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III. Iranôs Chemical Weapons (CW) Program 

Iran has declared that it has been a chemical weapons power in the past. It never, 

however, has declared the nature of its past efforts, or been subject to inspection of any of 

its suspected facilities. The end result is a level of ambiguity that has grown, rather than 

declined, over time. It also is an ambiguity that raises important questions about both 

Iranôs claims to have destroyed all of its chemical weapons capability, as well as past and 

current US intelligence assessments that Iran remains a chemical weapons state. 

The assessment that Iran possessed secret stockpiles of chemical weapons, and is seeking 

to enhance its quantity and quality through the acquisition of technical knowledge, 

precursor chemicals, and process equipment from abroad have been regularly reinforced 

by new revelations of Iranian imports of dual-use chemicals and process equipment. 

Officially, the Islamic Republic of Iran denies that it has any biological, chemical or 

nuclear weapons in its arsenal, or that it has plans to acquire such weapons. Iran does not 

regard its ballistic missile programs as being prohibited by any international agreement 

that it has signed and therefore does not deny having such programs, which it claims are 

for defensive purposes. However, Iranian officials have on several occasions hinted at the 

need for their country to possess WMD, and given the experience of Iranôs stalling tactics 

employed against the IAEA, a logical conclusion that could be drawn is that the reality of 

Iran's arsenal of CBW programs likely contradicts Tehran's official stance on such 

weapons programs. 

Iran has shown itself to be deceptive in its military, as well as unconventional R&D 

programs, including its suspect chemical programs. This lack of transparency leads to 

further international suspicion and scrutiny regarded these suspected chemical weapons 

programs; as well as Iranôs intentions in possibly researching, developing, and 

stockpiling dual-use technology in possible production of chemical munitions.  

Official Estimates of Iranian Capability  

Iranôs involvement with chemical weapons began with the Iran-Iraq War of 1980 to 1988. 

Beginning in 1983 Iran suffered the effects of escalating Iraqi CW attacks, initially using 

blister agents (mustard gas) but later including nerve agents such as Tabun (GA) and 

Sarin (GB). According to the U.S. Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), Iran initiated a 

chemical weapon development program in 1983 ñin response to Iraqi use of riot control 

and toxic chemical agentsò during the war. 

The weak international response, particularly by the United Nations, to Iraqi use of 

chemical weapons against Iranian forces left Iran increasingly bitter about what it 

perceived to be a double standard in the enforcement of international agreements. Many 

Iranian officials concluded that their country had to develop the ability to retaliate in kind 

in order to deter chemical weapons use against it.  
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There are some reports suggesting that during its war with Iraq, Iran employed CW 

agents on a small scale between 1984 and 1988; however, an intensive review of the open 

literature (including UN reports from that era) have failed to verify such claims.
1
 

Though there is no concrete evidence that Iran is currently developing CW, there have 

been several instances where CW technology and knowhow were purchased from foreign 

sources in the past. Open sources on Iranôs efforts are limited and conflicting. 

Governments have provided a few useful summary assessments of Iranian chemical 

weapons program, but few details and none look beyond the potential use of chemical 

weapons for tactical purposes.  

For example, the US intelligence community claimed during the Iraq-Iraq War that Iran 

had used chemical weapons against Iraqi forces, but Iran has disputed this, and some 

analysts feel that if such use did occur, it was because Iranian troops captured some Iraqi 

chemical munitions and used them against Iraqi forces. Many Iranian officials have 

repeatedly highlighted their disgust with CW use against military forces or civilians and 

it is likely that even in the 1980s, proposals for the production and use of chemical 

weapons did not enjoy universal support in the Iranian leadership. While several Iranian 

leaders felt that developing a CW program would offset the Iraqi threat and prove to be a 

strong deterrent, others within the clerical Islamic regime publicly condemned any use of 

chemicals on moral grounds, calling them un-Islamic. Disagreement over a course of 

policy action led to several contradictory published reports whether or not Iran decided to 

pursue a CW program. 

US statements that Iran also used chemical weapons at Halabjuh have never been 

substantiated. A UN Security Council report issued on May 14, 1987, did indicate that 

Iraqi military personnel had been injured by CW agents, but never claimed that Iran had 

used such weapons and some experts feel that any such injuries came from Iraqi uses of 

the weapons that went into areas with Iraqi troops.
2
 Iran, in turn, has claimed that it had 

100,000 casualties from chemical weapons during the war, 30,000 of which were serious, 

and of whom perhaps 5,000 died with many others suffering debilitating long-term health 

effects; but Tehran has never provided details for claims made in round numbers that may 

well be exaggerated.
3
 

Throughout the 1980s, the United States accused Germany of selling dual-use materials 

and technology to Iran. In 1989 U.S. authorities found Alcolac International Inc., a 

pharmaceutical firm based out of Baltimore, Maryland, guilty of illegally shipping almost 

120 tons of thiodyglycol (a mustard gas precursor) to Iran. The same year, the U.S. 

Department of Commerce put export controls on 23 specific chemicals that could aid CW 

proliferation. Also in 1989, the State Trading Corporation of India admitted that it had 

sold Iran over 60 tons of thionyl chloride (a nerve agent precursor) and that its supplier 

was planning to ship an additional 257 tons of the chemical to Iran.  

                                                 
1 U.S. Department of Defense, Proliferation: Threat and Response, 25 November 1997, 

http://www.defenselink.mil/pubs/prolif97/meafrica.html#middle. 
2 Global Security, ñWeapons of Mass Destruction, Chemical Weapons, Iran,ò 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/wmd/world/iran/cw.htm 
3 Gregory F. Giles, Iranian Approaches to Chemical Warfare, 15 December 1997, p. 5; Anthony Cordesman, "Creating 

Weapons of Mass Destruction, Armed Forces Journal International 126 (February 1989), p. 54. According to the 

Mostazafan and Janbazan (Veterans) Foundation of Iran, over 100,000 were exposed to chemical agents. See also 

Voice of the Islamic Republic of Iran, 2 July 2000. 
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According to a report released by the Russian Federal Intelligence Service, in early 1993 

Iran established the "industrial production...of sarin." Also around this same time 

Rafsanjani reportedly created a chemical weapons-related entity, the Special Industries 

