ARTICLE IV: NATIONAL IMPLEMENTATION: 

EDUCATION, OUTREACH AND CODES OF CONDUCT 

by Malcolm R. Dando

Considerations at the Fourth Review Conference

1. Article IV of the Convention states that:

Each state party to this Convention shall, in accordance with its constitutional processes, take any necessary measure to prohibit and prevent the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or retention of agents, toxins, weapons, equipment and means of delivery specified in Article I of the Convention, within the territory of such state, under its jurisdiction to under its control anywhere.

2. It is important to note that this Article requires States Parties to take any necessary measure “to protect and prevent”.  The requirement of prevention was reflected in paragraph 3 of the Final Declaration
 of the Fourth Review Conference in 1996 in regard to Article IV. This stated that:

3. The Conference notes the importance of:


….

· Inclusion in textbooks and in medical, scientific and military education programmes of information dealing with the prohibitions and provisions contained in the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention and the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

4. The Conference believes that such measures which State Parties might undertake in accordance with their constitutional processes would strengthen the effectiveness of the Convention, as requested by the Second and Third Review Conferences.

This language was closely similar to that in the Final Declaration of the Third Review Conference which had been similar to that in the Final Declaration of the Second Review Conference.   The difference was that the Fourth Review Conference referred to with the prohibitions and provisions contained in the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention whilst the Third Review Conference
 referred to the prohibition of microbial or other biological agents or toxins and the Second Review Conference
 to the prohibition of bacteriological (biological) and toxin weapons. 

3.  It is thus clear that the States Parties had long recognised the importance of education about the prohibitions embodied in the Convention even though there has been little evidence that the prohibitions embodied in the Convention have been included in educational programmes.

Developments since the Fifth Review Conference

4. At the Fifth Review Conference
 the States Parties agreed that there should be a series of annual Meetings of States Parties prepared by Meetings of Experts during the intersessional period from 2003 to 2005 and that the topic to be considered in 2005 was: 

The content, promulgation and adoption of codes of conduct for scientists.

5.  The Meeting of Experts in June 2005 involved a wide range of scientific organisations in a broad discussion of these issues and, as one reviewer noted
, in addition to the recognition of the value of a layer of codes “There also appears to be widespread recognition that education and awareness–raising will be an essential part if any codes are to be effective.”
6. The Meeting of State Parties in December 2005 again featured a wide-ranging discussion and involvement of many scientific organisations in addition to the States Parties
.  The report
 of the annual Meeting of States Parties in 2005 included the following concluding paragraphs:

18. On the mandate to discuss, and promote common understanding and effective action on the content, promulgation and adoption of codes of conduct for scientists, the States Parties recognised that:

(a) while the primary responsibility for implementing the Convention rests with States Parties, codes of conduct, voluntarily adopted, for scientists in the fields relevant to the Convention can support the object and purpose of the Convention by making a significant and effective contribution, in conjunction with other measures including national legislation, to combating the present and future threats posed by biological and toxin weapons, as well as by raising awareness of the Convention, and by helping relevant actors to fulfil their legal, regulatory and professional obligations and ethical principles;

(b) codes of conduct should reflect the provisions of the Convention and contribute to national implementation measures;

(c) a range of different approaches exist to develop codes of conduct in view of differences in national requirements and circumstances;

(d) codes of conduct should avoid impeding scientific discovery, placing undue constraints on research or international cooperation and exchange for peaceful purposes;

(e) science should be used for peaceful purposes only but has the potential to be misused in ways that are prohibited by the Convention, and therefore codes of conduct should require and enable relevant actors to have a clear understanding of the content, purpose and reasonably foreseeable consequences of their activities, and of the need to abide by the obligations contained in the Convention.

19. The States Parties recognised that all those with a responsibility for, or legitimate interest in, codes of conduct should be involved in their development, promulgation and adoption. The States Parties agreed on the value of codes of conduct applying not just to scientists, but to all those involved in scientific activity, including managers and technical and ancillary staff.

20. On the content of codes of conduct, recognising the principles listed in paragraph 18, the States Parties agreed on the importance of codes of conduct being:

(a) compatible with national legislation and regulatory controls and contributing to national implementation measures;

(b) simple, clear and easily understandable both to scientists and to wider civil society;

(c) relevant, helpful and effective for guiding relevant actors in making decisions and taking action in accordance with the purposes and objectives of the Convention;

(d) sufficiently broad in scope;

(e) regularly reviewed, evaluated for effectiveness, and revised as necessary.

