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Thank you for your letter of 16 December 2020 concerning the request to the OPCW Secretariat
(Secretariat) to conduct a technical assistance visit to the Russian Federation under Article
VIII(38)(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC).

Excellency, _

The Secretariat applies in the same manner the same rules, procedures, and principles to all 193
States Parties, in line with the CWC, decisions of the OPCW policy-making organs, the Secretariat’s
internal procedures, and relevant international standards.

Following these rules and in line with its practice, the Secretariat has endeavoured to ensure that the
request for technical assistance visit made by the Russian Federation be dealt with in the same
manner as has been the case with similar requests made by other States Parties. This includes
defining the parameters of activities that the Secretariat would perform during the visit, in the
framework of the Convention.

The same procedures to be followed with regard to any collection or receipt of samples and medical
information would also apply to the visit. In this respect, in all its activities related to alleged use of
chemical weapons, the Secretariat always seeks informed consent from victims to collect or receive
their samples, or process the analysis of such samples. The same principle of informed consent is
applied when the Secretariat receives testimonies from witnesses and victims of such allegations.

The analysis of samples is always performed through the dedicated network of OPCW designated
laboratories in order to ensure the independence and integrity of the process.

Furthermore, the Secretariat reiterates that the privileges and immunities under Part II of the
* Verification Annex of the Convention do not cover activities to be performed under a technical
assistance visit request.

For this reason, the Secretariat reiterates that the ad hoc privileges and immunities agreement with
Germany in relation to the technical assistance visit was concluded prior to the Secretariat team’s
deployment to Germany, during which samples were collected by the OPCW experts.

The Secretariat will continue to ensure that all States Parties to the Chemical Weapons Convention
are supported in the same independent and expert manner.

In closing, the Secretariat acknowledges the statement made by the Russian Federation that the
requested mission does not seem to be relevant.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideratioﬁ
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Ferna do Artas

H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Fedetation to the OPCW

Andries Bickerweg 2
2517 JP The Hague

OPCW Johan de Wittlaan 32 2517 JR The Hague Netherlands fernando.arias@opew.org
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Bame HpeBOCXOHHTeHBCTBo; /
[IpusnHarenen 3a Bam orBer Ha M0o& mucbMo OT 4 nekaOps
2020 roza, KOTOPBIM HaM IIOKA3aJICs YK€ MEHEee PUTOPUYECKHUM, YEM
Bamm npenpinymue mociaHus, HO BCE elle  HEAOCTaTOYHO
yOeIUTEeNbHBIM B  OTHOUIEHHWM OPraHM3allMOHHBIX IapaMeTpOB
okazanusi Poccuiickoii ®enepanii TEXHUYECKOTO COIEHUCTBHUS HA
ocHoBanuu 1.38 (e) crarbm VIII KoHBeHIMM 0 3ampelieHuH
xumugeckoro opyxus (K3X0O). B osroit cB3m xorenoch Ol
IIOJISITATHCS ¢ BaMu clieAyromMu cooOpaskeHUsIMU.
L. He MoxeM corimacuThest ¢ TeM, YTO 00BEM UMMYHUTETOB
u npuBmwiernid skcrmeproB O3XO B Xome ux npeObIBaHUS Ha
TeppuTOopuu TrocynapcrBa-ydacTHuka K3XO B memsx MHCHEKUUM
O00OBEKTOB IO YHUYTOXKCHHUIO XUMHUYECKOTO OPYXKHUs HIU OOBEKTOB
XUMUYECKON TMPOMBIIUIEHHOCTH YE€M-TO OTJIAYAeTCs OT JaHHOI'O
Cily4asi, CBSI3aHHOT'O C OKa3aHWEM TEXHUYECKOTO COJEHCTBUSA IIO
m.38 (¢) cratem VIII K3XO. Kpome Toro, obpamiaior Ha cebs
BHUMaHHE MMPOBOAMMbIE BaMu nmapaiuieny ¢ oka3zaHUEM paHee TaKoro
conevictBus BenmukoObpuranuu u OPI', XoTs ero mapameTpsl, KaKk MBI

IIOHNMAacM, B Ka’Xa0M KOHKPETHOM ciry4dac OIIPECACIIAIOTCS

E.Il. DEPHAHJIO APUACY
I'EHEPAJIbBHOMY JUPEKTOPY
TEXHHUYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHUATA O3XO

r.J'aara
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HETIOCPENCTBEHHO 3alpalliBalolUM rocyaapcTBoM. Tak, Manaisus,
K TIpuMepy, BooOIIe orpaﬁHqHHaCL, HACKOJIBKO MBI 3HaeM, 3aIlpOCOM
y O3XO crernpanu3upoBaHHOr0 000PyHOBaHus.

B cinyuae ¢ OPI' 3abop OumomarepuanoB A.HapanbHoro
OCYIIECTBISUICS, KaKk YTBEp)KJaeT HeMelKas CTOpOHa, elle Jo
ouIHaNIBHOTO 00paIeHus M0 JI0BOLY TEXHHYECKOI'0 CONEHCTBHUS U
IIOJIIMCAHMs JIOKYMEHTa [0 NMPUBMIIETHSIM U UMMYHUTETaM. Taxkum
obpa3oM, 9TO  HEOpIMHApHOEe, MpsIMO  CKa3aTh,  CTEYEHHE
00CTOSATENBCTB  HE  TOMENMIaio  PYKOBOACTBY  TeXHHMUYECKOro
CeKpeTapvaTa OIEpaTHBHO HANpaBUTh B bepimH CHenuaaucToB
0O3XO. Ha wmam B3riusai, Takoe IIOJIOXKEHHE el yKa3blBaeT Ha Ty
CYIIECTBEHHYIO Pa3HHUIly B HOAX0Aax TeXHMYECKOro cekperapuara K
OKa3aHUIO COIEUCTBUA CTpaHe, MyOIUIHO 0OBHHMBIIEH Poccuiickyro
Denepanuio B Hapymernd K3XO 6e3 BeckMX Ha TO OCHOBaHMH, H
Poccun, xotopast ¢ Touku 3peHus OyxBbl U nyxa K3XO sasnsercs
IIOCTpajaBIieil CTOPOHOM, MOCKONBKY 3asBICHHBIE bepnuHoM AK0OBI
IPECTYITHBIC JIesTHUSI OBIIM COBEPLICHBI B OTHOILEHHH POCCHHCKOTO
rpakJlaHuHa U, KaK yTBep)KJaeTcs, Ha POCCUNACKOH JXe TePPUTOPUH.