Organization (SIO). This 250-man agency is reported as being independent of the 

Council of Ministers.
 4
 

Soon after Iran signed the Chemical Weapons Convention on January 13, 1993 Iran was 

placed under the Iraq Sanctions Act of 1990 (PL 101-513) with Title XVI of the US 

Department of Defense Authorization Act. Under this act, the United States opposes, and 

seeks that other states oppose, transfers of goods or technology to Iran that would 

contribute to its acquisition of biological, chemical, or nuclear weapons, or destabilizing 

numbers of advanced conventional weapons.
5
 

In July 1996, the CIA and the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA) released new details 

about the chemical and biological weapons programs in Iran, in response to questions 

from the Senate Intelligence Committee. According to both agencies, Iran's chemical 

weapons program is continually expanding and improving. The current stockpile of 

agents held by Tehran includes 2,000 or more tons of sulfur mustard, phosgene and 

cyanide agents. They also concluded that Iran was enhancing its chemical weapons 

infrastructure and munitions capabilities in order to develop nerve agents.
6
 

In 1997, under a reported multi-million dollar deal, India agreed to construct a 

"sophisticated chemical plant at Qazvim, on the outskirts of Tehran."
7
 India also agreed 

to sell Iran phosphorous pentasulfide, a dual-use chemical used in the production of 

pesticides as well as the nerve agent VX. The deal eventually fell apart and a similar deal 

was eventually concluded with China in 1998. China reportedly agreed to sell Iran 500 

tons of phosphorus pentasulfide.
8
 

The Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) reported that Chinese entities were selling Iran 

chemical warfare-related chemicals between 1997 and 1998. The U.S. sanctions imposed 

in May 1997 on seven Chinese entities for knowingly and materially contributing to 

Iranôs CW program remain in effect. In addition, the CIA estimated in January 1999 that 

Iran obtained material related to chemical warfare from various sources during the first 

half of 1998.  

By 1998, the Iranian government had publicly acknowledged that it began a chemical 

weapons program during the war. According to the DIA, the program began under the 

Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC), with the role of the Ministry of Defense 

increasing over time.  

An unclassified U.S. intelligence assessment of Iranian CW capabilities issued in 2001 

provided the following broad summary:
9
 

                                                 
4 Gregory F. Giles, Iranian Approaches to Chemical Warfare, 15 December 1997, p. 13-14. 
5 "Iran-Iraq Arms Non-Proliferation Act of 1992," Arms Sales Monitor, 15 January 1993, p. 3. 
6 Laurie H. Boulden, ñCIA, DIA provide new details on CW, BW programs in Iran and Russia,ò Arms Control Today, 

August 1, 1996. 
7 Con Coughlin Chief, "Iran in Secret Chemical Weapons Deal With India," Sunday Telegraph, 24 June 1996. 
8 Con Coughlin, "China Helps Iran to Make Nerve Gas," London Daily Telegraph, 24 May 1998, p. 1. 
9 Proliferation: Threat and Response, the Office of Secretary of Defense, 2001, p.36. available at: 

http://www.defenselink.mil/pubs/ptr20010110.pdf. 
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Iran has acceded to the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) and in a May 1998 session of the 

CWC Conference of the States Parties, Tehran, for the first time, acknowledged the existence of a 

past chemical weapons program. Iran admitted developing a chemical warfare program during the 

latter stages of the Iran-Iraq war as a ñdeterrentò against Iraqôs use of chemical agents against Iran. 

Moreover, Tehran claimed that after the 1988 cease-fire, it ñterminatedò its program. However, 

Iran has yet to acknowledge that it, too, used chemical weapons during the Iran-Iraq War.  

Nevertheless, Iran has continued its efforts to seek production technology, expertise and precursor 

chemicals from entities in Russia and China that could be used to create a more advanced and self-

sufficient chemical warfare infrastructure. As Iranôs program moves closer to self-sufficiency, the 

potential will increase for Iran to export dual-use chemicals and related equipment and 

technologies to other countries of proliferation concern.  

In the past, Tehran has manufactured and stockpiled blister, blood and choking chemical agents, 

and weaponized some of these agents into artillery shells, mortars, rockets, and aerial bombs. It 

also is believed to be conducting research on nerve agents. Iran could employ these agents during 

a future conflict in the region. Lastly, Iranôs training, especially for its naval and ground forces, 

indicates that it is planning to operate in a contaminated environment. 

In mid-May 2003, the Bush administration released a statement to the Organization for 

Prohibition of Chemical Weapons in which the United States accused Iran of continuing 

to pursue production technology, training, and expertise from abroad. The statement 

asserted that Iran was continuing to stockpile blister, blood, choking, and some nerve 

agents.  

This was followed by an unclassified report that the CIA released in November 2003, 

which stated that ñIran is a party to the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC). 

Nevertheless, during the reporting period it continued to seek production technology, 

training, and expertise from Chinese entities that could further Tehranôs efforts to achieve 

an indigenous capability to produce nerve agents.  Iran likely has already stockpiled 

blister, blood, choking, and probably nerve agents--and the bombs and artillery shells to 

deliver them--which it previously had manufactured.ò
 10

 

In later unclassified DNI reports released in 2005, 2006, and 2007 the findings were 

similar to the November 2003 CIA report, but in the report released in 2007 it states that, 

ñRussian entities also remained a source of dual-use biotechnology equipment and related 

expertise. Such entities have been a source of dual-use biotechnology, chemicals, 

production technology, and equipment for Iran.ò
11

 

According to an unclassified report to congress, Iran continued to seek production 

technology, training and expertise from foreign entities in order to further its efforts to 

achieve an indigenous capability to produce nerve agents, during the time period of 

January 1, 2004 and December 31, 2004. This report also concluded that Iran continued 

to receive dual-use chemical production and technology from China.  

John R. Bolton, then Under Secretary for Arms Control and International Security at the 

U.S. Department of State, reported on Iranôs chemical program in testimony to the House 

                                                 
10 CIA, Unclassified Report: to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology  Relating to Weapons of Mass  Destruction 

 and Advanced Conventional Munitions, November 2003, available at: 

http://www.cia.gov/cia/reports/721_reports/pdfs/721report_july_dec2003.pdf  
11 DNI, Unclassified Report: to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology  Relating to Weapons of Mass  Destruction 

 and Advanced Conventional Munitions,  March 2008, available at: http://www.dni.gov/reports2.htm 
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International Relations Committee Subcommittee on the Middle East and Central Asia in 

2005. He again reported only in summary terms:
12

 

We believe Iran has a covert program to develop and stockpile chemical weapons. The U.S. 

