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Subj: Public Affatry Guidance — CWC Mock Inspections

1L Thofonmgpuumaffmsgmdme:samwdfwnwbyanw&mdmgw
Weapons Ceavention {CWC) mock inspections conductzd prior to entry into force of ths treaty.

2 Thc puh!:c affairs posturc is passive, responss to P:nly..‘
o L ad
A. ‘The following stawment may bs used £ responge o query: Quote. (Name of
mstallation) is conducting training for possible future visits by inspectors from the Organizaton
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. ‘During this training, persoane] will conduct & simulared
visit by an inspection wam 10 cnsure the installation is in compliance with the relevant provisions
of the Chemical Weapons Convention,

B, mfolbwingqmdonsmdmwmmappmvedfwumbéﬁm
Y, T7hat is the U. S. position on chemical warfare? |
£, Tt Unired Statcs will not nse chemical weapons of engage in any military preparations 1o

usz chemical wexpons. ‘IthuitedS!ates:salwoommiﬂcﬂbthepmhhuonofﬂl fors of
chemical wespons (ie. developlmm. production, nockpxlmg. use, retention, acquisitdon, or

tmefer). 475 hev e, ,,{’j.;vy 0’”7&“7/»(/( //z((valcf’v &4/479«&( ‘

Q2. Specifically, what will the Chemical Weapons Comenuon prohlblt?

A3, Snwiﬁmﬁy,puncstoﬂwtonvenmundemkemu nndermymmmmcu.w-

. —develop, pmduoc,odmmseaoqnin,mdcpﬂeormunc!medmmuwmfcr
- duuﬂywindkecuy.chmﬂcdwupmswanym

— use chemical weapons.
— cagage in any military preparations to use chemical wespons.

- #35ist, encourage of induce, in any way, anyone to engage in sctivities prohibived by
.the Convention.

-Additionally, partics to the treaty undermake jo: - oo
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~~dastroy the chemical weapons they owa o possess o that arc Jocated in any place
under their jurisdiction.

- destroy sl chemical weapons it abandoned on themﬁtmyofmmap«mtwtbem.

= destroy any probibited chemice] weapons production facilitics it owns or possexses o
that are located in any place aoder its jurisdiction or control. '

Q2. What types of inspections wm b2 conducted under the Chemical Wespons
Convention? :

&3, To casure compliance, the Chemical Weapons Convention has-a rigid verification regime
consisting of routine inspections and/or continuons monitoring of declared facilities and challenge
fnspections of any place under the jurisdiction of a stte party where there is & compliance
cmcun

e

=+ Routioe inspections arc.periodic, systemnatic, short-notice inspections of both
nreviousty declared chemical wespons facilities and commercial chemical facilides
: -meuiachenﬁcalsﬁmcouldbensed or converted to make chemical weapors.

memmmmhmmw&uymwhma
warty to.the teaty suspeets illegal chenmical weapons sctivity is mking place, Any
patty 1o the treaty may request a challenge inspection, which is conducted by the
imemational Technical Secretariat of the OPCW with arepmofﬁndinasmd:c
OPCW's Exccutive Council.

~ ionitering of munitions destruction operations will bo suthorized unil such
opmﬂons are completed

Q<. ‘Wifl medls representativos b2 ..llowed to accompany OPCW inspectors during thetr
insnections?

Ad, No. Media representatives will not be sllowed 10 sccompany inspection 1eama daring ths
inspections in an effort 1o ensure the inspection process 13 not disrupted. Requests 10 imerview
fnxpectoss prior 10 or following inspactions can be submisted and will be considered on 8

cnse-by-care basis.
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05 WIIl the OPCW Inspectors be avziable to ancear quesﬁomfmmmedl.. _
represenintives? What about extended individuel interviews?

AS. Phaszmhmtyowmqummﬂ:eloaalwampubﬁcaffwwm whowﬂlccm-l.r
yourmquesmdrhﬂ:ehnduofmeu S.mmmompanyingzhcomwmpmm

Q6. Wil g V. S. representative be avafigble to answer questions from media |
represenfatives? What about extended individual interviews?