ITosBonkTe HamoMHUTHR Bam, rocnonuH [ eHepanbHbIl
JUPEKTOP, YTO OCHOBHOM IEJbIO IPEIIOKEHHOIO HaMH BHM3HTa B
Poccuiickyro @eneparpro creruanuctoB O3XO Obul OTBET Ha,
0XKaJIy#, TIaBHEBIM BOMPOC: T, KOTAa U MPU KaKUX 00CTOATENbCTBAX
B OMOJOTHMYECKHX TMpo0ax pPOCCHUHCKOro TIpaXXAaHHWHA II0SBUIIOCH
obOHapyxeHHoe 3a mpenenamu Poccuiickodt Denepalun XUMHIECKOE
BeliecTso. be3  orTBera  Ha  3TOT  BOIPOC  POCCHUHCKHE
[IPaBOOXPaHUTENbHBIE OpraHbI HE MOTYT 3aBEepIINTh
IPELYCMOTPEHHYIO 3aKOHOAATeNbcTBOM Poccuiickoit  ®enepanuu
JIOCJIECTBEHHYIO [TPOBEPKY ISt TOTO, YTOOBI OIPEENUTE BO3MOXKHEIE
IPU3HAKY COCTABA MPECTYIUICHUS ¥ IIPY HAJIMYHK TAKOBBIX BO30YIUThH

YT'OJIOBHOC IOCJIO.



Kpome Toro, BHOBb BBIHYKAEHBI 00paTUTh Ballle BHUMaHue Ha
TO 0OCTOATENBCTBO, HYTO B COOTBETCTBUM C  POCCHMCKUM
3aKOHOJATENLCTBOM (hOpMaT JOTOBOPEHHOCTEH IO IPUBHIETHIM U
UMMYHHTETaM, Ha KOTOPOM HacTauBaeT TeXHMYECKHH CeKpeTapuar,
TpeOyeT HMIICPATUBHOTO BBINOJIHEHUS BHYTPUIOCYAapCTBEHHBIX
npouenyp, a umeHno — parudukanun PenepansHeiM CoOpanuem
Poccuiickoit  ®emepanmu. B coywae xe ¢ OPI'  rtakwe
«CBEpXHOPMATHBHBIE» [0 OTHOLIEHUIO K yXe  HMEIOLMUMCS
aHaJIOTUYHBIM 00s13aTeNnbCTBaM I10 K3X0O  ropuamdecku
00s3BIBAIOIIME JIOTOBOPEHHOCTH JOCTUTAIOTCA U PEallU3yIOTCs Kyla
npore — 6e3 y4acTus 3aKOHOaTeNIBHBIX OPI'aHOB BIACTH.

2. B OTHOLIECHUH corjacus A.HapanbsHOTO Ha
onpenenéHHble  JEHCTBUA  NPAaBOOXPAHUTENLHBEIX M JIDYTHX
TOCYAapCTBEHHBIX CTPYKTYpP C €ro OHOJIOTMYECKUMH MaTephaliaMu
HalloMuHaeM Bam, 9TO B KOHTEKCTe MecTa U IOPUCIUKIMHU, B
npejesaXx KOTOPBIX MPOM3OILINA aBI'yCTOBCKUE C.I. COOBITHS C 3TUM
rpakJIaHrHOM, JAedcTByeT cTaThsi 144 VYronoBHO-TIpouEcCyaabHOro
kogekca Poccuiickoit ®emepanuu. B coorBeTCTBMM  C €€
IIOJIOXKEHUSIMH ~ CJIGICTBEHHBIM OpraH HMMEEeT IIOJHOMOYHMS IO
IIPOM3BOJICTBY HEOOXOIUMBIX IPOLECCYyaNbHBIX JIEHCTBHA  JUIS
IIPOBEACHUS HaJIeXKAIUX MEPONPUATUI U IPU OTCYTCTBUHU COITIaCHs
Ha 3TOT cu€T camoro A.HapanbsHorO.

Yro kacaercs ymoMmsHyToro BamMum B kauecTBe 0OOCHOBaHHMSA
UMITEpaTHBa TaKoro coriacus pemenus Kondepenmuu rocynapcrs-
yuactaukoB K3XO C-I/DEC.47 or 16 maa 1997 roga, To He Mory
Bam He BO3pa3uTh: 3TO pEUICHHE OTHOCHUTCS HCKIIOYMTENIBHO K
paccie[0BaHusIM CIIy4aeB MpeAnoIaraeMoro MIPUMEHEHUS
XUMHYECKOTo opyxus. B cutyanun xe ¢ A.HaBanpHbIM peusb HAET 00
obHapyxxeann B OPI' cienoB HeEKMX XMMMKATOB, INpPUYEM HE

BXOJIAIIMNX B KOHTpOJbHBIE crincku K3XO.



Mgl ¢ HEKOTOPHIM YIAWBICHHEM O3HAaKOMHIMCH ¢ Bamumu
peMapkamMu Ha 3Ty TeMy, IAe BhI cKasamd, B YacTHOCTH, 4YTO
«OTpaBJIeHHE YeJloBeKa C HCII0Ib30BAHMEM HEPBHO-IIAPATUTHYECKOrO
BEIlleCTBA SABISETCS TMPUMEHEHHEM XHWMUYECKOrO OpYXKHS BHE
3aBUCUMOCTH OT TOro, BiiodeHo oo B Crucokx 1 Ilpunoxenus mo
xumukaTtaM K K3XO wnu nHer». Ha wam B3ran, Brel Becema
OIIPOMETUYNBO MMO3BOIMIIM cebe IaTh TaKylO OLEHKY IIPOU3OIIEIIIEro C
A.HaBajibHBEIM JIMIIE HAa OCHOBAHHMM TOrO, 4YTO KTO-TO IJIe-TO 3a
npenenamu Poccuiickoit enepaiiul 0OHAPYKUJl HEKHE XHMUAYECKHE
BEIECTBA, HA OCHOBAaHUM dYero OBUIM CHeTaHbl abCOJIIOTHO
HeTpreMJIeMble C MEXAyHapOAHO-IIPABOBOM TOYKH 3PEHHUS BBIBOJBL
KOTOpbIE MOTYT BOCITPMHHAMATHCS HECBeAylLled IyONuKod Kak je-
daxro Hapyurenne Poccuiickoit Genepanumeit K3XO.