Intelligence Community reported in its recent unclassified Report to Congress on the Acquisition 

of Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass Destruction and Advanced Conventional Munitions, 

also known as the ñ721 Report,ò that Iran continues to seek production technology, training, and 

expertise that could further its efforts to achieve an indigenous capability to produce nerve agents. 

A forthcoming edition of the 721 report is expected to state that, ñIran may have already 

stockpiled blister, blood, choking, and nerve agents--and the bombs and artillery shells to deliver 

them--which it previously had manufactured.ò  

Iran is a party to the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC). The CWCôs central obligation is 

simple: no stockpiling, no development, no production, and no use of chemical weapons. The 

overwhelming majority of States Parties abide by this obligation. Iran is not, and we have made 

this abundantly clear to the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW). 

Although Iran has declared a portion of its CW program to the OPCW, it is time for Iran to declare 

the remainder and make arrangements for its dismantlement and for the destruction of its chemical 

weapons.  

Some European assessments seem to have agreed with those of the U.S. Department of 

Defense (DOD) and the CIA, but there have been only limited public reports. The 

German Federal Customs Administration (ZKA) published a report in November 2004 

that stated, ñIran has an emerging chemical industry. Its CW program obtains support, 

according to accounts received, from China and India. It probably possesses chemical 

agents such as sulfur mustards, Tabun, and hydrogen cyanide, possibly also Sarin and 

VC. Iran is attempting to acquire chemical installations and parts thereof, as well as 

technology and chemical precursors.ò
13

 

In January 2006, another ZKA report with the Federal Office of Criminal Investigations 

was published on illegal arms transfers by German companies to Iran. The report claims 

that Iran is working to increase its stockpiles of chemical weapons.
14

  

Israeli reports continue to assert that Iran has chemical weapons capabilities, and that 

these capabilities pose a grave threat to Israeli national security. In an 14 January 2008 

interview before the Israeli Knesset the Israeli Military Intelligence research chief 

Brigadier General Yossi Kuperwasser said that "the possibility certainly exists" for Iran 

to supply chemical weapons to Hezbollah. This suggested that Israeli intelligence held 

open the possibility either that Iran had covertly retained undeclared stocks of chemical 

weapons, or that such agents could be quickly (and possibly covertly) manufactured.
15

 

                                                 
12 John R. Bolton, ñIranôs Continuing Pursuit of Weapons of Mass Destruction,ò Testimony Before the House 

International Relations Committee Subcommittee on the Middle East and Central Asia, June 24, 2004, available at: 

http://www.state.gov/t/us/rm/33909.htm 
13 Quoted in the IISS, Iranôs Strategic Weapons Programs: A Net Assessment, IISS Strategic Dossier, 2005, p. 67. 
14 ñGerman Investigators See Signs of "Secret Military Nuclear Programme" In Iran," BBC Monitoring International 

Reports, 31 January 2006,  <http://web.lexis-nexis.com>. 
15 GlobalSecurity.org, ñWeapons of Mass Destruction, Chemical Weapons, Iran,ò 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/wmd/world/iran/cw.htm. 
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Work by Global Security gives rise to important questions about the nature of some of 

the more recent US intelligence estimates, and whether the US intelligence estimates 

cited earlier are still valid:
16

 

ñAccording to the CIAôs first of two Unclassified Report to Congress on the acquisition of 

Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass Destruction and Advanced Conventional Munitions 

(Sect. 721 reports) in 1997 ñIran already has manufactured and stockpiled CW, including blister, 

blood and choking agents and the bombs and artillery shells for delivering them.ò The DoD in the 

Proliferation: Threat and Response of the same year confirmed the CIAôs findings and also 

concluded that Iran was researching various nerve agents as well. 

In the first half of 2000, according to both the Director and the Deputy Director of the Director of 

Central Intelligenceôs Nonproliferation Center, Iran was estimated to have an inventory of several 

thousand tons of various agents. These agents included sulfur mustard, phosgene, cyanide, and 

nerve agents, both weaponized and bulk. In the second of the Sect. 721 reports in 2000 said only 

that Iran ñprobablyò had nerve agents. 

From 2003 to the latest reports in 2007 the U.S. intelligence community seems to have been 

softening its view on the extent of Iranôs chemical weaponôs production and stockpiles. The first 

Sect 721 report of 2003 claimed Iran ñlikely has already stockpiled blister, blood choking, and 

probably nerve agents ñ. The Sec. 721 report, publicly released in May 2006, but covering 

activities in 2004, made no reference to stockpiles and delivery systems. What remained was a 

statement that Iran ñcontinued to seek production technology, training, and expertise from foreign 

entities that could further Tehranôs efforts to achieve an indigenous capability to produce nerve 

agents.ò The 2007 report stated that ñIran has a large and growing commercial chemical industry 

that could be used to support a chemical agent mobilization capability. 

The February 2008 testimony to the SSCI by DNI Mike McConnell stated that: "Tehran maintains 

dual-use facilities intended to produce CW agent in times of need and conducts research that may 

have offensive applications. We assess Iran maintains a capability to weaponize CW agents in a 

variety of delivery systems." 

The reasoning behind the change in the intelligence communityôs stance is not known, but two 

theories have been suggested. It is possible that since 2003 there has been evidence which required 

that a change in the projected size and scope of Iranôs CW program. It is also possible that the 

consequences of the problematic intelligence from the CIA concerning Iraq prompted a second 

look at the chemical weapon intelligence that has been collected. 

At the same time, US intelligence officials do continue to stress that Iran has a chemical 

weapons program, and it should be noted that Iran may have chosen not to produce and 

stockpile chemical weapons ï as distinguished from maintaining a production base and 

development effort ï because of the political risk involved and the instability of many 

chemical weapons designs once actually placed in a weapon and put into storage. A 

chronology the Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI) has prepared of US statements regarding 

Iranôs chemical weapons during 2008 indicates that the US feels Iran does maintain a 

stockpile of chemical weapons and that Iran continues to import material that can be used 

for chemical weapons:
17

 

                                                 
16 The quotation is taken from Global Security, ñWeapons of Mass Destruction, Chemical Weapons, Iran,ò 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/wmd/world/iran/cw.htm. For a more detailed analysis of the uncertainties involved in 

recent US intelligence reporting ,see Marcus Binder, ñIranôs First-Generation Chemical Weapons Evaporate, as 

Certainty Declines in U.S. Intelligence Reports,ò WMD Insights, February 2008 Issue, 

http://www.wmdinsights.com/I22/I22_ME2_Iran1stGenCW.htm. 

