UNODA), and the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime 
(UNODC), the United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR), the 
World Customs Organization (WCO), and the European Union (EU).   

 
Expanding Membership 

6. Continue to advocate for the Global Partnership to expand its membership, 
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particularly from regions not well represented.  
 

Raising the Profile with GP leaders, including G7 Leaders 
7. Seek opportunities to continue to engage GP leaders, including G7 leaders, on 

nuclear security. 
 
Promoting the Work of the Global Partnership in Nuclear Security 

8. Advocate for the Chair of the Global Partnership to widely distribute the Global 
Partnership Annual Report beyond Global Partnership members to include other 
States and relevant international organisations. 

9. Advocate that, where applicable, all Global Partnership members include the report 
and other references to nuclear security achievements of the Global Partnership on 
their own websites and other relevant media. 

 
Developing a Rapid Funding Response Capability 

10.  Advocate for the Global Partnership members, whenever possible, to rapidly respond 
to unanticipated nuclear and radiological security situations by providing assistance to 
and coordinating their nuclear and radiological programs and activities to address 
those situations. 

 
Enhancing Accounting of Assistance Funding for Nuclear and Radiological Security 

11. Advocate for the Global Partnership to develop a more standardized process for 
accounting for the non-sensitive data submitted to the Chair of the Global Partnership 
for the annual Global Partnership Annex of financial and in-kind expenditures on 
nuclear and radiological security.   
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ANNEX 2 

GLOBAL HEALTH SECURITY AGENDA    8.9.2015 

Steering Group meeting 

Soul, Republic of Korea 

 

 

Global Partnership and the GHSA – agreed by the members of the Global Partnership  

Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction 

 

“The Global Partnership welcomes the Global Health Security Agenda as a timely and 

important additional initiative which will bolster biological security internationally. We note 

that this initiative is pursuing objectives that are consistent with and complementary to the 

BSWG “deliverables”. The GP and GHSA, in cooperation with the relevant International 

organizations, are thus mutually reinforcing in strengthening multi-sectoral international 

efforts to prevent, detect and rapidly respond to biological threats. Global Partnership 

programmes will be coordinated closely with GHSA and the relevant International 

organizations to achieve maximum results and we will continue to work together with partner 

countries to achieve those targets, including Ebola preparedness activities in Western Africa. 

To this end, Global Partnership programmes are committed to assist more a significant 

number of biosecurity partner countries to achieve goals of GHSA Action packages. These 

commitments include (list examples TO BE COMPLETED AS A LIVING DOCUMENT).” 
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ANNEX 3 

 
MEETING OF THE STATES PARTIES TO THE CONVENTION ON THE PROHIBITION 

OF THE DEVELOPMENT, PRODUCTION AND STOCKPILING OF 
BACTERIOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL) AND TOXIN WEAPONS AND ON THEIR 

DESTRUCTION 
Geneva, 14–18 December 2015 

Statement by Ms Susanne Baumann, Deputy Federal Government Commissioner for 
Disarmament and Arms Control of the Federal Foreign Office 

 
Mr Chairman,  

Thank you for giving me the floor. I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate you on 

assuming the chairmanship of this meeting and to assure you of my delegation’s full 

cooperation and support.  

Germany fully aligns itself with the position of the European Union that will be delivered later 

in the debate. However, allow me to make some remarks in my national capacity, stressing 

two main points.  

First: In our view, the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC) remains an 

indispensable cornerstone of the international disarmament and non-proliferation system.  

Second: In order to preserve and expand the importance of the BTWC, State Parties must 

make every effort to use the upcoming Review Conference (RevCon) in 2016 to the utmost.  

Mr Chairman,  

Biological weapons are amongst the most dangerous, inhumane and despicable weapons in 

existence. The threat resulting from the misuse of biological materials as weapons continues 

to pose substantial challenges to international peace and security. Any intention to misuse 

biological materials, be it by a state or a non-state actor, must be countered effectively and 

prevented from the outset.  

We therefore need to intensify our discussions on preparedness, transparency and 

cooperation. We need to look for flexible and effective mechanisms for dealing with these 

challenges. Given developments in the life sciences and the possible dangers resulting from 

the misuse of pathogens and toxins as weapons, we have to ensure that the BTWC is an 

effective instrument for preventing the use of biological weapons.  

Mr Chairman,  

Germany is playing an active role in strengthening the BTWC. Let me briefly point out three 

areas.  

First: Germany attaches particular importance to confidence-building measures (CBMs) as 

an instrument for enhancing transparency and demonstrating compliance with the 

Convention, thus increasing trust among BTWC member states. We therefore support 

measures aimed at increasing the quantity, quality and relevance of all CBMs. We have a 

vested interest in making the CBM process as effective as possible, and we hope that 

progress can be achieved at next year’s RevCon.  