BuoBp BhIHY)XIeH BaM HalmOMHHTB, YTO OTBET Ha IJIaBHBIA
BOIIPOC — TJI€, KOTZIa ¥ IIPH KaKUX 0OCTOSTENBCTBAX B OMOJOTHYECKIX
npobax POCCHIHCKOro TIpaJaHWHA IIOSBUIIOCH OOHapyXeHHOe 3a
npexaenamu Poccuiickoit Penepanyu XMMHYECKOE BENIECTBO, TaK U HE
nostyyeH. [Ipuunna ToMy — nectpykTuBHas nosuuus OPIT, Opanimu
u [1lBeny B OTHOIIEHHWH HAIIKMX 3alpOCOB B paMkax EBpomenckou
KOHBEHI[MM O B3aUMHOM IMpPaBOBOM IMOMOINM II0 YIOJIOBHBEIM JeJIaM
1959 roma, a Ttaxke Ha ocHoBaHuu craredt VII m IX K3XO.
OTKpOBEHHO TOBOPS, BCE 3TO BBIVIAAUT Kak CroBOp, B OCHOBE
KOTOPOTO JISXKUT MPECIOBYyTasi €BPOATIIAHTHYECKAS «CONUIAPHOCTHY.
W 3amaya BHOJIHE TOHSTHA — ONpaBAaHUEe IIPUMEHSEMBIX B
otHowmeHuu Poccutickoit enepanuu caHKIMM.

3. IToxTBepXKIaeM, 4TO LEIBbIO HALIEro B3aUMOICHUCTBUS C
skcnepramMu O3XO sBisgercss He NPONAaraHJUCTCKas KaMIaHus ©
npusiedyenneMm CMU B ctrine «MeradOHHON AUILIOMATHN», KOTOPYIO
pacKkpy4wmBaloT Ha 3amaje, HadyMHasg € MHCIHMPHMPOBAHHOIO

BenukoOpuranueir npotuB Poccum «pena Cxpumaniei», a IOUCK



WCTUHEI ¢ cobofenneM Beex npenycmorpeHHeix K3XO tpeboBanuii
no  KoHduAeHHMamsHOCTH. B 9TOM  cBA3M  xoren Ol
IIOMHTEPECOBATHCS, KaKk B TeXHHYECKOM CeKpeTapuaTe PacleHUBaIOT
otka3z BepnuHa OoT coTpyAHMYecTBa ¢ HaMu mo 1.2 cratey VII m 1.2
cratbl [X K3XO c mapajienbHbIM NPENOCTaBICHUEM HOCTyIa K
OromarepuanzaMm poccuiickoro rpaxkaanuta [lapmxy u Crokronsmy?

4. Yro kacaercss Bamero ckenTuyeckoro OTHONIEHHUS K
HAIlleMy OCHOBHOMY IPEJIOKEHUIO — IIPOBEJCHUIO COBMECTHOTO CO
cnermanucramu O3XO wuccnenoBaHusl ocTaBIIMXcs B Poccuiickoit
Qenepanun OuomMarepuaioB A.HaBansHOTrO Ha 6aze
ceprudunupoBanHoit  O3XO  naboparopunm «HHK  ruruens,
npodraTonoruu U skosornu uenoekay ®MBA Poccun (r.Caskr-
Ilerepbypr), To Bamwm ccputku Ha OeclnpeneeHTHOCTh TaKoH
IIOCTAHOBKH BOIIPOCa HAC aOCOOTHO He yOexXAatoT.

Vxe npu Bamem pykoBoncTBe TexHHUeCKHM CEKpeTapHaToM
OBIJIO CO3JaHO JIOCTATOYHOE KOJIMYECTBO IMPELENEHTOB. B3dTh XOTH
OBl yUpeXXIeHWe HeJeTHTUMHOM ['pynmbsl IO paccilefOBaHUIO U
unenTuuranuy, 9410 nporuBopeunt K3XO u BrOpraercs B chepy
nonaomounii  Cosera beszonmacmoctu OOH. Bo Bced sToit
HernpuemiieMoil ¢ Touku 3peHus apropurera O3XO U 1ETOCTHOCTH
K3XO wucropun Brl, rocriogus I'eHepasbHBIM aupekTop, U Bamm
OnMKaiIiie COBETHUKM B HWHHUIIMATHBHOM IIOPSIAKE  CHITpaH,
IOXayd, KIFOUYEBYIO pOJb, BBIMIAS MaleKo 3a pPaMKU JaHHBIX
TexHuueckoMy cekpeTapuary pykoBojsmmmu opradsamu O3XO
nongoMouuit. W npuUMHBL TOXE SCHBI: Ha 3TOT CUYeT OBl
IIOJUTHYECKUH 3aKa3» eBPOATIAHTHIECKOTI0 cOO0IIecTRa.

5. Bame  TpeGoBamme  mpemocraBuTh  O3XO  Bero
«COIYTCTBYIOIIYIO ~ MH(GOpPMALMIO» IO  COCTOSHHMIO  3JOPOBBA
A.HaBanpHOro Hac HE YAMBWIO, IIOCKOJIBKY  aHAJIOIMYHOE

HpeHe6p€)KI/IT€HBHOG OTHOICHUE K IIOJIHOIIPaBHOMY IOCyHapCTBY-
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yaactHuky K3XO MbI mocTossHHO Habmopaem Ha npumepe Cupui,
KOTOPYIO Ha HPOTSHKEHUM yXKe HECKONIBKUX JIET PETYNSAPHO OOBUHSIOT
BO BCEX «CMepTHBIX rpexax» 1no K3XO.

6. IMogTBepKaeM  Hamle — HaMepeHue  00HapoaoBaTh
mepenucky ¢ Bamu 1o BompocaM COTJIACOBaHMs IapaMeTpoB
okazanusi Poccuiickoit demepanid TEXHUYECKOIO COAEHCTBHUS Ha
ocuosannu 11.38 (e) crateu VIII K3XO.

7. Yro kacaercs Bamielf rOTOBHOCTH «HE3aMEIJIUTEIIBHO)
Hanpasuth skcreproB O3XO B Poccmiickyio @exepanuio Inpu
«BBITIOJIHEHUU  POCCHUHCKOM  CTOPOHOM  HM3JIOKEHHBIX  BaMHU
TpeOOBaHM», TO TIO MPOLIECTBUM BOT YK€ IIOYTH TPEX MECALEB U C
y4éTOM  CTOJb HPEHEOPEKUTENBHOIO  OTHOIICHMS K  HaIIUM
W3HAYANBHEIM [IPEIJIOKEHUSIM TOTPEOHOCTh B TAKOM MHCCHH yXKe He
BBITJISIIUT OYEBUIHOM.