 
17 NTI, ñIran Profile,ò ñChemical Chronology: 2004-

2008,òhttp://www.nti.org/e_research/profiles/Iran/Chemical/2340_4966.html 
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¶ 5 February 2008: In testimony before the US Senate Select Committee on Intelligence the Director 

of National Intelligence addresses the question of Iran's pursuit of WMD capabilities. On the issue 

of chemical weapons Mr. McConnell says: "We know that Tehran had a chemical warfare 

program prior to 1997, when it declared elements of its program. We assess that Tehran maintains 

dual-use facilities intended to produce CW agent in times of need and conducts research that may 

have offensive applications. We assess Iran maintains a capability to weaponize CW agents in a 

variety of delivery systems."
18

 

¶ 27 February 2008: Testifying before the US Senate Committee on Armed Services the Director of 

the Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA), Lt. General Michael D. Maples states: "We assess that 

Tehran maintains dual-use facilities intended to produce chemical warfare agents in times of need 

and conducts research that may have offensive applications.
19

 

¶ 3 March 2008: The US Office of the Director of National Intelligence (ODNI) releases its 

Unclassified Report to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass 

Destruction and Advanced Conventional Munitions for the period 1 January to 31 December 

2005. In the section addressing Iranian chemical programs the report states: "Iran is a party to the 

Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC). Nevertheless, during the reporting period it continued to 

seek production technology, training, and expertise from foreign entities that could advance its 

assessed chemical warfare program." (This language differs slightly from that of the 2004 report. 

It does not refer to "efforts to achieve an indigenous capability to produce nerve agents.").
20

 

¶ 3 March 2008: éUS Office of the Director of National Intelligence (ODNI) releases its 

Unclassified Report to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass 

Destruction and Advanced Conventional Munitions for the period 1 January to 31 December 

2006. In the section addressing Iranian chemical programs the report states: "We judge that Iran 

maintains a Chemical Warfare (CW) research and development program which began in response 

to Iraqi use of CW during the Iran-Iraq War during the 1980s. ... [Iran] continues to seek 

production technology, training, and expertise from foreign entities that could advance a CW 

program. We judge that Iran maintains a small, covert CW stockpile."
21

 

¶ 8 July 2008: U.S. designates a number of Iranian entities and individuals as being of proliferation 

concern under the terms of Executive Order 13382. éAlthough Parchin Chemical Industries is 

designated for its import of solid rocket motor fuel precursors the company has been previously 

accused of involvement in the production or development of chemical warfare agents.
22

 

The most recent CRS Report to Congress, dated 24 September 2008, continues to 

assert that Iran has continued to seek a self sufficient CW infrastructure and cast 

doubts on Iranôs compliance to the CWC. 

Official U.S. reports and testimony continue to state that Iran is seeking a self sufficient chemical 

weapons (CW) infrastructure, and that it ñmay have alreadyò stockpiled blister, blood, choking, 

and nerve agents ð and the bombs and shells to deliver them. This raises questions about Iranôs 

compliance with its obligations under the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC), which Iran 

signed on January 13, 1993, and ratified on June 8, 1997. These officials and reports also say that 

                                                 
18 J. Michael McConnell, Annual Threat Assessment of the Director of National Intelligence, Statement for the Record 

before the US Senate Select Committee on Intelligence, 5 February 2008, <http://www.dni.gov/testimonies/ 
19 Lieutenant General Michael Maples, Current and Projected National Security Threats to the United States, Statement 

for the Record before the US Senate Committee on Armed Services, 27 February 2008, 

<http://www.dia.mil/publicaffairs/Testimonies/statement_30.pdf>. 
20 Unclassified Report to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass Destruction and 

Advanced Conventional Munitions for the period 1 January to 31 December 2005, (Washington, DC: Office of the 

Director of National Intelligence, 2008), p. 3, <http://www.dni.gov/reports/CDA%2011-14-2006.pdf> 
21 Unclassified Report to Congress on the Acquisition of Technology Relating to Weapons of Mass Destruction and 

Advanced Conventional Munitions for the period 1 January to 31 December 2006, (Washington, DC: Office of the 

Director of National Intelligence, 2008), p. 3, <http://www.dni.gov/reports/ 
22 Designation of Iranian Entities and Individuals for Proliferation Activities, 8 July 2008, <www.state.gov>. 
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Iran ñprobably maintain[s] an offensive [biological weapons] BW program ... and probably has the 

capability to produce at least small quantities of BW agents.ò
 23

 

Arms Control Estimates of Iranian Capability 

Iranôs stated position is clear; its actions are not. Iran signed the Chemical Weapons 

Convention (CWC) on January 13, 1993, and deposited the instruments of ratification 

with the UN on November 3, 1997. The treaty required Iran to formally declare the 

nature of chemical weapon stockpiles and relevant facilities within 60 days from the 

dates of ratification. It also required Iran to accept inspections by the Organization for the 

Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW)ðthe treaty's implementing bodyðat any site 

which any other state that is a party suspected of housing chemical weapon activities. 

Iranôs actions seemed to reflect the impact of having been the target of Iraqi chemical 

weapons, and its statement on the treaty implied it would fully comply:
24

 

"The Islamic Republic of Iran, on the basis of the Islamic principles and beliefs, considers 

chemical weapons inhuman, and has consistently been on the vanguard of the international efforts 

to abolish these weapons and prevent their use. 

"1. The Islamic Consultative Assembly (the Parliament) of the Islamic Republic of Iran approved 

the bill presented by the Government to join the [said Convention] on 27 July 1997, and the 

Guardian Council found the legislation compatible with the Constitution and the Islamic Tenets on 

30 July 1997, in accordance with its required Constitutional process. The Islamic Consultative 

Assembly decided that: 

"The Government is hereby authorized, at an appropriate time, to accede to the [said Convention] - 

as annexed to this legislation and to deposit its relevant instrument. 