21. On the adoption of codes of conduct, recognising that it is important to build on and coordinate with existing efforts, and avoid imposing burdensome and duplicative measures, the States Parties agreed on the value of:

(a) demonstrating the benefits of codes and encouraging relevant actors to develop codes themselves;

(b) using existing codes, mechanisms, frameworks and bodies as far as possible; and

(c) tailoring adoption strategies according to the needs of each relevant sector.

22. On the promulgation of codes of conduct, recognising that codes of conduct will be most effective if they, and the principles underlying them, are widely known and understood, the States Parties agreed on the value of continuous efforts on promulgation through appropriate channels.

23. The States Parties further considered that in pursuing the above understandings and actions, States Parties could, according to their respective circumstances, consider the considerations, lessons, perspectives, recommendations, conclusions and proposals drawn from the presentations, statements, working papers and interventions made by delegations on the topic under discussion at the Meeting of Experts, as contained in Annex I of the Report of the Meeting of Experts (BWC/MSP/2005/MX/3), as well as the synthesis of these considerations, lessons, perspectives, recommendations, conclusions and proposals contained in BWC/MSP/2005/L.1, which is attached to this report as Annex I. This annex was not discussed or agreed upon and consequently has no status.

It was again evident from reports of both the Meeting of Experts
 and the Meeting of States Parties
 that these had provided opportunities for States Parties to share information on the approaches being taken to address this topic.  Although decisions on further action were left to the Sixth Review Conference, the annual meetings were effective in focussing the attention of the States Parties on the topic.

7.  It was clear that the States Parties recognised that codes of conduct could have a significant and effective role in conjunction with national legislation and helping those engaged in the relevant scientific communities relevant to the Convention to fulfil their legal, regulatory and professional obligations and ethical principles.  The report also pointed out the need for wide involvement of scientists in: the development of codes of conduct; the content of codes of conduct; the adoption of codes of conduct and the promulgation of codes of conduct. It was further stated that:

22. On the promulgation of codes of conduct, recognising that codes of conduct will be most effective if they, and the principles underlying them, are widely known and understood, the States Parties agreed on the value of continuous efforts on promulgation through appropriate channels.

The necessity of adequate education of the life science community in order that codes were effective at supporting the Convention was therefore clearly recognised and stated in the report.

8.  A further development since the Fifth Review Conference has been the adoption by the United Nations Security Council of Resolution 1540 (2004)
.  This includes as its eighth operative paragraph that the Security Council:

8. Calls upon all States:

(a) To promote the universal adoption and full implementation, and, where necessary, strengthening of multilateral treaties to which they are parties, whose aim is to prevent the proliferation of nuclear, biological or chemical weapons;

(b) To adopt national rules and regulations, where it has not yet been done, to ensure compliance with their commitments under the key multilateral nonproliferation treaties;

(c) To renew and fulfil their commitment to multilateral cooperation, in particular within the framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency, the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons and the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention, as important means of pursuing and achieving their common objectives in the area of non-proliferation and of promoting international cooperation for peaceful purposes;

(d) To develop appropriate ways to work with and inform industry and the public regarding their obligations under such laws; [Emphasis added]

It is noted that the final clause call upon all States to develop ways to inform industry and the public regarding their obligations under such laws.   This is, consequently, another recognition of the importance of education and outreach.

9.  There has been a similar development regarding the importance of education, outreach and codes of conduct in regard to the States Parties to the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC)
.   In 2002 in preparation for the First Review Conference of the CWC in April 2003, the International Union of Pure and Applied Chemistry (IUPAC) carried out an evaluation of scientific and technological advances in chemistry that could have an impact on the implementation of the CWC
. In a section of the report of the evaluation titled “Education and Outreach” IUPAC stated:

1. Greater efforts on education and outreach to the worldwide scientific and technical community are needed in order to increase awareness of the CWC and its benefits. An informed scientific community within each country can be helpful in providing advice to the states Parties and in disseminating information to the public.

2. Education and outreach to Signatory States and non-signatory States could be helpful in increasing awareness of the importance of universal adherence to the Convention thereby enhancing safety and security for all states

The IUPAC evaluation was considered by the Scientific Advisory Board (SAB) of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) and its report forwarded by the Director General to all States Parties for consideration at the First CWC Review Conference.