A6, Yes, ths leader of the U. 8, team accompapying the Resslan inspection team will be availsble

for interviews either before or following the inspection. If enough media interest is expressed to
the local installation publi¢ affairs office, a press conference may be scheduled at the start of the
visit, and ax the end of the visit, Requests for extended interviews shonld be submitted o the
local instailadon public affairs office or the media center.

Q7. Wihyare OPCW lnspectors visking (NAME OF INSTALLATION)?

Al asaﬂpmmymtheéwcmeUmtedSumhadmmmem
These facilides arc subject 10 youtine, or recurring, inspections by international OPCW inspectocs.
mommmawam.mmmmmmmmmﬁmm ThY
" declaration.

Q8. What are the costsfor U.S. partitipation in the CWC Prepmm Commission?
What will be the cost of our participation in the Organization for the Probibition of
Ghenﬁcal Weapons (OPCW) after the CWC enters lizto force?

A8, hemmeachmmpmyofﬂzoucwmnbemmmdmthehmoftheUNwﬂaof
mmnad;uwdwahmmmtﬁﬁmmmm The U.S, contribution is
expected o be shout 25 percent of the overall cost. The contributions of the CWC 0 our
national-seourity make it-well worth its modest price,

Curreat estimates of the cost for the first full year of operation of the OPCW are about $70
milion, Thiz includes all opesating costs, including but not limited to staffing and running
mspecdo;u. Therefore, the U.S. assessment for the OPCW will be about $17.5 million during the
fimyenrane.rtnwmtofm : ;

mmemmﬁmﬁumm&mummemﬁﬂwd.mmd%m
of the budget assessment has been paid each year. This is considerably better than the mie of
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payment to other intsrnational organizations, indicaring enormous internatonal support and
commitment to the CWC.,

Q9. Will the CWC contirue the fight aghinst chemicat terrorism? Would the CWC have
brelped if it had been in force last year when the chemical attack occurred on the Jepapcss
subway?

AS, mCWCisbothmumsmuolandnonpmhfmmmtythatbamthedwdnpmeng

production, sequisition, stockpiling, retention and wansfer of chemical weapons., Although tha
"WCwunmdedmdmmvemchmdmoumwumup&uofﬂwComm |
. .nchxhngmhwmfommtmqummnmdmmmlfmmmmubommg
: oﬁ'cmtoﬁghxchcmiullmmim

- Implemenging legisletion roquired by the CWC will streagthen legal suthority o investigate
end prosecuts thoze who seck to wquitechmicn!wenpousbefm such wpmsmﬂym
peed, 28 in Tokyo in March 1995,

maAmnShiminkyomsemmmdﬁmadeummdmmmpmsﬁnbuﬂem
obtain the chemigals needed 1o produce chemical weapons. Nevertheless, the nonproliferstion
promswnmfﬂme CWlelmkewmamwchemwmpmsmthbquﬁﬂn
parties to.eliminate national stockpiles and by controlling intemational ransfers of certain
ch-nmals thatcsn-be used © make chemical weapons.

Q10:- Wil the CWClnd to reduced production or use of chemical weapons? Or will
countries that want those weapous still find 2 way to get them? Wil the CWC help our
. hoaproliferation offorts? How? .

A10. Panies will have 1o eliminase stockpiles and production capability and end transfers of
certain agents and precursors to non partics. The vesification regime will increase the risk of
detection and the political price of noncompliance, Thus, by detesring CW programs, the CWC
will reasyure coumtries in unstable regions that their neighbors are not pursving chemical wespans,
so they can safely avold such programs of their own. Otbrers may decide that any marginel -
mﬁcm&dmchumsdmmtwmtdwhmmedmkmdum Sumpnduwm
almbwcmwmthntdmdeﬂimCmegmmwddbeMedbmoﬁnumedpuhuc
awarencss and incentives 10 make such programs known.

mCWCwinahomgthmrnbﬂhywdulwhambmmwmmmvﬂm
or without the treary - discovering which staws are developing and producing CW and so reight




[

thresten our forces of their neighbor’s. declarmonmdvmﬁcananpr&vhionsdmecv"‘

demand unprecedented transparency, g otherwisc unavailable information that will imaraes

owr ublhty to detect clandestine CW programs.