[Tone3ysick  ciiydaeM, 103BoJibTe, rocnomun  D.Apwuac,

/Cé furhdy [/7@///%‘575/{3[ /
%{WE\I/ITL Bac 1 Bamux 61u3kux ¢ HacTynaromuM PoxpecTBoM u
HoXemaTh Beero camoro Hawityumnero B Hosom 2021 roxy.

IMpumute, Bame IIpeBocXOIUTENLCTBO, YBEPEHHS B MOEM
BEChMa BBICOKOM YBA)KEHUMU.

vl Anexcannp ITYJIBI'MH
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IMOCTOSIHHBIN TPEJJCTABATEJIb 1 6 DEC 2020
POCCHIICKOU ®EAEPATIMN
ITIPY OPT AHU3ATIMN IO 3AIIPENIEHUIO
XAMHAYECKOI'O OPY KW

___Offies of the Director-General

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The Hague, “ %é ” December 2020

Excellency,
Tesn 1Rernan sbo
I’m grateful for your response to my letter of December 4,
. 2020, which we found less rhetorical than your previous messages, but
still not convincing enough with respect to the organizational
modalities for providing technical assistance to the Russian Federation
under Article VIII(38)(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention
(CWC). In this connection, I would like to share with you the following.
1. We cannot agree with the fact that the privileges and
immunities of the OPCW experts during their stay on the territory of a
State Party to the CWC for the purpose of inspections of the chemical
industry and destruction of chemical weapons differ in any way from
the case of technical assistance visit (TAV) under Article VIII(38)(e)
of the CWC. In addition, the parallels you drew with the previous
TAVs conducted in the United Kingdom and Germany are
noteworthy, although the parameters for such assistance, as we
understand, are determined directly by the requesting State Party in
each specific case. So, Malaysia, for example, generally limited itself,

as far as we know, to requesting specialized equipment from the OPCW.

H.E. MR FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR-GENERAL
OF THE TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT OF THE OPCW

The Hague
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In case of the Federal Republic of Germany, the collection of
A.Navalny's biomaterials was carried out, according to the German
side, even before the official request for technical assistance and the
signing of the document on privileges and immunities. Thus, this
extraordinary, frankly speaking, coincidence did not prevent the
leadership of the Technical Secretariat from promptly sending OPCW
experts to Berlin. In our view, this points to a significant difference in
the approaches of the Technical Secretariat: on the one hand to assist a
country that without any good reason has publicly accused the Russian
Federation of violating the CWC, and on the other hand — Russia,
which, in terms of the letter and spirit of the CWC, is an injured party,
since the alleged criminal acts claimed by Berlin were committed
against a Russian citizen and, allegedly, on Russian territory.

Excellency, let me remind you that the main purpose of the
proposed visit to the Russian Federation by OPCW specialists was to
answer, perhaps, the main question: where, when and under what
circumstances did the chemical substance identified outside the
Russian Federation appear in the biological samples of a Russian
citizen. Without an answer to this question, Russian law enforcement
agencies cannot complete the pre-investigation check provided for by
the legislation of the Russian Federation in order to determine possible
signs of a crime and, if there are any, initiate a criminal proceeding.

In addition, we once again have to draw your attention to the
fact that, in accordance with Russian legislation, the format of
agreements on privileges and immunities, which the Technical
Secretariat insists on, requires mandatory implementation of domestic
procedures, namely, ratification by the Federal Assembly of the
Russian Federation. In case of the Federal Republic of Germany, such
legally binding agreements that are "above the norm" in relation to

existing similar obligations under the CWC are achieved and
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implemented much easier — without the participation of legislative
authorities.

2. Let me also remind you that with regard to the consent of
A.Navalny to certain actions with his biological materials by law
enforcement and other state structures Article 144 of the Criminal
Procedure Code of the Russian Federation applies in the context of the
place and jurisdiction within which the events with this Russian
citizen took place in August this year. In accordance with its
provisions, the investigative body has the authority to take the
necessary procedural actions to carry out appropriate measures in the
absence of the consent of A.Navalny.

With regard to the decision of the Conference of the States
Parties to the CWC (C-I/DEC.47 of 16 May 1997), which you
mentioned as a justification for the imperative of such consent, I
cannot but object: this decision applies exclusively to investigations
into the alleged use of chemical weapons. In case of A.Navalny, we
are talking about the identification in Germany of traces of certain
chemicals that are not included in the corresponding Annex to the CWC.

It was with some surprise that we noted your remarks on this
issue, in particular, that “the poisoning of an individual through the
use of any nerve agent is a use of a chemical weapon, whether or not
this chemical is included in Schedule 1 of the Annex on Chemicals to
the Convention”. From our perspective your assessment of what
happened to A.Navalny is quite reckless. It is based solely on the fact
that someone outside the Russian Federation has found some
chemicals, which brought to conclusions that are absolutely
inadmissible under the international law. These conclusions may be
regarded by uninformed people as de facto violation by the Russian

Federation of its obligations under the CWC.
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I have to recall that we have not received the answer to the main
question — where, when and under what circumstances the chemical
that was identified outside the Russian Federation appeared in the
biomedical samples of the Russian citizen. The reason is the
destructive position of Germany, France and Sweden with regard to
our requests in accordance with the European Convention on Mutual
Assistance in Criminal Matters of 1959, as well as under Articles VII
and IX of the CWC. Honestly, it looks like a conspiracy based on the
well-known Euro-Atlantic solidarity. And its goal is completely clear -
to justify sanctions against the Russian Federation.

3. We confirm that our interaction with OPCW experts is aimed
at searching for the truth in full compliance with the confidentiality
requirements under the CWC, rather than launching a propaganda
campaign involving the media in the style of “megaphone diplomacy”
that is being promoted by the Western countries, as it was well
illustrated in the Skripals case, orchestrated by the United Kingdom
against Russia. In this regard, I would like to inquire what is the
Technical Secretariat’s opinion about Berlin's refusal to cooperate
with Russia under para.2 of Article VII and para.2 of Article IX of the
CWC with a parallel sharing of Russian citizen’s biomaterials with
Paris and Stockholm?