 "The Ministry of Foreign Affairs must pursue in all negotiations and within the framework of the 

Organization of the Convention, the full and indiscriminate implementation of the Convention, 

particularly in the areas of inspection and transfer of technology and chemicals for peaceful 

purposes. In case the aforementioned requirements are not materialized, upon the recommendation 

of the Cabinet and approval of the Supreme National Security Council, steps aimed at 

withdrawing from the Convention will be put in motion. 

"2. The Islamic Republic of Iran attaches vital significance to the full, unconditional and 

indiscriminate implementation of all provisions of the Convention. It reserves the right to 

withdraw from the Convention under the following circumstances: 

-- Non-compliance with the principle of equal treatment of all States parties in implementation of 

all relevant provisions of the Convention; 

-- Disclosure of its confidential information contrary to the provisions of the Convention; 

-- Imposition of restrictions incompatible with the obligations under the Convention. 

"3. As stipulated in article XI, exclusive and non-transparent regimes impeding free international 

trade in chemicals and chemical technology for peaceful purposes should be disbanded. The 

Islamic Republic of Iran rejects any chemical export control mechanism not envisaged in the 

Convention. 

                                                 
23 CRS Report to Congress (RL32048), Iran: U.S. Concerns and Policy Response, Updated September 24, 2008, 

available at: http://www.fas.org/sgp/crs/mideast/RL32048.pdf. 
24 Iran, ñ(ii) Instruments of ratification, acceptance (A), approval (AA), accession (a) and succession (s) deposited with 

the Secretary-General of the United Nations,ò 

http://disarmament.un.org/treatystatus.nsf/268c30bb29ee7d388525688f0060a3d0/3d08db771903b6818525688f006d24

01?OpenDocument. 
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"4. The Organization for Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) is the sole international 

authority to determine the compliance of States Parties regarding chemical weapons. Accusations 

by States Parties against other States Parties in the absence of a determination of non-compliance 

by OPCW will seriously undermine the Convention and its repetition may make the Convention 

meaningless. 

"5. One of the objectives of the Convention as stipulated in its preamble is to 'promote free trade 

in chemicals as well as international cooperation and exchange of scientific and technical 

information in the field of chemical activities for purposes not prohibited under the Convention in 

order to enhance the economic and technological development of all States Parties.' This 

fundamental objective of the Convention should be respected and embraced by all States Parties to 

the Convention. Any form of undermining, either in words or in action, of this overriding 

objective is considered by the Islamic Republic of Iran a grave breach of the provisions of the 

Convention. 

"6. In line with the provisions of the Convention regarding non-discriminatory treatment of States 

Parties: 

-- Inspection equipment should be commercially available to all States Parties without condition or 

limitation. 

-- The OPCW should maintain its international character by ensuring fair and balanced 

geographical distribution of the personnel of its Technical Secretariat, provision of assistance to 

and cooperation with States Parties, and equitable membership of States Parties in subsidiary 

organs of the Organization. 

"7. The implementation of the Convention should contribute to international peace and security 

and should not in any way diminish or harm national security or territorial integrity of the States 

Parties." 

The Iranian Majlis noted in approving ratification, however, that, ñAccusations by States 

Parties against other States Parties in the absence of a determination of non-compliance 

by OPCW will seriously undermine the Convention and its repetition may make the 

Convention meaningless.ò 

In practice, Iran treated the CWC in much the same way that it has treated the nuclear 

non-proliferation treaty. Iran did not meet its schedule for issuing a declaration and its 

Iran's initial declaration was considered incomplete by the OPCW Verification Division, 

Tehran did file an amended declaration, but it was only in 1999, that Iran told the 

Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) that it was a country that 

could be listed as having had chemical weapons in the past. Iran also claimed that it had 

destroyed all of its chemical weapons before it became a party to the CWC, and that there 

was nothing for the OPCW to verify.
25

 

Iranôs Ambassador to the 3rd Conference of States Parties (CSP) to the CWC in The 

Hague -- which was held in November 1998 -- stated that Iran had worked on chemical 

weapons during the Iran-Iraq war, but that, "Following the establishment of the cease fire 

(in July 1998), the decision to develop chemical weapons capabilities was reversed and 

the process was terminated.." H.E. Dr. G. Ali Khoshro, Iranôs Deputy Foreign Minister of 

Legal and International Affairs made a similar statement to the CWC Review 

Conference, held April and May 2003. He said that,  ñI have to recall the fact that due to 

the lack of reaction by the international community against Iraqi chemical weapons attack 

                                                 
25 See the analysis in Global Security, ñWeapons of Mass Destruction, Chemical Weapons, Iran,ò 

http://www.globalsecurity.org/wmd/world/iran/cw.htm. 
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during the 8 year imposed war, in the last phase we got the chemical capabilities, but we 

did not use it, and following the cease fire we did decided to dismantle. We did destroy 

the facilities under the supervision of the OPCW inspectors and we got the certificate of 

the destruction of CWPF.ò 
26

 

Iran did declare the existence of two ñformerò chemical weapons facilities to the OPCW, 

and staged a model inspection of the Shahid Razakani multipurpose chemical plant in 

Tehran when it hosted a Regional Seminar on National Implementation of the Chemical 

Weapons Convention, in Tehran during 22 - 25 April 1996. It never, however, has had 

any challenge inspection of any facility. At the same time, the US and other intelligence 

agencies which report that Iran has chemical weapons have never made allegations that 

the OPCW could pursue through challenge inspections. 
27

 

At a press conference during the Tenth Chemical Demilitarization Conference (CWD 

2007) in Brussels, Belgium the OPCW Director-General Ambassador Rogelio Pfirter 

stated that: "Iran is a full member of CWC. We have carried out several inspections in 

Iran and so far it has proven to comply with the CWC."
28

 

In October 2007, the OPCW reported that Iran was one of 18 countries that met the 

deadline for submission of annual declarations regarding projected activities and 

anticipated production in 2008 at schedule 1 facilities. The report does not specify the 

nature of the Iranian facility which may be a Single Small Scale Facility, a facility for 

protective purposes or a facility for medical, pharmaceutical, or research purposes.
29

 