Q11.. Whnt if sorna countrls suspeciod of possessing or secking to possess chembcsl
weapons do not join the regime? Won't this seriously damage its effectiveness and
mdibillty’l

All. The CWC puts new pressures on countries that remain outside. Theywiﬂbembjecno
political isolation and.intensified scrutiny for signs of CW activity. The CWC trade restrictions
also bai or limit trade in certain 1mmmmmﬂchemicﬂswuhmmmm:eglm

“Fhe CWC's reporting and verification requirements will strengthen owabihuvwdimmd
- monitor CW programs, even in countsics that do not become parties. .

Q12: How:wil the CWC help If countries joln the CWC and cheat?

-Al2, Cheaters can never be sure they will cvade detection. For example, CWC declaration

- iformedon that i5 lnconsistent with U.S. intelligence could fiag or help substantiate concems
about possible noncomplisnce. Regular monitoting activities at chemical industry facilities will-
fmﬂmmwmnﬁdaﬁmuawm:cwmommmmzummdmm
sim.mmﬁecostandalwnskingdmnm

In wrn, concerns about possible noncompliance can be pursued through challieage inspectlons.

es well.as bilateral consultetions and multilateral actions of the OPCW Exccutive Qouncil and
ultimately, the U.N. Security Council. The U.S. will bs prepared tw use any or all of these
unchnnism,unppmpnmwlddresscmmmabouwossiblenomm

Q13 meﬂmpmmmmml weapons in wemttuymmdawuw- :

troops? ‘Won't-the CWC create false security, causing our protective enpahlllly toerode?

Al3; The Depantment oiDefmsewﬂlmainmn ambustchanmlwwpomdcfmavcnpabimy
-sopporied by sggressive intelligence collection cfforts. msmmwmﬁxmm
combined with an ability rapidly w bring to bear the overwhelming power of our military
capabilities, will form the backbone of military deterrence against any aggressor in the CWC
world. Nothing in the treaty restricts our ectivities in this regard.

rHac .. 000
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Tbe&ca:ypmniupuﬁstothemmuonulsombjmmmmmmmmgmﬂ | !

verifization which helps ensurs that mhacuvat&sumb-medmhidooﬁennwwom / 1

_Qm; Will the U.S, destroy our chemicz) weapons within the CWC timetable? Ysn'tii
possible that some giates moy Dloth: tic construction of destruction facBities and delay £

process?

Ald, mcwcmmummmuwm;cwmmuo-ymmmmr
into force. We have glready begun destruction under Public Law 99-145., We fully intend 10
degiroy the U.S. stockplie as required by the Conventdon. Qur curreat CW destruction program
will ensure that we meet this vhal obhgn:on.

.15, The CWC prohibits parties from using riot control agents as a “method of warfare.” : ¢
‘This. phrase is not defined in the treaty. What is the Administration’s interpretation of th; '
provislm Did ¢he Joint Chiefs of Stalf oppase the Convention’s llmits on viot control

*“\:n dﬁuw

ok 0”’1«4\15. AsteuChnmuﬂiuudinamwmcSmme 1994, the Adwinisraior | - |\
{W 1o Emmwcmm“muwdﬁmm spents in-intematonalor interaalarmed | | 0
fﬁ*’c s ! peacctime uscs of RCAS, such as normal peacekeeping operations, law ( (L,“p.s.:.
v & o i “enforcemint operations, humanitarian and disaster relicf operations, counterterrarist and kostage 4 _
,ur"" _xesone operations, snd noncombatant rescue upmﬂnmwndnmdmdemd:mﬂimm S R
” Jg,uf"" fuCmalfecied by the Convention, ) , SR o

fire” The CWC soes 110t apply 10 all uses af RCAS in time of rmed coafiict. Use of RCAs solely
against nosicambatants far law eaforcement, riot cantrol, or other nosicombatant purposes wonld
not be considered a5 & “method of warfase” and therefore would not be prohibited, Accondiagly,
-the CWC does not proliibit the use of RCAs in riot control situations in areas under direct U.S.
nilitery control, including against rioting prisoners of war, and t0 protect convoys from civil
dmmbm«&muﬂmmdpmhwymmuuominmmwmdememoﬁmim

combat.
Nt aw PIT PR S8 KT, Cud CLTRA LA DR~ An v Ddhad” OF (Tugena i
» 5,’,’.,!,{“’..5 £0Ps in IR %sﬂz&hﬁmv i scb Pid P S I § %m’%‘-‘;‘%‘; S AT

L] Shmm*tmmpwmcw@lmpmhmrmnnemrnmm St .
capabilify in case come countries chect or stay outside the regime?