Second: In order to strengthen confidence in the implementation of the BTWC, Germany 

intends to offer a compliance visit in 2016 for BTWC member states. A defence research 

facility in Munich, dealing with pathogens, will serve as the first model facility to be visited. 

This initiative will be presented at a joint side event by the Benelux states, Canada, the US, 

France and Germany on Thursday.  
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Third: Germany has been endeavouring to strengthen the UN Secretary General’s 

Mechanism, and will continue to do so. We welcome the efforts to encourage close 

cooperation among laboratories and specialists, and to enhance the exchange of best 

practices and lessons learned. We also advocate strengthening UNODA’s role in steering 

and coordinating activities in this area and encourage other delegations to do so as well.  

However, Mr Chairman, we cannot allow ourselves to stop there. We need to overcome the 

current standstill in order to improve the implementation of the Convention.  

The coming year leading up to the Eighth BTWC RevCon provides an important opportunity 

to achieve significant improvements. This, however, will only be possible if this conference is 

prepared well, and if we use the time between the Meeting of States Parties (MSP) and the 

RevCon wisely.  

Germany supports a broad and inclusive cross-regional RevCon preparation process 

involving all interested States Parties. We favour the proposal to split up the Preparatory 

Committee (PrepCom) meeting in 2016 into two one-week sessions in order to achieve 

significant progress on content. If delegations so wish, we could also go along with additional 

meetings in the margins.  

We would like to discuss areas that are crucial to strengthening the BTWC and ideally to 

identify areas of consensus. These could be: confidence-building and transparency 

measures; national implementation and compliance; the strengthening of investigation 

capacities and assistance; science and technology; Articles VII and X; as well as efforts to 

promote the universality of the BTWC as already proposed by several States Parties.  

We thus regard the idea of restarting negotiations on a legally binding instrument as 

problematic, as it is unlikely to reach consensus in all areas. We suggest not aiming at 

package deals, but rather advance where ever progress can be achieved.  

Furthermore, we support structural change, in particular providing the annual MSP with 

competences to take decisions, and strengthening the Implementation Support Unit (ISU), 

but possibly also other ideas to achieve a more focused and result-oriented discussion.  

We are looking forward to active and constructive discussions on these important issues 

during the coming days.  

Finally, Mr Chairman, let me say a few words in Germany’s capacity as acting G7 

Presidency.  

During our Presidency, we have actively promoted the universality of the BTWC, inter alia via 

joint demarches to some 20 countries still outside the Convention. We have also hosted 

three meetings of the Global Partnership (GP), with a very active Biological Security Issues 

Sub-Working Group, which has devoted itself to various important areas, such as biosecurity 

cooperation with Ukraine and Ebola in West Africa. We were also able to agree on common 

positions on the BTWC among the 29 active GP members.  

Moreover, under the German Presidency the G7 agreed that over the next five years, it will 

assist 60 countries in implementing the World Health Organization’s International Health 

Regulations (IHR).  

Mr Chairman,  

Coming to my closing remarks, I would like to stress once more the importance Germany 

attaches to this particular MSP, which will set the course for an active year 2016. I firmly 

believe that close cooperation, a frank and constructive exchange of views and a spirit of 

compromise will enable us to take this very important Convention a huge step forward at this 

meeting.  

Thank you, Mr Chairman.    
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ANNEX 4 

Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and 

Materials of Mass Destruction 

 

Chemical Security Sub-Working Group 

Strategic Vision   

The Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction 

(GP or Global Partnership) began at the 2002 Kananaskis G8 Summit as a 10-year, $20 

billion initiative to prevent terrorists or states that support them from acquiring or developing 

weapons of mass destruction.  Since its inception, the GP has grown to include 28 partners 

and has funded well over $21 billion worldwide in efforts to prevent chemical, biological, 

radiological and nuclear terrorism.  In 2011, the G8 nations agreed to extend the GP beyond 

its original 10-year mandate, and, in 2012, the GP established a Chemical Security Sub-

Working Group (CSSWG) to focus on coordination of international chemical security 

strategies in support of the overarching GP mission.  The first meeting of the CSSWG took 

place in 2013 and the current chairs are Poland and Ukraine.  