But various intelligence agencies and open source reporting worldwide have continued to 

allege that Iran has continued to seek production technology, training, and expertise from 

various national governments and firms that could further Tehranôs efforts to achieve an 

indigenous capability to produce nerve agents, and that Iran likely has a stockpile of 

chemical munitions, which it previously had manufactured. There are also reports that, as 

well as importing CW technology from China and Russia
30

, Iran has made deals to export 

chemical munitions and technology to Syria.
31

 The latter claim may be substantiated by 

an article in Jane's Defense Weekly alleging that an unspecified number of Iranian missile 

weaponization engineers are killed in an accidental explosion during an attempt "to 

weaponize a 500 km [range] 'SCUD C' with a mustard gas warhead" at a Syrian military 

facility in the vicinity of Aleppo.
32

    

On April 8, 2008, in its national statement to the 2nd CWC Review conference in The 

Hague, Iran highlights concerns over CW possessor statesô slow progress, and possible 
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need for extensions beyond the final allowable treaty deadline, in fulfilling their 

obligations to totally destroy their CW stockpiles. The statement observes that: ñFailure 

to meet this deadline (April 2012) is a clear and serious case of non-compliance. It would 

also raise the concern that domestic policies have resulted in preferences for retaining 

certain stockpiles as óSecurity Reserves.ôò In addition the statement calls on member 

states to take ñconcrete measures to bring to justice those who assisted Saddam in 

development and use of chemical weapons.ò Finally the Iranians expressed their 

dissatisfaction with Western efforts to refocus the OPCWôs industry verification activities 

away from Schedule 1, 2, and 3 facilities and onto Other Chemical Production Facilities 

(OCPF) noting that: ñattempts at redefining the hierarchical risks envisaged in the 

Convention for three schedules of chemicals would endanger the focus of the verification 

regime of the Convention.ò
33

 

In 1988, Ayatollah Ali Akbar Rafsanjani was quoted as saying that, ñchemical and 

biological weapons are a poor manôs atomic bombs and can easily be produced. We 

should at least consider them at least for our defense; although the use of such weapons is 

inhumane, the [Iran-Iraq] war taught us that international laws are only scraps of 

paper.ò
34

 This statement seems to reflect past, as well as current, Iranian policy in regards 

to its WMD programs, and how Tehran regards the international community and their 

conventions. 

Iranôs signing of conventions such as the CWC, BWC, and NPT can be viewed as yet 

another part of Iranôs attempts to deceive the international communities in regards to its 

WMD intentions and capabilities. As a senior US administrative official stated, in regards 

to Iranôs BW program; ñIf Iran has an offensive biological weapons program, Iran would 

not be signing a document that prevents it from cheating.ò
35

 This comment is indicative 

of Tehranôs diplomacy with regard to its WMD conventions.  

Tehran seems to have adopted and implemented Rafsanjaniôs policy of deception and 

denial in regards to its WMD programs. Publicly, Iranian officials appear to follow and 

support most international conventions in which they are a signatory to, but in reality 

may be using these conventions as a smoke screen for its WMD programs and as a means 

to further its programs by keeping lines of trade open for precursor materials.  

Ayatollah Rafsanjaniôs follower, President Mohammad Khatami, did his part in 

Rafsanjaniôs WMD strategy of ambiguity. Khatami maintained a stance of ñplausible 

deniabilityò in regards to Iranôs chemical and biological weapons.
36

 During his 

Presidency Khatami continually indicated that he favored Iranôs strategic weapons 

programs and that he believed Iranôs security depended upon the success of these 

programs, while being careful not to admit knowledge of Iranôs WMD programs.
37

 

                                                 
33 Statement by H.E. Bozorgmehr Ziaran Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran to 
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Furthermore, many of Iranian officialôs statements have contradicted their previous 

statements or other officialôs statements, regarding Iranôs CW program. One such 

example of this is comments made by Iranian nuclear negotiator Saeed Jalil to the UN, 

which contradict statements made by Ambassador Mohammad R. Alborzi, director 

general of the Iranian Foreign Ministry, to the OPCW regarding Iranôs chemical weapons 

history. 

On January 23, 2008, speaking in Brussels Iranian nuclear negotiator Saeed Jalil states that: "I 

assure you that the (chemical) weapons have no place in our defense doctrine." The context is 

made in the context of a discussion about Iranian actions during the Iran-Iraq war of 1980-1988 

and is intended to support the proposition that Iran made no use of chemical weapons during that 

conflict. [This assertion may contradict a statement made at the OPCW in 1998 that Iran possessed 

CW in the latter stages of the war.]
38

 

But previously, on November 18, 1998, Ambassador Mohammad R. Alborzi, director general of 

the Iranian Foreign Ministry, delivered Iran's CW declaration during a session of the Conference 

of the States Parties (CSP) to the CWC in The Hague, Netherlands. In his statement, he admited 

for the first time that Iran had once possessed CW, in the waning years of the Iran-Iraq War. But 

he claims that, "...following the establishment of cease fire, the decision to develop chemical 

weapons capabilities was reversed and the process was terminated."
39

 

This leaves Iranôs position, in regards to its chemical, biological and nuclear programs; 

and their corresponding conventions, ambiguous. Iran may have complied, but it may 

also have acceded to the CWC for propaganda purposes, to ensure that the CWC would 

not be used to affect its access to petrochemical technology and exports, and to put 

pressure on other states that did not sign the CWC, rather than as part of any serious 

intention to comply. 

NGO Estimates of Iranian Capability 

Nongovernmental organization (NGO) reporting emphasizes potential capability over 

current production, stockpiling, and deployment. The International Institute for Strategic 

Studies pointed out in its 2005 study of Iranôs weapons that ñdespite a similar record with 

respect to nuclear weapons and the NPT, Iran conducted undeclared nuclear activities in 

violation of the treaty for over 20 years. Whether Iran has carried out similar activities in 

violation of its CWC and BWC obligations cannot be determined definitively from the 

available public information.ò
 40

 

The same basic judgments occur in the reporting of the Federation of American 

Scientists, Global Security, and the Nuclear Threat Initiative. These NGOs do, however, 

provide a level of detail that raises additional questions about Iranôs past and present 
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capabilities. For example, a study by the Monterey Institute indicated there are a number 

of sites in Iran that might be related to Iranôs chemical warfare effort:
41

 

Å Abu Musa Island: Iran holds a large number of chemical weapons, principally 155-millimeter 

artillery shells, in addition to some weaponized biological agents. According to a study by the 

National Defense University from April 1997, "The United States believes that Iran has some 

weaponized biological weapons and a large chemical weapons stockpile, some of which are 

deployed on Abu Musa Island in the Gulf near the Strait of Hormuz." 