Al6: General Shaliknshvili, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Swff, testified “Desert Storm proved
that retalintion in king is not required to deser the uso of chemical weapons.” As be explained,
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“the U.S. military"s ability to deter chemical weapons in 3 post CWC world will be predicated on
both a robust chemical weapons defense capability and the ability 1o rapidly bring 10 bear superior
and overwhelming military foroe in retatiation against a chemical amack.™”

‘The CWC prohibits all CW usa, including retalistion in kind However, the CWC allows
- parties to mgintain CW defensive programs and docs pot constraia #0n-CWC military responras
to TW attack, The United States’ supesior individual protection and training program, dewection
capabilitics and medical suppors, further reduce both the effectiveness of 2 CW attack and xi
aggrassor’s incentive to uss chemical weapons against U.S. forees,

Q17 How does the CWC contridute 1o US. securlty?

A17. Io-BUMErODs ways. Bymumgmummmmﬂ:wcbemnlmpmuwm
dﬁngaw.mmmmMmmmmmWwMMmfmcwwm
fters vArs. .

The CWC will sezve as 2 basis for internations) action against those who Iry to acquire
chenical weapons; the CWC makes them complerly illegal. The 1925 Gwmh‘omcolmly
re.amcts..lwuﬁca! WEapons use,

TheCWC'sbzpad.vaifmﬂmwginm.whichmqnimmpommmmdﬂpmdw&onmd
tude in certain chemicals as well as inspections of milivary and commercial facllides, will
streagthen ¢fforis to monitor CW activities worldwide, including efforts to eoquire CW whether
inside or outside the regime. _

Finally, the CWC will balster effosts to fight chemical tecrorism, In Japan last year, we eaw
the first terrorist use of chemical weapons against innocent civilians, Through its nonproliferntion
govwm“mmmufwmmhpMmgkpmmmcCWCwmﬁm
oﬂmmﬁmm :

- 18, Will the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons defect cheatersing . -
timely fashion given the large number of facliities to be Inspected, their dual-use natyre and
the ense of concealment of prohibited activities? In fact, ksn’t the CWC unverifiable?

A18. No treacy.Is 100 percent verifiable, The Adnunistration bag detenmined that the CWC is
effecrively verifiable and that it protects and enhances U.S. national security, The CWCic
mmwmwmmu nmmmmmmmwm
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The CWC contains the most comnsaheasive and intrusive verification regime ever negoiists),
wvcrmgwmdlymwupamofampmgnn;&umdwdopmm:hmughpdemd .
stockpiling. The Convention's provisicas provide access to declared and undeclared facilidas,
ﬂmsnﬂldngc!mdesdmCmeducumandswckpﬂmgmdifﬁcmuﬂsky and expensive.

 The Adminiggration has 2lso determined that macwcmwl:ionswiumsiguiﬁmt
violations and that the U.S. does not need CW o deter CW use against our forees, because
supesior U.S. military force, coupled with a modem defensive program, is quite adequate to deter
or respond 1o CW use.

1, Tsthe CWC suffidently intrusive to provide effective verification? =

it

(F“ "E’f‘ &19, Ymmm@avmmnmmmwmpew;hm~mnwdmpmﬂ

) seasidve non-CW nadonal security information, constitutional rights and non-CW proprietary

wtr® o
1“1‘,, ptb fntercsts, on the one hand; on the other, our desire for the access necessary to ensure effective
C.¥ vezitication and deterrence. ]
%%MWAMWMMMMMWCSWMn@tMM
m:ttmca’CisWMmes.mwmwm