4. As for your skeptical approach to our core proposal — to
jointly study with OPCW experts the remaining volumes of
biomaterials collected from A.Navalny at the OPCW-certified
“Laboratory of Chemical Analytical Control and Biotesting, Research
Institute of Hygiene, Occupational Pathology and Human Ecology
(RIHOPHE)” of the Federal Medical-Biological Agency of Russia
(Saint-Petersburg), we believe that your reference to the lack of such

precedents is absolutely unconvincing,.
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A sufficient number of precedents have been created under your
leadership of the Technical Secretariat. For example, the
establishment of an illegitimate Investigation and Identification Team,
which contradicts the CWC and interferes into the authority of the
United Nations Security Council. This case is unacceptable with
regards to the OPCW's authority and the integrity of the CWC, and
you, Mr. Director General, and your closest advisers have played,
perhaps, a key proactive role, going far beyond the powers given to
the Technical Secretariat by the OPCW policy-making organs. The‘
reason is also clear: there was a political order from the Euro-Atlantic
community.

5. Your request to provide the OPCW with all relevant
information on the medical condition of A.Navalny did not surprise
us, since we constantly observe a similar disregard for Syria, a full-
fledged State Party to the CWC, which for several years has been
repeatedly accused of all deadly sins in the context of the CWC.

6. We confirm our intention to publish our correspondence on
the provision of technical assistance to the Russian Federation under
Article VIII (38) (e) of the CWC.

7. As for your readiness to deploy experts to the Russian
Federation immediately, “provided that the Russian Federation meets
the above mentioned requirements”, I would like to note that after
almost three months and taking into account the disregard for our

initial proposals, such a mission does not seem to be relevant.

<

L At e ) )
Dear Mr.AriaWpﬁoﬁunﬂy let me wish you and
your loved ones a Merry Christmas and a Happy New 2021 Year.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest

e g4
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consideration.
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Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 9 December 2020
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I refer to your letter of 4 December 2020 related to the request made by the Russian
Federation to the OPCW Secretariat to conduct a technical assistance visit to the Russian
Federation under Article VIII(38)(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention.

1. Irecall that Article VIII(50) requires that the privileges and immunities of the OPCW be
defined in agreements between the OPCW and States Parties for all the activities
undertaken by the OPCW on the territory of a State Party, except for those contemplated
under the Verification Annex.

In this connection, I wish to recall that the provisions of the Verification Annex
concerning privileges and immunities bind the Member States from the date of their
accession to the Convention, and are exclusively related to the inspections of the
chemical industry and destruction of chemical weapons. These privileges and immnuties
do not apply to technical assistance visits.

In this vein, the United Kingdom concluded a comprehensive privileges and immunities
agreement pursuant to Article VIII(50) prior to the technical assistance visits to the
United Kingdom in 2018 related to the Salisbury and Amesbury incidents.

Similarly, Germany entered into an ad hoc privileges and immunities agreement with the
OPCW for the purpose of the technical assistance visit last September.

Consequently and in order to undertake the technical assistance visit to the Russian
Federation, the Secretariat has requested that the Russian Federation enter into an ad hoc
agreement on privileges and immunities with the Organisation. In this regard, the
Secretariat has not yet received a response to its communication dated 16 November
2020 regarding the conclusion of a Memorandum of Understanding that would cover the
necessary privileges and immunities in relation to the requested visit.

The Secretariat, therefore, looks forward to receiving your response to the Secretariat’s
above communication on this outstanding issue.

2. The Secretariat underlines that Mr Navalny’s consent to grant the OPCW access to his
medical records and information, including biomedical samples, is based on a principle
widely recognised by international organisations, including the World Health

Organisation. /
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The need for a individual’s consent is also reflected in a decision of the Conference of
the States Parties of the OPCW (C-I/DEC.47, dated 16 May 1997).

Moreover, the need to obtain such consent is also provided for under the internal rules of
the Organisation, which have been established a long time ago and consistently applied
by the Secretariat when undertaking its activities.

Accordingly, the same rules have been consistently adhered to when preparing for and
undertaking technical assistance visits pursuant to a request by a State Party.

For instance, Mr Navalny’s consent was obtained in relation to the technical assistance to
Germany at the beginning of September.

The Secretariat welcomes your assurance that the arrival of the OPCW mission members
will remain confidential. It understands from your letter that such confidentiality shall
continue for the full duration of the mission and that there will be no media presence
during the visit of the OPCW team.

With regard to the request for a “joint study” of biomedical samples at the Laboratory
referred to in your letter under the Russian Federal Medical and Biological Agency
(Saint Petersburg), such an activity falls outside the scope of existing procedures, and has
not been conducted during any previous OPCW visit pursuant to a request for technical
assistance.

In connection with the technical assistance visits conducted in the United Kingdom and
Germany, the Secretariat neither jointly studied, nor co-analysed samples on site with the
States Parties in question.

In these instances and as per the established rules, the Secretariat collected samples and
sent them to designated laboratories for analysis, in order to guarantee the independence
of the activities conducted and to respect the confidentiality related to the analysis of
samples.

The Secretariat is thus applying the same approach to the United Kingdom, Germany,
and the Russian Federation.

In that regard, the Secretariat emphasises its readiness to receive samples from the
Russian Federation, which it will instantly dispatch to the OPCW designated laboratories
for analysis.

In addition, the Secretariat stands ready to receive all relevant information, transcripts,
recordings, documentation, testimonies, and sample analyses related to the incident
involving Mr Navalny on the territory of the Russian Federation.

Finally, in line with your request, the Secretariat will publish this correspondence on the
provision of technical assistance to the Russian Federation under Article VIII(38)(e) on
the website of the OPCW.



7.  During our telephone conversation on 4 December 2020, you outlined that the Secretariat
should provide a response to your letter as soon as possible, and that the visit should take
place no later than 11 December 2020. This letter gives me the opportunity to reiterate
the readiness of the Secretariat to deploy experts to the Russian Federation immediately,
provided that the Russian Federation meets the above mentioned requirements.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.
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MOCTOSTHHBIN IPEJICTABUTEJDL
POCCHIICKOM ®EJAEPALINN
TP OPTAHU3ATIMM 110 3AIPEIEHUIO
XUMHUYECKOI'O OPY KU
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OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
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Bame IIpeBocxomuTenscTio,

Ipusnarenen 3a Bame ouepennoe nmucemo (L/ODG/224741/20
oT 27 Hos6ps 2020 roza) B OTBET Ha MOe MOBTOPHOE OOpalleHHE O
BHIpa0OTKE  aIrOpPUTMa OKas’aHUs TEXHHUYECKOTO  COelcTBHUS
Poccuiickoii ®eneparuu Ha ocHoBammu 1.38 (¢) cratem  VIII
KonBennuu o sanpemennn xumudeckoro opyxus (K3XO) B cBs3u ¢
cutyauuii ¢ A.HaBanabHbIM.