10. In his covering note
 to the SAB report the Director General stated that:

2.20 In relation to the international co-operation and related matters, the SAB has concluded that the OPCW needs to clearly establish what it requires in the field of education outreach and international cooperation…

The SAB report itself stated that:

9.2 Greater efforts in terms of education and outreach to the worldwide scientific and technological community are needed in order to increase awareness of the Convention and its benefits…

9.3 The SAB noted that the Secretariat had developed certain projects that supported these goals, in particular the Associate Programme and the Ethics Project.

9.4 The SAB was convinced that efforts in the area of education and outreach are important to further the objectives of the Convention: these efforts include raising awareness, assuring that the principles of the Convention become anchored in professional ethics and teaching, and promoting international  cooperation in the field of chemistry…

11.  The report
 of the First Review Conference of the CWC subsequently included the conclusion that:

7.79 the First Review Conference noted that a valuable aspect of national implementation measures involves ensuring that the chemical industry, the scientific and technological communities, the armed forces of the States Parties, and the public at large are aware of and knowledgeable about the prohibitions and requirements of the Convention.

And the First Review Conference report also stated in paragraph 7.83:

(d) encouraged State Parties to take measures to raise awareness about the prohibitions and requirements of the Convention, inter alia in their armed forces, in industry, and in their scientific and technological communities.

12.  Subsequent to the First Review Conference of the CWC, the Director General of the OPCW and the President of the IUPAC met and agreed that there should be a joint meeting to consider such issues.  This OPCW and IUPAC joint meeting was held on 9 to 12 July, 2005 at St. Anne’s College, Oxford, UK under the title The Chemical Weapons Convention, chemistry education and the professional conduct of chemists. There were 27 participants from 8 different countries and they met in six sessions concerning: Background and Context of the Workshop; Codes of Conduct I and II; Education I and II; and International Law and the Role of the Chemistry Industry
. 

13.  In regard to the chemistry education and outreach a number of findings and observations could be drawn from the detailed discussions at the meeting including that:

1. Outreach to those engaged in science and technology using chemicals and efforts to ensure that the education of all chemists includes an awareness of the requirements and obligations of the CWC will contribute to achieving an in depth compliance within State Parties to the Convention…

2. Steps need to be taken in chemistry education both at secondary and post–secondary levels to enhance the awareness of both benefits that science and technology using chemicals can bring and of the potential for misuse in regard to illicit drugs, chemical and biological weapons, PIC, POPs, etc…

3. There needs to be recognition that these engaged in science and technology using chemicals have a role in ensuring sustainable development and the fact that compliance and implementation of international treaties such as CWC and the BTWC contribute to this.

4. From the point of view of the implementation of the CWC and achieving in-depth compliance, a concerted effort is needed involving both the OPCW and the National Authorities of States Parties and IUPAC.

14.  In regard to Codes of Conduct the meeting similarly reached a series of clear findings and observations, that:

7. Codes of conduct are needed for all these engaged in science and technology using chemicals to protect public health and the environment and to ensure that activities in science and technology using chemicals are, and are perceived to be, in compliance, with international treaties national laws and regulations…

8. Such codes of conduct are complementary to national implementing legislation for the CWC and will help to achieve in depth compliance throughout academia, industry and government of those engaged in science and technologies using chemicals. They will extend awareness of the general purpose criteria of both the CWC and the BTWC and this will help to ensure its effective implementation.

9. More benefits are to be gained from a layered approach to such codes:

· Universal principles / declarations such as those being developed by UNESCO / COMEST;

· Society codes such as those of or being developed by professional and industrial associations

· Institutional / workplace codes such as those in of being developed by individual institutions / workplaces

The three layers are complementary and mutually reinforcing. The approach to be adopted throughout should be to extend existing codes rather than seeking to create new codes.

15. The meeting at Oxford was noted in the presentation by the OPCW at the BTWC Meeting of Experts in June 2005 and referred to by the IUPAC President in his address to the IUPAC Congress in Beijing in August 2005. Subsequently OPCW and IUPAC have continued to be involved in a joint project on educational initiatives for chemists.

Education, Outreach, Codes of Conduct and the BTWC

16. The need for awareness raising, education and outreach to those engaged in the life sciences is just as important in regard to the BTWC as it is for chemists in regard to the CWC.  A series of 25 seminars with life scientists in the UK and one in Germany led to the conclusion
 that there was little evidence that the participants:

a. regarded bioterrorism was a substantial threat;

b. considered that developments in the life sciences research contributed to biothreats;

c. were aware of the current debates and concerns about dual use research; or

d. were familiar with the BTWC

It was thought that the UK might well be a ‘best-case scenario’ as practicing scientists there were familiar with strong legislation (for example in regard to animal experimentation) and, having English as a first, or working, language, would have access to the discussions of those issues in key journals such as  Science and Nature.