. ~Routinz inspections will enhance detemrence and detection of illivit production by moniering
sciivides g1 chemicsl industry Fecilities. These inspections will force violators w congider -
nbmdmmgthdrCWptomswgmngmmeeﬁmmdmofmgm'elomeﬂwmso
- clandesting sites.

mumpwc;énsmmmhmmmmammmmw
allowing parties to request an inspection to resclve a compliance concem. The greater the scozs
.mdﬁmofmﬂﬁdt}romm.ﬂmmomﬁkdthﬂlbdm

Q10. Iﬂtnkely the US, will be subject toehancnaa ingpection? Autnquuom
umiﬁngthowuxberorwﬂlengelmrmwemsumn‘r

A20. nmqummmenunﬁuofchﬂhnzeinmmﬂm:mmm of
mithwwuwmmmmwwmwmmmhm
whm&evs.mnbewbmwachanmb:pacﬂm
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In the event a challenge inspection does occur in the US., mccwcmmmmoml X
. aceess to facilides in a way tha proteets sensitive non-CW information as well as constitotional
rights. Thess “managed access” pwvmommqmthuwemakewctymbledfmm
promdoalmnauvemnmsauxfyeomsabomwmphm

Q21. Doesthe CWC providz adequtic protection agaimta frivolous or unjustified
chalienge insaection?

A2l 'rhc“managedaems provisions in theConveuﬁonpmvidcmmﬂunldeqnmprmeedsn
against unjmdﬁcdwﬁivolwschaﬂmge Inspection requests.

Moreoyer, a challenge inspection ¢an be blogked, if three-fourths of the 41-muernber Executive
Council voic within 12 hours of the request that it is frivolons or unjustified. In eddition, afiera
challenge inspection, the Executive Council can address concerns as to whether the right to
request a challenge Inspection has been abused, If gbuse has occurred, the Executive Council car

wnadwwfe&w&emumsmyshwﬂhwwbeummh&dmﬂwhm

Q2z. Cetld the €IV enter into force without US. ratification? What will bappen 1the
Uﬁ.dwnﬂmﬂry&ecwcwwﬂdwidechuMmmpmﬂrenﬂm? to the spreed
of gibec mpmofmdutrucﬁon? '

A2, Itwouldbeposs;ble.buthislﬂyundeﬁnblefmh:CWCwenmmtofommmw
U.5.. Without our leadership and participation, other countries, including Russis, would likely
choose not to zatify the CWC. If this were to happen, chemical weapons stockplies would not 3
clininated and might keep growing. ﬂmmﬁbemmpmmhmummum
1cquinchuﬁulwapons.

/T4 a\ﬂ,w, e sy
HMCWCmmdinwfmmmmU.s. couid not panticipate in

for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons ( lweU.S.cmmsmeasxnspemn’m
" imeznasonal inspeetions. mmtyalsommwnmmhmm
-moany of which are important to U.S. industry. As a result, U.S. companies could be cut off from
their traditional irading partness, which industry experts believe could handmw.s.mmahnbla

supplicr,

b oq Supnp s
US.Icadaﬂupwummﬁﬂwcomplcﬁonofﬂn hisasamrequnediftheCWCistn
enter-into force sucoessfully and begin a nansparent and orderly process to climénate swockpiles,
stop production and erect barriers against proliferation.

_____-_

-/
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Q23, ow long has the U.S. stored chemical agents and why can’t it continue?

A23. mvmwdSmmhammchmmlwpmsmulequlwhmmdmchml
warfare started. The U.S. stopped manufactaring them in 1968, Some of the sored munitions
have started to Jeak, particularly the MSS rockets filled with the acrve ageat GB (also knotwa 25
gatin), Studics show that the risk of continued storage is significantly greater than the risk of
disposal.

Q4. Whatk!ud .of chemical weapons are stored at ihenlneu&ltockpﬂchuﬂmsmd
kow dangeious sre those chemleals? -

A24, There aro two-ypea of lothal chemical agents in the U. S, stockpile:: nerve agents and
blister agente. The three nerve agemts are: GA, which also js called Tabun;

(B, which is-2150 called Sarin; and YX. The bliswer agems inclode the mustard-derived ageats 4,
HD, and HT, as well as Lewisite (L). Both the nefve agents and blister ageats are hazardous 1o
kumans and to animals. The nerve agents act by poisoning the pervous systen; exposure to the
blister agents can cause severe skin blisters, injuries 1o the eyes, and damage 1o the respiratosy
wact by inhalation of vapors. Nerve agent is a fast-acting lethal agent, while the blister agents o
primarily dissbling agents. With large enough doses, any of these chemical agents ara lsthal,

These chemicals currertly are stored in three basic types of configuretions:

— projectiles, cartridges, mincs, and rockets containing propellant and/or explosive
components.