C coxanenmeM BBIHYXJCGH BHOBb KOHCTaTHpOBAThb, HTO
pykoBoaicTBo Texuuueckoro cexperapuara O3XO Tak ¥ He naio
BPa3yMUTEIBHOI0 OTBETA Ha Halle IIePBOHAYATBHOE NPEIIOKEHUE 10
MOZaNBHOCTAM BU3MTa 9KcreproB O3XO B Poccwuiickyro Depneparnuro.

B nmepByro odepenp HMeEI0 B BHIY IIPEJIOKCHHEIC HAMH
cooOpaxkeHusl II0 INPOBENEHHIO COBMECTHOTO  HCCIEIOBAHHS
oCTaBIIMXCS 00beMOB 0TOOpanHEIX y A.HaBansHoro 6moMaTtepralion
Ha Gasze 62-# nabGoparopmu «HUW rurwensl, mpodmaTonorau u
sKkonorun  yenoBekay OMBA Poccun (r.Camkr-IlerepGypr) c
UCIIOJIB30BaHUEM [UIS 3THX Leled JOCTaBIEHHBIX B PoccHio
npeznctasuteisive O3XO  crenuanu3HpoBaHHOIO 06OpPYAOBaHUS |

PECaKTHUBOB. I[JU{ HacC 3TOT aclieKT UMEECT NPHUHIUIINAIBEHOE 3Ha4YeHue,

E.Il. DEPHAHJIO APUACY
I'EHEPAJIBHOMY JIUPEKTOPY
TEXHHYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHUATA 03XO

r.I'aara
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nockonbky @®PI', ®pannus u llIBenus oTkazpIBalOTCS MPENOCTABUTh
JIaHHBIE, TT03BOJISIONIME pa300paThCs B CIIOKHUBIIEIHCS cmyaunﬁ.

KiroueBoli BOIIpOC OCTAETCs IPEKHUM: I'lle, KOI/Ia U IPU KaKux
o0cTosITensCTBaX B OHOMPoOax POCCHUICKOro MpaXKaaHKUHA IIOABUIOChH
oOHapyXeHHoe 3a mpefenamu Poccuiickoit Denepanud XUMHIECKOE
BELIECTBO. JTH CBEJICHUs] HEOOXOIUMBI Il OTPEeNICHHUS PU3HAKOB
BO3MOXHOI'O COCTaBa IIPECTYIUICHUs, HA OCHOBaHHUU KOTOPBIX
POCCHUNCKHE CIEICTBEHHBIE OpraHbl MOTJIM OBl 3aBeCTH B
COOTBETCTBHM C POCCHICKHM 3aKOHOJATEIHCTBOM YTOJOBHOE JIETIO.
JomyckaeM, dYTro €ro MWTOTM MOTYT BBICBETUTh HWHYIO KapTHHY
IIPOU3OLIEAIIET0, HEXKEIIU Ta, KOTOPYIO IBITACTCSl HaBsA3aTh U3BECTHAS
rpyIina CTpaH, pyKOBOJCTBYSCH LIGJISIMU U ITOAX0JIaMH, HE UMEIOIINMHU
HUKAKOI'0 OTHOLIEHMS K OOIIENIPUHATHIM IIPaBOBBIM HOpMaM, K OyKBe
u nyxy K3XO.

BroBE 50BOXKY 10 Bariero cBegeHns, 4YTO B COOTBETCTBHU CO
cratbed 144 VYronoBHO-mpollecCyallbHOTO KoAekca Poccuiickoit
Qenepalii  CIEACTBEHHBI opraH HWMeEeT IMOJHOMOYHS  II0
IIPOU3BOJACTBY HEOOXOAHMMBIX IPOLECCYyalbHBIX AeHCTBHMUA  Jid
IIPOBEJICHUS HaJIeKAIIUX MEPOIIPUATHI U ITPU OTCYTCTBHUHU COTIIACHS
Ha 3TOT cueT camoro A.HasanpHoro.

B oro#i cBA3M OTMeEYal0 HEKOTOpOE IPOTHBOpPEYHE B
u3jlokeHHOW B Bamem nuceme ot 27 HOos0ps 2020 ropa mo3uImH,
IZle, C OHOM CTOPOHBI, B KAYECTBE UMIIepaTHBa Halllero JalbHEHIIero
B3aumojierictBusl ¢ O3XO onpeneneno cornacue A.HasanpHoro na
IOCTYI COTPYAHUKOB OpraHuzaivu K ero OMOMEIUIIMHCKUM JaHHBIM,
a C Apyrof — oT Hac TpeOYIOT MPEeJOCTaBUTh TAKOW JIOCTYIT KO BCEM
HMEIOIUM  OTHOWIEHWE K MHIUACHTY CBEJCHUSM, 3aIlHCsM,
JIOKyMEHTalldi ¥ pe3yibTaTaM paHee NPOBEICHHBIX Ha TEPPUTOPHUHU

Poccutickoit Penepanuu aHaiu3oB 0poo.



B ouepennoil pa3 c¢ coxaneHueMm oOpalllar0 BHUMAaHHE, YTO
nonxons! Texnuueckoro cekperapuara O3XO K B3aUMOIEHCTBHIO C
HaMH pPe3KO KOHTpPacTUPYIOT C paHee TposiBiIeHHOW Bawmu
apxXHUKooIepabenbHOCTRIO NP OKAa3aHWU TEXHUYECKOTO COAeHCTBHS
Bemuxobpurannu, Manaisun u ®PI'. OrtHomenue k Poccuiickoii
Qenepanun  kak k  ge-paxto Hapymurenro K3XO abcomoTHO
HenpremieMo. Kateropuuecku oTBepraeM Takyro OCTaHOBKY BOTIPOCA.