Å Bandar Khomeini:  This is allegedly the location of a chemical weapons facility, run by the Razi 

Chemical Corporation, established during the Iran-Iraq War to manufacture chemical weapons.  

Å Damghan: According to several sources, Iran's primary suspected chemical weapons production 

facility is located in the city of Damghan. This is the location of either a chemical weapons plant 

or warhead assembly facility,  primarily involved in 155-millimeter artillery shells and SCUD 

warheads. According to the Federation of American Scientists, there are uncorroborated reports 

that Iran had a chemical weapons plant in operation at this location as early as March 1988. 

Å Isfahan: This is a suspected location of a chemical weapons facility, possibly operated by the 

Poly-Acryl Iran Corporation (PIC), Linear Alkyl Benzene Complex (LAB), and/or Chemical 

Industries Group (CIG). Unconfirmed reports from the National Council of Resistance of Iran 

claim that nerve gas produced in a facility near Semnan was transported to a missile plant in 

Isfahan for weaponization on ballistic missiles, including the Scud-B. Located in Isfahan, the 

Chemical Industries Group is the backbone of the Iranian weapons industry. According to US 

intelligence sources, CIG is making solid-fuel propellant powders for Iran's ballistic missile and 

artillery rocket programs. Within the CIG, a state-of-the art chemical plant was built by the 

Swedish group Bofors in Isfahan starting in the late 1970s as a dual-use fertilizer and explosives 

factory; however, the plant did not open until 1987 due to Iraqi artillery and missile barrages. 

Å Karaj:  Located about 14 kilometers from Tehran, this is the site of an alleged storage and 

manufacturing facility for chemical weapons. The National Council of Resistance of Iran reports 

that a considerable number of long range missiles, including Scud-Bs, are held in Balal Habashi 

garrison of the Guards Corps on Karaj Road. Reports suggest that this facility was built with 

Chinese assistance and may also be used as part of Iranôs nuclear-related research programs. 

Å Marvdasht:  The Chemical Fertilizers Company is suspected to have been a manufacturing facility 

for mustard agents during the Iran-Iraq War.  

Å Parchin: This is the location of at least one munitions factory and is suspected of being a major 

chemical weapons production facility.  Reports of uncertain reliability indicate that the plant was 

in operation no later than March 1988.  In April 1997, a German newspaper reported that, 

according to the German Federal Intelligence Service, the factories at Parchin were producing 

primary products for chemical warfare agents. In 2002, the National Council of Resistance of Iran 

asserted that the Hungarian company Lampert has refurbished Parchin Chemical Industries, 

described as an aging CW plant. Headed by S.J. Seyyedi, this plant legitimately produces 

chemical intermediates as well as explosives, including sulfuric acid, ethyl alcohol, dynamite, gun 

powder, nitrocellulose, acetic acid, acetic anhydride, diethyl ether, ethyl acetate, nitric acid, and 

anti-freeze. The plant has reportedly resumed production of chemical weapons agents. 

Å Qazvin: A large pesticide plant at this location that was built in 1987 by a German consortium 

including; the German companies Lurgi Metallurgie GmbH, Bayer AG, and BASF (formerly of 

VEB Bitterfeld), Ciba-Geigy of Switzerland, and an unidentified Yugoslav company; is widely 

believed to produce nerve gas. Signed by Iran's state-controlled Nargan Consulting Engineers, the 

contract stipulated that Iran would use the Qazvin facility to make Amiton, a powerful 

organophosphorus pesticide classified as a nerve agent by Western governments in the 1950s and 
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withdrawn from the market because of its lethality. To handle the deal, Bayer set up a subsidiary 

in Iran called Bayer-Iran Chemie and began importing equipment from the United States in 1987. 

Å Mashar: Iranian opposition groups have made allegations, of uncertain reliability, that a warhead 

filling facility is operated at this location.  

Global Security cites the existence of possible facilities at Damqhan, Esfahan, Karaj, 

Parchin, and Qazvin; they also raise serious questions about Iranôs potential use of 

chemical weapons to paramilitary proxies like the terrorist organization, Hezbollah:
42

 

As Iran became more self-sufficient at producing chemical agents, there was a potential that it 

could become a supplier to others trying to develop CW capabilities. Iran supplied Libya with 

chemical agents in 1987. In an January 14, 2008, interview before the Israeli Knesset the Israeli 

Military Intelligence research chief Brigadier General Yossi Kuperwasser said that ñthe possibility 

certainly existsò for Iran to supply chemical weapons to Hezbollah. This suggests that Israeli 

intelligence holds open the possibility either that Iran has covertly retained undeclared stocks of 

chemical weapons, or that such agents could be quickly [and possibly covertly] manufactured.  

The Nuclear Threat Initiative (NTI) gives rise to similar uncertainties about what is and is 

not known about the status of Iranôs chemical weapons:
43

 

Despite its acquisition of precursors from abroad, Iran is allegedly working to develop an 

indigenous CW production capability. The CIA believes that ñTeheran is rapidly approaching self-

sufficiency and could become a supplier of CW-related materials to other nations.ò As of 1996, 

the Department of Defense claimed that Iran had stockpiled almost 2000 tons of toxic chemical 

agents and was continuously working on expanding its CW program. Iran has several advanced 

research institutions employing various chemicals for a variety of reasons, including pesticide 

production, pharmaceutical research, and other medical studies. Iran has also conducted several 

military exercises to date that have included defensive chemical and biological weapons 

maneuvers.  

Iran continues to deny any allegations that it is actively pursuing an offensive CW program. In 

1996, it held the first regional seminar on the national implementation of the CWC in Tehran so 

that government authorities could familiarize themselves with their duties and obligations under 

the treaty. It also held a mock ñtrial inspectionò at the Shahid Razkani chemical factory to allow 

inspectors to see how such a procedure was conducted. Iran submitted a declaration on its 

chemical facilities and its past CW stockpile, it has destroyed chemical weapons production 

equipment in the presence of OPCW inspectors, and it has undergone a number of OPCW 

inspections of its chemical industrial facilities. Iran continues to play an active role at the 

Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW), is recognized as a member in 

good standing, and currently serves on its executive council. Although U.S. and Israeli intelligence 

agencies continue to insist Iran maintains a stockpile of chemical weapons, no challenge 

inspections of Iranian facilities have been requested, and none of the allegations made regarding 

the stockpiling of CW can be verified in the unclassified domain. However, Iran continues to 

retain a strong incentive for developing a defensive CW program. 