While maintaining and supporting the modalities for the Chemical Security Sub-Working 

Group (CSSWG) agreed in 2012 and in addition to the broader goals of enhancing chemical 

security across the globe and improving coordination of chemical security programs and 

activities between and among governmental and non-governmental parties, the CSSWG has 

established the following strategic vision. This is to enhance mutually reinforcing and 

complementary cooperation with, and efforts of, other international stakeholders, including 

the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW), while avoiding 

unnecessary duplication. In line with the abovementioned modalities, a major focus of the 

Global Partnership will continue to be put on the destruction of chemical weapons, as the 

Global Partnership has done in the cases of the destruction of Russian chemical weapons 

and most recently, the destruction of Syrian chemical weapons by Global Partnership 

member states. The security and safety of chemicals of interest – that is, relevant chemicals 

of weapons and/or terrorism-concern - are important factors of dynamically changing 

international peace and security that we face today. The CSSWG will focus primarily on 

initiatives to foster chemical security but at the same time will maintain awareness of—and 

contribute as appropriate to—chemical safety-related efforts. Accordingly the following areas 

of the CSSWG focus in the forthcoming time will be: 

• Promoting chemical security culture globally. The CSSWG will strive to enhance 
a culture of chemical security globally and will emphasize the creation and 
implementation of programs to promote chemical security culture.  Acknowledging the 
shared goals of chemical safety and security measures, as well as the well-
established and appreciated culture of chemical safety, the CSSWG will look for ways 
to promote chemical security culture in a manner that leverages existing and 
introduce new initiatives as necessary. All stakeholders should be encouraged to fully 
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commit to integrating and enhancing the chemical security culture. The better 
exchange of information and coordination is a must in this regard.   

• Fostering collaboration on national, regional and global security initiatives 
aimed at preventing and/or responding to the misuse of chemicals. 
Collaboration with chemical industry, civil society and government, including law 
enforcement, and multi-national organizations in particular the EU, the OPCW, the 
International Police (INTERPOL), and the Organization for Security and Cooperation 
in Europe (OSCE), is essential to preventing the manufacture or acquisition, and 
misuse of industrial chemicals, pharmaceuticals and explosives as weapons. It is 
anticipated that this will be achieved by exchange of security information, ideas, and 
best practices, as well as a commitment to interagency and multi-national 
coordination of chemical security efforts. Similar engagement and planning is central 
to the swift response necessary to minimize the impacts of the intentional misuse of 
chemicals. 

• Strengthening and supporting the enforcement of chemical non-proliferation 
instruments to prevent the re-emergence of chemical weapons. The CSSWG will 
promote the full implementation of existing non-proliferation obligations, such as 
those contained in the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) and United Nations 
Security Council Resolution 1540.  The CSSWG will also work with its partners as 
they strive to ensure the effectiveness of existing tools such as the UN Secretary 
General’s and CWC-based mechanisms, to investigate alleged uses of chemical 
weapons, and will encourage support for initiatives to reduce the risks associated with 
relevant chemicals of interest at national and regional levels.  

• Enhancing the security of chemicals in transit.  A comprehensive approach to 
chemical security includes the security of chemicals through transportation networks.  
The CSSWG will work with governments, private industry, and international 
organizations to assist in securing chemicals in transit which often requires different 
approaches than securing chemical facilities or chemicals in other fixed locations. The 
CSSWG is committed to assisting nations to develop and implement strategies aimed 
at securing chemicals in transit, including border and customs controls.  

• Coordinating and engaging chemical security enhancement programs. The 
CSSWG will coordinate donors and chemical security programs and projects to assist 
in making an efficient outcome to this chemical security effort. 

 

In seeking to achieve these outcomes, the CSSWG will maintain awareness of the following 

key principles in the development of global chemical security: 

 

• The use of chemical weapons and other malicious exploitation of relevant chemicals 

of interest continue to pose significant threats to all countries. The GP CSSWG will, 

therefore, prioritize the provision of assistance to at-risk partner countries to enhance 

their capabilities to prevent, detect and respond effectively to chemical attacks. 

 
• The nature of travel, trade, and commerce today means that a gap or vulnerability 

anywhere in the world may impact security thousands of miles away.  This is 
particularly true in the realm of chemical security given the ubiquitous nature of 
chemicals, the global nature of the chemical industry corporations and 
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interdependencies that cross borders, the increased commerce through the internet, 
and the ease of movement of chemical materials across borders.  
 

• In light of the complex nature of the chemical industry, the multitude of different ways 
in which chemicals may be misused, the varying levels of maturity of chemical 
security efforts across the globe, and other factors, there is no one-size-fits-all 
solution. 
 

• With the majority of the world’s chemical infrastructure and materials in the hands of 
the private sector, industry involvement in chemical security activities is essential and 
strong government, industry, civil society and law enforcement collaboration is critical 
to success.  
 

• The chemical industry stakeholders often suffer from limited resources for and history 
in addressing chemical security and safety. As continuous efforts are being 
conducted for the whole industry, it would be of a value to focus some of these, 
including best practices exchanges and capacity building, towards smaller and 
medium enterprises, which often remain much below the governmental scope.  

 