~ wrojectiles and pir-deliverable munitions that do not contain explosive compotients.
. ~'bu1kaaennﬂ§owithoutuphsiwwmpbumm.madhmmmmm
bombs. :
Q25. Where ave these chemical agents presently stored?
A25. The U. S.Jeshal chemica) stockplie is divided among eight Army instaltations (all in the

contnental United States) and on Johnston Island in the central Pacific Ocean spproximetely 720
miles soathwest of Honolulu, Hawaii. The cight sites in the Unlted States gre:
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: © Aberdecn?rovmgﬁmundndmdmmﬁgcwood.Muyhnd(MuM'
- pareent by weigin)

Asmiston Army Depot, neer Anniston, Alubama (about 7 percent) .

Blue Grass Army Depot, near Lexington, Keatucky (about 2 percent) -

Wewpcert Army Ammunition Plang, near Newpont, Indiana (about 4 percent)

Vine Bluff Arsensl, near Pins BlufY, Arkansas (about 12 percent)

Pueblo Depat Activity, near Pueblo, Colorado (about 10 percent)

Tooele Army Depot, near Tooele, Utah (about 42 percent)

Urnazilla Depot Activity, near Hermistan, Cregon (about 12 percent)

® o 08 Q@ % b

Q25. Why i destruction of the U, 8. Chemical Stockpile necessary?

A26. Congress enacted Public Law 99-12], directing destruction of the entire U, 8. stockplile of
Iethal unitasy (1.c., single component agent) chemical weapons in conjunction with the acquisition
of binary chomical weapons. None of the unitary manitions cutrently in storage have beea '
manufactured since 1969. In 1992, Congress enacted Public Law 102-484; which requires the
dastruction of all binary chemical-weapons, former production facilities, recovered munitions and
miscelfaneons equipment. The entire U.S. chemical weapoas stockpile is required o be destroye?
by Decomber 31,2004 Many of these munhions are obsolete and unservicesble, The
deteriorating condition of these weapons aver tims increases the risk of aceldental release of leknl
chemical agents.

UndaﬂwﬂamcaqupomCommﬁm the United States will join other signatorics ju
amwmmmmmmwwmwammm
and binary) and production facilities within 10 years of entry into force. Signatories will also
mni:ddnchmﬂwwnmeMcMmmpﬁmwmofmmdmm.

Q27. Didn't the Army previously use other metkods to dispose of dmllac chemical agmts?

AZ7. BuweenWoﬂdWarImdlm th:Armydisposedofchmcalnmmdmmdomby
vﬁmmﬂmﬂam&nwpxbwﬂng,amsphﬁcdﬂmwﬂ.uﬂmm
Suchmcﬁoﬂsdchenﬂnlﬁspmalﬁnwmngmymdsﬂmmmmn .
*bazardous chemicals”) were slso commanly practiced by industry during this same period.
However, in 1969, mmwmymthemmmmmc&esmfwwo'
-devdopngmﬂﬁswhkhmmwmmmnymd.
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Q28. Wore other modes ofoﬂ-ﬂte trexsportation considcred? VWhat abont wide-ccale ge2
of track or air transport?

A20. Mmmwmmmhtmmnmwﬂypﬁmmﬁ
safery concems and due o the severe limitation of transport operations. The sheer number of
trucks and/or planes required to move the eatirs stockpile 1 cither a national disposal center or to
. Tegional digposs) centers would create overwhelming logisical problems, A limited version of air
Tansport was considered by the Army, but thas aliemative lovolved only two depots with small
inventoties of chernical agents and munitions, However, even this small-scale movement by sis-
was determined to have unacceptable risks. In addition, several thousand flights would be
required,

Q29.: Will the Army do anything to assist local communifies in regard to preparing for
other sceidents or unplanned events?,

A29. mmhmmmlowmmm state and Federal ofﬂcialswwhmoﬂ'-me

emergency prepatedness. Site-specific emergency response plans sre being doveloped in
cocrdination with the Jocal communities ateach of the eight storage sites. The Army is currently

working with Federal Emergency Managerent Agency regarding the development and
implementation for the Emergency Response Program.