Stockpiles, Production, Breakout Capability, or Nothing? 

Iran has a sophisticated base for the development of a chemical weapons program dating 

back to the Iran-Iraq War; a conflict which gave Iran strong incentives for developing a 

robust chemical defense capability. There are several unclassified allegations and reports 
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that suggest Iran has developed an offensive CW program as well. Most of these claims 

cannot be verified in open sources. 

Iranôs current status as a chemical weapons power is simply impossible to determine. It 

may have actually destroyed its capabilities, maintained a stockpile of weapons, covertly 

produced new weapons, or developed a breakout capability where it could manufacture 

weapons in a crisis. It may have made major advances in the chemical agents it can 

produce, and in their weaponization, or it may have done nothing. 

But in 2005, Jane's Defense Weekly quoted an unidentified "diplomatic source" alleging 

that Iran and Syria had concluded an agreement whereby Iran will construct a number of 

facilities intended to give Syria an independent capability for the production of CW agent 

precursors, eliminating its current dependence on imports. The report notes that a contract 

had not yet been officially signed, but Iran will reportedly "supply Syria with reactors, 

pipes, condensers, heat exchangers, storage and feed tanks, as well as NDCAM 

equipment (to detect CW agents in the air)."
44

  

Another article from Janeôs Defense Weekly seems to further substantiate this agreement 

between Syrian and Iranian officials, where the signing of a "confidential strategic 

accord...which includes a sensitive chapter dealing with co-operation and mutual aid 

during times of international sanctions, or scenarios of military confrontation with the 

West," appears to have taken place. Amongst other provisions the accord allegedly 

requires the Iranian government to provide "co ïoperation and continuous transfer of 

technology and equipment in the areas of weapons of mass destruction [particularly the 

upgrade of Syrian missile and chemical warfare capabilities]." In return Syria will 

reportedly "allow Iran to safely store weapons, sensitive equipment or even hazardous 

materials on Syrian soil should Iran need such help in a time of crisis."
45

 

Reports like these point towards an advanced R&D program for the production of CW 

agents. Although this does not give a clear picture of Iranôs capabilities, it does indicate 

that Iran has significant production capabilities if the reports are true. This also creates 

concern as to Iranôs intentions and policy towards WMD proliferation. But these inquiries 

remain difficult  to assess without further reporting. 

It is equally difficult to determine how Iran would plan to use such weapons, or the 

somewhat similar threat of radiological weapons. Lethality is an issue. Most lists of 

weapons of mass destruction include chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear 

weapons. In practice, however, currently deployed chemical weapons, and virtually all 

radiological weapons, have far less real world lethality than nuclear weapons.   

Radiological weapons can contaminate a facility or limited area, and be used for area 

denial, but it is far from clear that most radiological weapons are more effective than high 

explosive weapons in this role and they are very difficult to weaponize in a form that 

produces significant casualties unless they can somehow be introduced covertly into the 

target area. Even then, their prompt kill effect may be very limited. There is no evidence 

that Iran has ever developed or deployed radiological weapons, although any such effort 
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would be difficult to detect and it is always possible that Iran has done so for use in terror 

operations or irregular war. 

Chemical weapons are a better known threat, with a history of use dating back to World 

War I. While Iranian casualty claims may be exaggerated, it is clear that Iraq did use 

chemical weapons effectively during the Iran-Iraq War, and produced significant numbed 

of Iranian killed and wounded. The main impact of Iraqi chemical weapons, however, 

was to disrupt Iranian operations and provide area denial. They were only effective when 

employed in large numbers, and persistent form ï such as the Iraqi use of mustard gas 

during the Iraqi counteroffensive in Faw in 1988. 

There is no way to know what would have happened if Iraq or Iran had been able to 

weaponize and employ persistent nerve agents in large numbers during the Iran-Iraq War, 

and so-called ñthird generationò weapons ï which cannot be described in unclassified 

literature ï may well present a far more lethal threat than any of the nerve agents that 

have been deployed to date.  

The fact remains, however, that chemical weapons have rarely produced anything like the 

theoretical estimates of their effects.  They have had to be delivered in very large 

amounts to have a significant tactical impact, usually by large numbers of rockets and 

artillery shells.  

Chemical weapons are difficult to weaponize for delivery by aircraft or UCAVs unless 

they are deployed slowly along a carefully calculated path ï a method called ñline 

sourceò distribution -- that ensures the agent covers a wide area and moves along a path 

where the wind ensures suitable coverage of the target area.  Delivering chemical 

weapons effectively by bomb or missile alternative requires the use of advanced cluster 

munitions that can scatter canisters of munitions over large areas, which then release their 

agent at precisely the right altitude. This is a difficult challenge for bomb design, and an 

extremely difficult challenge in a missile warhead. 

At the same time, the psychological, terror, and political impacts of chemical (and 

radiological) weapons is likely to be much greater than their lethality or actual area denial 

effects. This might make Iranian possession of chemical weapons a significant factor if 

Iran was seeking to create a deterrent to preventive or preemptive strikes on its nuclear 

facilities, or a more convincing threat of escalation from conventional to nuclear war.  

An Iranian missile force known to be armed with chemical warheads ï even less effective 

unitary warheads ï would give Iran a rapid way of deploying a form of weapon of mass 

destruction that would almost certainly have a major impact on how its neighbors view 

the risk of supporting US military action and might have a deterrent impact on Israel. The 

threat of using such weapons against key facilities like oil export terminals or 

desalination plants would have a global impact, given the worldôs dependence on Gulf oil 

exports.  

None of these possibilities can be described in terms of probabilities. It is impossible to 

prove a negative and the various unclassified claims and counter assertions about Iranôs 

chemical weapons capabilities show that they are as hard to substantiate as they are to 

rebut.  There currently are no inspection or detection efforts that can guarantee that Iran 

has not, or will not, covertly deploy such a capability. Iran has had all of the technology 