17. Subsequently similar seminar series have been held in four different countries. Four seminars were held in the Netherlands, two in Finland, seven in South Africa and twelve in the United States
. In general terms the results of these seminars confirmed the earlier findings of a low level of awareness of the BTWC and of the problem of dual-use research in the life sciences. Carrying out these extended series of seminars also emphasised the need for the development of more effective methods of education and awareness raising. Whilst the seminars were found to be effective they had involved a great deal of work over a two year period and required specialist moderators to be present.  Their audience was also limited to those who attended the seminars with no subsequent structured outreach.

18. It is clear that a number of attempts are being made, particularly in the United States, to develop educational modules related to the BTWC for life scientists
. Developing such modules requires attention to a range of questions such as – Who is to do the educating if there is such widespread lack of awareness? Then it needs to be asked who is to be educated? What should the primary targets be – practicing life scientists as they could inadvertently be producing dangerous knowledge now
 or undergraduates as they are in their formative years? Furthermore, what should be the content of any educational module and does it matter if very different modules are developed and implemented in different places?

19. Two educational modules have been developed on the basis of the interactive seminars previously carried out
 so as to contribute to the further development of educational modules. The first module recognized the prevalence of the use of internet-based communications within the scientific community and has been explored by the development of a version of the seminar that has been made available on the internet. The second module recognized the widespread use of role-play exercises in educational courses and led to the exploration of how the seminar could be modified so that it could be widely used in regular educational courses for life scientists.

20. For the first module, a multimedia version of the seminar given at the New York Academy of Sciences has been developed in cooperation with the Academy. A video recording of the seminar is now available along with a write up of the seminar by a science journalist who attended and further material supplied by the original presenters
. As in any seminar only a selection of the pertinent issues were covered, and therefore the additional material raises further questions and provides additional information about issues which had been more of a focus in other seminars.

21. For the second module, the presenters of the seminar series carried out in the UK and other countries (Rappert and Dando) invited a role play designer (Chevrier) to sit in on several seminars with a view to determining whether a role play exercise was possible. Three difficulties were found in the initial design of the pilot study. First, the seminars had involved a range of practicing life scientists in university departments. These scientists had a variety of background including very senior and experienced people – including heads of departments and above. The target audience for the role play exercise would be undergraduates who would not have the range of experience as such senior people. In order to ensure that the range of questions and opinions that needed to be covered, we therefore developed twelve different roles that participants could play in the exercise. A second difficulty concerned how the instructor (of the undergraduate class) was to take on the role of the two presenters in the original seminars. Over the period of developing and carrying out the original seminars it had been possible to minimise the material presented on a series of power point slides and for the presenters to amplify the material orally. The instructor could not be expected to do this so the power point slides were redesigned to convey more material and back up written information was developed for the instructor. Thirdly, in order that the issues were thoroughly discussed it was necessary to provide the instructor with some guidelines on the interactive techniques developed for the presenters in the original seminars.

22. Using this material a pilot role play exercise was carried out with a diverse group of participants in a university in the United States. The participants found the exercise useful and interesting, but as a result of the pilot study significant changes were made to the original material: the role play descriptions were shortened to make it simpler for participants to absorb quickly; participants were provided with means by which they could add their own views even if these would not fit with the role they had been assigned (given that the object was to seek a wide range of opinion); and as it was clear that some of the power point slides were still too complex a number were broken down into simpler sequences. In order to encourage discussion we also added introductory questions such as “why” and “what are the implications” at some points in the overall slide sequence. This reworked role play exercise is being tested again and is being made available on the web for others to test.

23. It can be concluded that, whilst there is a widespread need for awareness raising about BTWC issues amongst those engaged in the life sciences, it is possible to develop a variety of different educational modules that can be used to increase awareness and which life scientists find useful and interesting.

Issues for the Sixth Review Conference

24.   It is evident that for in depth implementation of the necessary measures required by Article IV to prohibit and prevent the development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or retention of agents, toxins, weapons, equipment and means of delivery specified in Article I of the Convention the States Parties need to take steps for education, outreach and codes of conduct.   The seminars described above in the UK, US, Finland, Germany, Netherlands and South Africa have shown that there is little awareness of the BTWC amongst those engaged in the life sciences.