Yro xacaercst obecriedeHus] KOHPUICHINATBFHOCTH MPeOBIBAHUS
npencrasutener O3XO B Poccuiickoit @enmeparuu, To B 3ToM BEI
MOXKeTe OBITh HOJHOCTBIO  YBEPEHBI, IOCKOJBKY HHTEPECH
JIOCJIEICTBEHHOM [IPOBEPKHU TpeOyroT I10 POCCUKCKOMY
3aKOHOAATEJIBCTBY HMEHHO TakKoro IIOAXOZa. OTO  SBISETCS
HEOOXOAMMBIM YCIIOBHEM M JUIsL TOTO, YTOOBI B KOHEYHOM MTOTE
MCTUHA BOCTOPXKECTBOBAJIA.

He cnenyer Bam, yBaxaemsil r-H ['eHepanbHBIA IHpeKTOD,
COMHEBAThCSI X B COOJIONEHUH POCCUICKON CTOPOHOU IPHUBHIIEIHH U
AMMYHHUTETOB COTPYIHUKOB TexHudeckoro cexperapuwara. OHH Ha
IIPOTSHKEHUM MHOTHX JIET IOCEINAIM Hallly CTPaHy B XO0Jie WHCIEKIIHA
IpY  peav3alldyl HAIWOHAIBHOM MpOrpaMMbBI IO YHHYTOXEHHIO
3aIacoB XUMHUYecKoro opyxus B Poccuiickoit Denepanuu, KoTopas,
HECMOTpSI Ha Cephe3Hble (UHAHCOBBIE W  TEXHOJIOTHYECKHE
CIIO)KHOCTH, OblTa 3aBepilieHa gocpouHo. IIpomoinkaror Bamu
SKCIIEPTHI MHCIEKTUPOBATh 0OBEKTHl XUMUIECKOH MPOMBIIIIEHHOCTH
B Hallled CTpaHe U IO Ce¥ JEeHb.

OueHp paccuuThIBaKO, YTO BEI BCe XKe MpeIMeTHO OTpearupyere
Ha HallW IPEeUIOKECHUsS, H3JI0KEHHbIE B TAMATHOH 3alMCKe OT
16 oxTs6pst 2020 roma u B MoeMm muceMe oT 11 most6ps 2020 ropa.
IToxa e NIPUXOJUTCSI KOHCTATUPOBATh, YTO CoJepKaHue Bammx
OTBETOB HE JaeT BO3MOXXHOCTH B KOHCTPYKTHBHOM KJIOYE

IIPOABHUHYTHLCS BIICPCA.
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[ToaTBEpIK/1aI0 coryiacke Ha OMyOJIMKOBaHUE HAIIEH MEPENCKH
mo Bompocy okazaHus Poccuiickonn Penepanuy TEXHUYECKOTO
cometictus Ha ocHosanuu .38 (e) crateu VIII K3XO nHa BeO-caiite
Opranuzanumu.

[Tpumute, Bame IIpeBocXOIUTENBECTBO, YBEPEHUS B MOEM

BE€CbMa BBICOKOM YBaXXCHUMU.

Anexcannp HIYJIBI'MTH




PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION

OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

No. 80
The Hague, “_4 ” December 2020

Your Excellency,

Thank you for your most recent letter (L/ODG/224741/20, dated
27 November 2020) in response to my repeated appeal to work out an
algorithm for the provision of technical assistance to the Russian Federation
under paragraph 38(e), Article VIII of the Chemical Weapons Convention
(hereinafter, “the Convention”) concerning the situation with A. Navalny.

It is with regret that | am forced to state again that the management of the
OPCW Technical Secretariat has not provided a meaningful response to our
initial proposal on the modalities of the visit of OPCW experts to the Russian
Federation.

Most notably, this concerns the considerations that we proposed on
conducting a joint study of the remaining amounts of the biomaterials collected
from A. Navalny at Laboratory 62 of the Scientific Research Institute for
Hygiene, Occupational Pathology, and Human Ecology under the Russian
Federal Medical and Biological Agency (Saint Petersburg), while using for
these purposes specialised equipment and reagents delivered to Russia by

OPCW representatives. This aspect is of key importance to us

H.E. FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR GENERAL
TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT OF THE OPCW

The Hague



as the Federal Republic of Germany, France, and Sweden refuse to provide
information that would make it possible to resolve the situation that has
developed.

The key question remains the same: where, when, and under what
circumstances did the chemical—which was detected outside the borders of
the Russian Federation—appear in the biological samples of the Russian
citizen. This information is crucial for determining the signs of a potential
element of a crime, which could serve as the basis upon which Russian
investigatory bodies could open a criminal case in line with Russian
legislation. We presume that the results thereof could bring to light a scenario
of what took place different from the one that a known group of countries is
trying to insist upon, whilst being governed by goals and approaches that have
nothing to do with generally recognised norms or the letter and spirit of the
Convention.

I again inform you that in line with Article 144 of the Criminal Procedural
Code of the Russian Federation, an investigative body is authorised to conduct
the requisite proceedings to carry out the appropriate measures even without
the consent to do so from A. Navalny himself.

In this regard, | note a certain contradiction in the position set out in your
letter dated 27 November 2020 where, on the one hand, the consent of
A. Navanly allowing Organisation staff to access his biomedical data is
qualified as an imperative for our continued cooperation with the OPCW,
while on the other hand, we are being required to provide this type of access
to all relevant information, correspondence, documentation, and results of

sample analyses conducted within the territory of the Russian Federation.



It is once again with regret that | bring attention to the fact that the
approach of the OPCW Technical Secretariat to collaboration with us is in
sharp contrast to the great eagerness to cooperate that you previously
demonstrated when providing technical assistance to Great Britain, Malaysia,
and the Federal Republic of Germany. The perception of the Russian
Federation as a de facto violator of the Convention is absolutely unacceptable.
We categorically reject such a portrayal of the situation.

With regard to ensuring the confidentiality of the arrival of OPCW
representatives in the Russian Federation, you can fully rest assured on that
matter, as the interests of pre-investigatory measures require exactly that
approach under Russian law. This is also a required condition to ensure that
the truth prevails in the end.

You should not, distinguished Director-General, have any doubts with
regard to the Russian side’s compliance with the privileges and immunities of
the staff of the Technical Secretariat. They have visited our country over the
course of many years for inspections during the implementation of the national
programme to destroy chemical weapons stockpiles in the Russian Federation,
which—in spite of serious financial and technological challenges—was
completed early. Your experts continue to inspect chemical industry facilities
in our country to this day.

