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Mr Chair, Distinguished Representatives: 
 
We condemn Russia’s unprovoked military invasion and its continuing war against Ukraine. We 
stand with the government and people of Ukraine, and we urge Russia to stop its brutal attacks.  
 
We echo the call by the World Health Organization, UNICEF and UNFPA to immediately cease 
attacks on hospitals, ambulances and medical staff.1 It is an unacceptable strategy and tactic.2 
 
Mr Chair, 
 
Russia accuses Ukraine of working on biological weapons supported by the United States and 
other countries. There is no evidentiary basis to suggest that Ukraine’s biological activities 
support anything other than peaceful purposes, and we call on Russia to cease these 
allegations. Ukraine carries out biological research for legitimate public health and veterinary 
health purposes. Ukraine does so transparently and in full compliance with its legal obligations 
under the BWC. 
 
International support for biological research in Ukraine is no secret. Ukraine, along with the 
United States and other States Parties providing support to biological research in Ukraine, are 
transparent about their activities. They annually declare their activities under the BWC’s 
confidence-building measures, and they voluntarily share this information publicly. This 
contrasts sharply with Russia, which appears to actively withhold its own BWC-relevant 
research activities from public scrutiny.  
 
Russia’s allegations tie into a long history of false claims and ‘active measures’ stretching back 
to the early years of the Cold War, as we and many others in the NGO community have 
documented in detail and communicated.3  
 
Yet, despite their outrageous falsehoods, Russia’s unsupported allegations should not be 
dismissed as inconsequential. They muddy the waters, making it harder for non-experts to 
distinguish between true and false narratives. Disinformation could further escalate the war. 
It could create perceptions that the taboo against biological weapons no longer holds. If 
unanswered, false allegations can linger and take on a malevolent life of their own that 
damages the Convention’s integrity. 
 
We commend the swift and strong rebuttal of Russia’s baseless claims in the UN Security 
Council by Security Council members and by the UN Secretary-General’s High Representative 
for Disarmament Affairs.4 We equally commend rebuttals in the UN General Assembly.5 Russia 
cannot be permitted to manipulate the United Nations to spread and attempt to legitimize its 
disinformation. Similarly, Russia’s excessive notes verbales to BWC States Parties and its 



recently announced UN Security Council Arria formula meeting on 6 April 2022 with 
presentations by ‘independent experts’ cannot be allowed to proceed unchallenged.  
 
If Russia has genuine concerns about non-compliance, it should use the bilateral and 
multilateral consultation provisions contained in Article V of the BWC to establish the pertinent 
facts and provide clarity on the activities in question. It is telling that Russia has chosen not to 
do so, preferring instead to broadcast its accusations to the media. Russia’s recent behaviour 
appears inconsistent with its professed desire, over many years, to support and strengthen the 
Convention. 
 
Mr Chair, 
 
The military utility of biological weapons is limited. However, biological weapons attacks can 
be difficult to attribute, and this makes them particularly susceptible to ‘false flag’ operations. 
 
We welcome NATO and G7 intelligence disclosures on the possibility of Russia using biological 
or chemical weapons allegations as a pretext to employ unconventional weapons in its war 
against Ukraine, and the resolve of NATO and G7 members that any such use would result in 
severe consequences.6 We commend their united efforts to raise the political stakes of an 
unconventional attack. Heightening the political costs of severe norm violation is an important 
tool to maintain the integrity of the prohibitions against biological and chemical weapons. 
 
In the case of a suspected attack with biological weapons, the UN Secretary-General has the 
authority to initiate an investigation. In the last two years, in particular, Russia has been actively 
trying to undermine the mechanism’s integrity, independence and impartial character, and to 
strip away the UN Secretary-General’s authority by transferring investigation decisions to the 
UN Security Council where Russia has a veto.7 We commend the UN General Assembly’s 
overwhelming rejections of Russia’s draft resolutions in 2020 and 2021. 
 