Q30.. Wil the U. S. wsmmmmmmdmmmmm
‘Wezpons Convention?

Q31. Did the U, §. ever oblain edditionsl DC fmn private oompmles for production of
hnarychenﬂal weapons? Two companies had, In the spring 1990, refused to provide i,

A31., Thé U, §. never obtained DC from conmnercial sgurces.

Q32.-Who provldedtlie Bydrogen fiuoride?

A32, Ibcﬁrmybmghtﬁaismmﬂ&mmuluplemmlm It is a chermicel availabln
bn.tkccomwdalmaﬂm




Q33. Did Combustion Engincering complete the DC plant in Pine Biulf? If vo, wheat 4
not, why not? Did the U. 8. cver run tests on it?

A34. Combustion Enginecring completed the plant in December 1990. Engineering tests were.
perfarmed during January-February 1991, The plant was‘;5 thea placed in stand-by status.
_05.&35J\

Q34. Did construction on the DF plant in Ping Blafl, Ark, ever proceed past Phase I? If o,
how {ar did it go?

Q33, What is the Wyoming Memorandum of Understanding?

.A33. The 1989 Wyoming Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) provided for a dewmiled
exchange of information on the size, location, and composition of the chemical stockpfle,
producticn facilites, and developmental facilities in the U.S, and the Soviet Union (now Rustia),
% alro provided for inspections at sites in each counwry. Both Countries completed the final -
inspestions under the MOU in December 1994,

Qa5. ‘Weré chemical munitions retrograded from the European stockpile accidéntally -
brought into the Unlted States when workers at Johnston Atoll fajied.to oblond one of thi3
cerondary.steel contalners? . S

A36: On Fehruary 5, 1991, workers at the Naval Weapons Center, Concord, California, wers -
unpacking empty military van containers and secondary steed containers (SSC) which had bess
used to carry the Enropean chemical munitions stockpile during the retrogrede operation 1o
Johnswon Atoll in the Pacific. The workers found what they thought were live projectiles
inside one of the S5Cs. An explosive Ordnance Disposal Team was called and determined ths
projecdles were inert training rounds used on Johnsion Aol in training activities prior to ths
retrograde operation. The Army has positively confinned that all SSCs containing live chemice!
munitions were certified as empty prior to shipment off of the island.  All mawnitions moved from

verification and data exchange for the purposs of facilitating the CWC aegotiations,
demonstrating incrEased openness on CW capabilities, and gaining experience o verification

Europe-hed been accounted for at Johnston Atoll. (Tt was an expetiment in CW bilateral : 2 J
e

procedores, ) : >
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Q37. How will ﬂle Army disnose of wensies penerated by the Johnstm Atoll Chemicn!
Agent Digposal System? :

A37. Thres types of wasts will be generated by the JACADS, liquid process waste, solid wast:
with value, and sofid waste without value. The types of waste include 6.5 million gallons of brine
from the polludon abatement system (liquid process waste); 2bout 6,650 tons of scrap metl (solid
waste with valne); and ash and other incinerator residucs (solid waste without value).

The Army's preferred alternative -~ occan disposal of the brine «- could not be Implemented,
with the passage of the Occan Dumping Ban of 1988, an amendment to the Marine Protection,
Rescarch and Sanctuaries Act. The Army selected a second alternative — dry the brine,
containerize it, and ship it to a hazardous waste landfill in the comtinental United States. For solid
waste with value, the Army selected sale of the scrap metal after it is centified agent-free, For
solid waste without value, the Army selecied shipping the ash and incinerstor residues 10 a
hazardous weste landfill in the continental United States,

Ttirough these meshods, the Army can dispose of all process waste generated by JACADS -
with minimel harm to the environmeat.
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