25.  The paragraph in the Article IV section of the Final Declaration of the Fourth Review Conference which notes the importance of education might usefully be extended so as to include codes of conduct as shown in the bold text below:

The Conference notes the importance of:

- Legislative, administrative and other measures designed to enhance domestic compliance with the Convention;

- Legislation regarding the physical protection of laboratories and facilities to prevent unauthorized access to and removal of microbial or other biological agents, or toxins: 

- Inclusion in textbooks and in medical, scientific and military education programmes of information dealing with the prohibitions and provisions contained in the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention and the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

- Adoption of codes of conduct for those engaged in relevant areas of science and technology.

26.  It is recalled that the mandate
 for the annual Meetings of States Parties held between 2003 and 2005 included the requirement:

The Sixth Review Conference will consider the work of the meetings and decide on any further action.

27. It is recommended that the outcome of the Meeting of States Parties in 2005 that considered the topic:

The content, promulgation and adoption of codes of conduct for scientists.

should be incorporated into the Article IV section of the Final Declaration of the Sixth Review Conference by using language along the following lines:

The Conference in regard to the content, promulgation and adoption of codes of conduct recognises that:

a.  while the primary responsibility for implementing the Convention rests with States Parties, codes of conduct, voluntarily adopted, for scientists in the fields relevant to the Convention can support the object and purpose of the Convention by making a significant and effective contribution, in conjunction with other measures including national legislation, to combating the present and future threats posed by biological and toxin weapons, as well as by raising awareness of the Convention, and by helping relevant actors to fulfil their legal, regulatory and professional obligations and ethical principles;

b. codes of conduct should reflect the provisions of the Convention and contribute to national implementation measures;

c.  a range of different approaches exist to develop codes of conduct in view of differences in national requirements and circumstances;

d.  codes of conduct should avoid impeding scientific discovery, placing undue constraints on research or international cooperation and exchange for peaceful purposes;

e.  science should be used for peaceful purposes only but has the potential to be misused in ways that are prohibited by the Convention, and therefore codes of conduct should require and enable relevant actors to have a clear understanding of the content, purpose and reasonably foreseeable consequences of their activities, and of the need to abide by the obligations contained in the Convention.

In addition, the Conference recognises that all those with a responsibility for, or legitimate interest in, codes of conduct should be involved in their development, promulgation and adoption. The Conference agrees on the value of codes of conduct applying not just to scientists, but to all those involved in scientific activity, including managers and technical and ancillary staff.

On the content of codes of conduct, recognising the principles listed in paragraph 7 above, the Conference agrees on the importance of codes of conduct being:

a. compatible with national legislation and regulatory controls and contributing to national implementation measures;

b.  simple, clear and easily understandable both to scientists and to wider civil society;

c. relevant, helpful and effective for guiding relevant actors in making decisions and taking action in accordance with the purposes and objectives of the Convention;

d.  sufficiently broad in scope;

e.  regularly reviewed, evaluated for effectiveness, and revised as necessary.

On the adoption of codes of conduct, recognising that it is important to build on and coordinate with existing efforts, and avoid imposing burdensome and duplicative measures, the Conference agrees on the value of:

a. demonstrating the benefits of codes and encouraging relevant actors to develop codes themselves;

b. using existing codes, mechanisms, frameworks and bodies as far as possible; and

c. tailoring adoption strategies according to the needs of each relevant sector.

On the promulgation of codes of conduct, recognising that codes of conduct will be most effective if they, and the principles underlying them, are widely known and understood, the Conference agrees on the value of continuous efforts on promulgation through appropriate channels.

28.  In considering further action, it is recommended that the Sixth Review Conference should call upon all States Parties to foster the adoption of such codes of conduct and to provide an annual report thereon to the UN Department for Disarmament Affairs:
The Conference having reviewed the activities in regard to codes of conduct undertaken by the States Parties at and since the Meeting of States Parties in 2005, calls upon all States Parties to foster the adoption of such codes of conduct as appropriate and to provide an annual report of progress thereon to the United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs to provide to all States Parties 

29.  It is also recommended that the States Parties in considering the value of education and outreach to aid the in-depth implementation of the Convention should incorporate the substance of the language relating to outreach and implementation in the eighth operative paragraph of Security Council resolution 1540 (2004) which states:

To develop appropriate ways to work with and inform industry and the public regarding their obligations under such laws;
into the Article IV section of the Final Declaration of the Sixth Review Conference by using language along the following lines modified slightly so as to include academia as well as industry:

The Conference recognizing the benefits of promoting effective national implementation of Article IV of the Convention calls upon all States Parties to develop appropriate ways to work with and inform industry, academia and the public regarding their obligations under such laws.
30.   It is also recommended that the States Parties should agree to hold an annual Meeting of States Parties prepared for by a Meeting of Experts during the intersessional period between the Sixth and Seventh Review Conferences to consider the topic:

Education and outreach for all those concerned with the life sciences. 