Mr Chair, 
 
The international community must remain steadfast in supporting, protecting and 
strengthening arms control and disarmament instruments. This is in the interest of all people, 
including the Russian people. The ongoing conflict in Ukraine and Russia’s biological 
information warfare should galvanize State Parties’ political resolve in the lead up to the Ninth 
Review Conference to strengthen the resourcing, institutionalization and operationalization of 
the BWC, including strengthening compliance assessment tools and investigation procedures. 
We stand ready to support you. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Statement by:  
 

• Filippa Lentzos, Senior Lecturer in Science & International Security and Co-Director, 
Centre for Science & Security Studies, School of Security Studies, King’s College 
London 

• Mayra Ameneiros, Research Associate, Centre for Science & Security Studies, School 
of Security Studies, King’s College London 

• Gemma Bowsher, Research Associate, Centre for Science & Security Studies, School of 
Security Studies, King’s College London 

• Martin Bricknell, Professor of Conflict, Health & Military Medicine, School of Security 
Studies, King’s College London 

• Ryan Houser, Research Associate, Centre for Science & Security Studies, School of 
Security Studies, King’s College London 

• Joseph Rodgers, Visiting Research Fellow, Centre for Science & Security Studies, 
School of Security Studies, King’s College London 

• Richard Sullivan, Professor of Cancer and Global Health, Co-Director of the Centre for 
Conflict & Health Research, School of Security Studies, King’s College London 

• Henrietta Wilson, Visiting Research Fellow, Centre for Science & Security Studies, 
School of Security Studies, King’s College London  

 
 
Statement endorsed by:  
 
Institutional endorsers:  
 

• African Center for Science and International Security (AFRICSIS), Ghana 
• Argentina Information Quality, Argentina 
• Biosafety Association for Central Asia and Caucasus (BACAC) 
• Council on Strategic Risks, USA 
• Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation Scientists Working Group on Biological 

and Chemical Security, USA 
• Center for Biodefense and Global Infectious Diseases, Mexico 
• Center for Global Health Science and Security at Georgetown, USA  
• The Foundation for the Development of Biotechnology and Genetics ‘POLBIOGEN’, 

Poland 
• Hamburg University Research Group for Biological Arms Control, Germany 
• Next Generation Global Health Security Network 
• Polish Academy of Sciences, Poland 
• The Trench, France 

 
Individual endorsers:  
 

• Shuji Amano, Nihon Institute of Medical Science, Japan 
• Fatima Aziz, Aga Khan University & Global Health Security Agenda Consortium, 

Pakistan  
• Lela Bakanidze, Biosafety Association for Central Asia and Caucasus, Georgia  



• Hamish de Bretton-Gordon, Avon Protection, United Kingdom 
• Michael Crowley, independent CBW expert, United Kingdom 
• Richard T. Cupitt,  The Stimson Center, USA 
• Malcolm Dando, independent CBW expert, United Kingdom 
• Sean Ekins, Collaborations Pharma, USA 
• Maria Espona, Argentina Information Quality (ArgIQ), Argentina 
• Nicholas G Evans, University of Massachusetts Lowell and Scientists Working Group, 

Center for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, USA 
• Marc Finaud, Geneva Centre for Security Policy, Switzerland 
• John A. Gilbert, US Airforce (retired) and Scientists Working Group, Center for Arms 

Control and Non-Proliferation, USA 
• Mirko Himmel, University of Hamburg, Germany 
• Gunnar Jeremias, University of Hamburg, Germany 
• Maria Khan, Rehman Medical Institute, Peshawar, Pakistan 
• Lynn C. Klotz, Scientists Working Group, Center for Arms Control and Non-

Proliferation, USA 
• Gregory D. Koblentz, George Mason University and Scientists Working Group, Center 

for Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, USA 
• Brice Boris Legba, University of Abomey-Calavi, Benin  
• Milton Leitenberg, University of Maryland, USA 
• Alex Lemus, Center for Biodefense and Global Infectious Diseases, Mexico 
• Elisande Nexon, Fondation pour la Recherche Stratégique (FRS), France 
• Kathryn Nixdorff, Technische Universitaet Darmstadt, Germany 
• Tatyana Novossiolova, Center for the Study of Democracy, Bulgaria 
• Saskia Popescu, George Mason University and Scientists Working Group, Center for 

Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, USA 
• Nicholas A Sims, London School of Economics and Political Science 1968-2010, United 

Kingdom 
• Ryszard Slomski, Institute of Human Genetics of the Polish Academy of Sciences, 

Poland 
• Marlena Szalata, Poznan University of Life Sciences, Poland 
• Fabio Urbina, Collaborations Pharma, USA 
• Kathleen Vogel, Arizona State University and Scientists Working Group, Center for 

Arms Control and Non-Proliferation, USA 
• John R Walker,  UK Foreign and Commonwealrh Office 1985-2020, United Kingdom 
• Sam Weiss Evans, Harvard University, USA 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
1 WHO Surveillance system for attacks on health care: https://extranet.who.int/ssa/Index.aspx;  UNICEF, UNFPA 
and WHO, ‘Stop attacks on health care in Ukraine’ 13 March 2022: https://www.unicef.org/press-releases/stop-
attacks-health-care-ukraine.  
2 Aula Abbara et al (2021) Weaponizing water as an instrument of war in Syria: Impact on diarrhoeal disease in 
Idlib and Aleppo governorates, 2011-2019: https://www.ijidonline.com/article/S1201-9712(21)00432-X/fulltext  
3 Filippa Lentzos (2018) The Russian disinformation attack that poses a biological danger: 
https://thebulletin.org/2018/11/the-russian-disinformation-attack-that-poses-a-biological-danger/; Sarah 
Jacobs Gamerini & Amanda Moodie (2020) The virus of disinformation: Echoes of past bioweapons accusations 
in today’s Covid-19 conspiracy theories: https://warontherocks.com/2020/04/the-virus-of-disinformation-
echoes-of-past-bioweapons-accusations-in-todays-covid-19-conspiracy-theories/; Rose Bernard, Gemma 
Bowsher, Richard Sullivan & F Gibson-Fall (2021) Disinformation and epidemics: Anticipating the next phase of 
biowarfare: https://www.liebertpub.com/doi/10.1089/hs.2020.0038; Milton Leitenberg (2021) False allegations 
of biological-weapons use from Putin’s Russia: 
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/full/10.1080/10736700.2021.1964755; Filippa Lentzos & Jez Littlewood 
(2022) Don’t let finger-pointing doom this key treaty against bioweapons: https://thebulletin.org/2022/03/dont-
let-finger-pointing-doom-this-key-treaty-against-bioweapons/; Marc-Michael Blum: 
https://twitter.com/blumscientific/status/1503732336105603079; Andrew Curry (2022) ‘The Russians must 
know it’s a lie.’ Ukrainian bat research spun into a false tale of bioweapons: 
https://www.science.org/content/article/russians-must-know-it-s-lie-ukrainian-bat-research-spun-false-tale-
bioweapons; Robert Mackey (2022) Russia is lying about evidence of bioweapons labs in Ukraine, Russian 
biologists say: https://theintercept.com/2022/03/17/russia-ukraine-bioweapons-misinformation/; John Walker 
(2022) Russia has a long history of lying about biological weapons: 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/03/21/bioweapons-ukraine-russia-propaganda-war-history/; 
Elisande Nexon (2022) Programme biologique militaire en Ukraine, histoire d’une désinformation russe: 
https://www.frstrategie.org/publications/notes/programme-biologique-militaire-ukraine-histoire-une-
desinformation-russe-2022;  Una Jakob, Gunnar Jeremias, Alexander Kelle, Thilo Marauhn, Oliver Meier, Kathryn 
Nixdorff, Ralf Trapp & Barry de Vries (2022) Russian allegations of biological weapons activities in Ukraine:  
https://blog.prif.org/2022/03/22/russian-allegations-of-biological-weapons-activities-in-ukraine/; 
https://www.chathamhouse.org/2022/03/ukraine-chemical-or-biological-attack-likely (30 March 2022) 
4 Security Council on Russia allegations of military biological activities in Ukraine (11 March 2022): 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=olHRu_Ou4WI; Ukraine - Security Council | Allegations of chemical 
weapons (18 March 2022) https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-gu5Qr9I-Xk.  
5 11th Emergency Special Session of the UN General Assembly on Ukraine, convened by S/RES/2623 (2022).  
6 Statement by NATO Head of State and Government, 24 March 2022: 
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohq/official_texts_193719.htm; G7 Leaders’ statement, 24 March 2022: 
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/da/press/press-releases/2022/03/24/g7-leaders-statement-brussels-24-
march-2022/;  Statement by the G7 Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass 
Destruction on Ukraine, 29 March 2022: https://www.auswaertiges-amt.de/en/newsroom/news/-/2519872.  
7 Filippa Lentzos & Jez Littlewood (2020) How Russia worked to undermine UN bioweapons investigations: 
https://thebulletin.org/2020/12/how-russia-worked-to-undermine-un-bioweapons-investigations/; Filippa 
Lentzos (2021) Biological Weapons: https://reachingcriticalwill.org/images/documents/Disarmament-
fora/1com/FCM21/FCM-2021-No5.pdf  