Language for the Sixth Review Conference

30. The language to be adopted by the Sixth Review Conference in its Article IV section in relation to education, outreach and codes of conduct might be along the following lines:

6. The Conference notes the importance of:

- Legislative, administrative and other measures designed to enhance domestic compliance with the Convention;

- Legislation regarding the physical protection of laboratories and facilities to prevent unauthorized access to and removal of microbial or other biological agents, or toxins: 

- Inclusion in textbooks and in medical, scientific and military education programmes of information dealing with the prohibitions and provisions contained in the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention and the Geneva Protocol of 1925.

- Adoption of codes of conduct for those engaged in relevant areas of science and technology.

7.  The Conference in regard to the content, promulgation and adoption of codes of conduct recognises that:

a.  while the primary responsibility for implementing the Convention rests with States Parties, codes of conduct, voluntarily adopted, for scientists in the fields relevant to the Convention can support the object and purpose of the Convention by making a significant and effective contribution, in conjunction with other measures including national legislation, to combating the present and future threats posed by biological and toxin weapons, as well as by raising awareness of the Convention, and by helping relevant actors to fulfil their legal, regulatory and professional obligations and ethical principles;

b. codes of conduct should reflect the provisions of the Convention and contribute to national implementation measures;

c.  a range of different approaches exist to develop codes of conduct in view of differences in national requirements and circumstances;

d.  codes of conduct should avoid impeding scientific discovery, placing undue constraints on research or international cooperation and exchange for peaceful purposes;

e.  science should be used for peaceful purposes only but has the potential to be misused in ways that are prohibited by the Convention, and therefore codes of conduct should require and enable relevant actors to have a clear understanding of the content, purpose and reasonably foreseeable consequences of their activities, and of the need to abide by the obligations contained in the Convention.

8.  In addition, the Conference recognises that all those with a responsibility for, or legitimate interest in, codes of conduct should be involved in their development, promulgation and adoption. The Conference agrees on the value of codes of conduct applying not just to scientists, but to all those involved in scientific activity, including managers and technical and ancillary staff.

9. On the content of codes of conduct, recognising the principles listed in paragraph 7 above, the Conference agrees on the importance of codes of conduct being:

a. compatible with national legislation and regulatory controls and contributing to national implementation measures;

b.  simple, clear and easily understandable both to scientists and to wider civil society;

c. relevant, helpful and effective for guiding relevant actors in making decisions and taking action in accordance with the purposes and objectives of the Convention;

d.  sufficiently broad in scope;

e.  regularly reviewed, evaluated for effectiveness, and revised as necessary.

10. On the adoption of codes of conduct, recognising that it is important to build on and coordinate with existing efforts, and avoid imposing burdensome and duplicative measures, the Conference agrees on the value of:

a. demonstrating the benefits of codes and encouraging relevant actors to develop codes themselves;

b. using existing codes, mechanisms, frameworks and bodies as far as possible; and

c. tailoring adoption strategies according to the needs of each relevant sector.

11. On the promulgation of codes of conduct, recognising that codes of conduct will be most effective if they, and the principles underlying them, are widely known and understood, the Conference agrees on the value of continuous efforts on promulgation through appropriate channels.

12. The Conference having reviewed the activities in regard to codes of conduct undertaken by the States Parties at and since the Meeting of States Parties in 2005, calls upon all States Parties to foster the adoption of such codes of conduct as appropriate and to provide an annual report of progress thereon to the United Nations Department for Disarmament Affairs to provide to all States Parties.

13. The Conference recognizing the benefits of promoting effective national implementation of Article IV of the Convention calls upon all States Parties to develop appropriate ways to work with and inform industry, academia and the public regarding their obligations under such laws.

14.  The Conference further agrees that the States Parties would hold an annual Meeting of States Parties prepared by a Meeting of Experts during the intersessional period prior to the Seventh Review Conference to consider education and outreach for all those concerned with the life sciences. 
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