I am very much counting on a substantive response to our proposals as set
out in the memorandum dated 16 October 2020, and my letter dated
11 November 2020. For now, it must be said that the contents of your

responses have not provided an opportunity to make constructive progress.



I confirm my consent to publish our correspondence on the provision of
technical assistance to the Russian Federation under paragraph 38(e),
Avrticle V111 of the Convention on the Organisation’s website.

Your Excellency, please accept the assurances of my highest

consideration.

[signature]
Alexander SHULGIN



) OPCW

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 27 November 2020
L/ODG/224741/20

Subject: Request for a Technical Assistance Visit to the Russian Federation
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I received your letter dated 25 November 2020 and read it with attention. Since your request in
October for the Technical Secretariat (Secretariat) of the Organisation for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons (OPCW) to deploy experts to the Russian Federation in order to conduct a
technical assistance visit under Article VIII(38)(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC
or Convention), the Secretariat has diligently engaged with the Russian Federation regardmg the
necessary arrangements for such a visit.

As requested in my letters dated 18 November and 26 October 2020, and during consultations
with your staff, the following matters remain to be resolved:

- consent of Mr. Navalny to grant the OPCW access to his medical records and information,
including biomedical samples, pursuant to the established procedure that the Secretariat
applies when it is carrying out any activities involving individual privacy rights;

- assurances of confidentiality and no media presence during the mission;

- agreement from the Russian Federation to the Memorandum of Understanding on the
necessary privileges and immunities in relation to the requested technical assistance visit;
and

- access to relevant information, transcripts, recordings, documentation, testimonies, and
sample analyses related to the incident involving Mr Navalny on the territory of the
Russian Federation.

The Secretariat reiterates that sharing the content of the report of the technical assistance visit
performed by the Secretariat in Germany remains the prerogative of the German Government as
the assisted State Party. For that matter, the Secretariat recalls that Germany invited the
Secretariat to work with the Russian Federation on the version of the report that was circulated
through the Secretariat to all States Parties.

The system of designated laboratories has been set up by the OPCW in order to ensure the
highest standards of independence and quality of sample analysis. In this respect, the Secretariat
reiterates that it will immediately dispatch any samples it receives from the Russian Federation
for analysis by designated laboratories, in accordance with the rules of the Organisation.

The Secretariat maintains its readiness to continue its close cooperation with the Russian
Federation and to deploy under the relevant provisions of the Convention, without delay, once
the aforementioned matters have been resolved.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.
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. . /% %WAnas
H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin

Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the'Russmn Federation to the OPCW
Andries Bickerweg 2
2517 JP The Hague
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IIPY OPTAHM3AITUM 110 3AIIPEINIEHUIO
XAMHAUYECKOI'O OPY KU

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
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B cBsasu ¢ BammM oTBeToM Ha Moe MUCHMO OT 11 HOsOps
2020 roma ¢ co)XaJE€HUEM BBIHYXIEH BHOBb KOHCTAaTUPOBATb, YTO
Texunueckuit  cexkperapuar  OpraHuzanMd IO  3aIPELICHUIO
xumuyeckoro opyxwms (O3XO), BuguMo C TOJAaYd  psna
AHTUPOCCUUCKH HACTPOEHHBIX TOCYNapCTB, CTPEMUTCS IPEAENILHO
MOJINTU3UPOBATh YCIIOBUSL OKAa3aHUs TEXHUYECKOTO COAECHCTBUSAL
Poccuiickoit ®enepanuu Ha ocHoBaHuMu ImyHKTa 38 (e) crateu VIII
KouBennuu o 3ampemenun xumudeckoro opyxus (K3XO). Taxoi
IIOAXOJ CHJIBHO OTJIMYAeTCsl OT MPEereeHTOB M0 OKa3aHWIO IIOMOIIH B
OTBET Ha aHAJIOTHYHBIe oOparieHus BenukoOpuranuu, Manaisuu u
OPT".

B nanHOM ciiydae B Bamred mo3unuu nNpocMaTpUBaeTCs sIBHBII
HACTPOM Ha CpBIB 3TOM MMCCHU IIOJ| HaJlyMaHHBIMU IIpeJUIOraMu, B
YaCTHOCTH, C YIIOPOM Ha BIIOJHE IIPeICKa3yeMbIi 0TKa3 POCCUUCKOrO
omorepa A.HaBanpHOro JHaTh paspelieHHe Ha O00CYXIEHHE €ro
HUCTOPUHU OOJIE3HU, XPOHMUECKUX 3a00JIeBaHUM M COBMECTHBIA aHaJIN3
poccuiickumu crienuanuctamMu u skcrnepramMu O3XO oToOpaHHBIX Y
Hero B OMcke Onosoruyeckux mpoo.

[Tone3ysick cirydaeM, uHGOpMHpyI0o Bac, 4To B COOTBETCTBHHU

co cratbeil 144 VYromoBHO-IIpoliecCyallbHOTO Kojekca Poccuiickoit

E.IT. DEPHAHIO APUACY
T'EHEPAJIBHOMY IUPEKTOPY
TEXHUYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHUATA O3XO

r.I'aara



Depepanyi  CIENCTBEHHBIM OpraH WMEET  IOJIHOMOYMSA  TIO
IPOM3BOJICTBY ~HEOOXOJUMBIX IIPOLECCYIbHBIX — JEUCTBUM I
IPOBEJIEHNs] TIEPEUNCICHHBIX BBIIIE MEPONPUSATHN, B TOM UYHCIE IPH
OTCYTCTBHH cOTIachs Ha HUX camoro A.HasanbHoro.

C y4eToM BBIIIEU3IIOKEHHOTO U TOIO OOCTOATENHCTBA, YTO C
MOMEHTa MWHIUIAEHTAa WPONUIO Yy)XXe TPHU Mecsla, aKTyallbHOCTh
coneifctBuA co cToponsl Texuudeckoro cexperapuara O3XO yxe He
ctoib odeBuHa. CyObeKTUBHBINA OXO K BBIIOJIHEHHUIO MOJI0KEHUH
nyukra 38 (e) crateu VIII K3XO mo oTHOIICHHIO K 3ampocy
Poccuiickoii @ejepanivi JUIIHAN pa3 yOexaaeT Hac B TOM, 4YTO BO
BCell 5TOM SBHO CPEXXUCCUPOBAHHOW He 0e3 yJacTusl U3BHE HCTOPUH
COXPaHAETCS MHOTO OeJbIX IISITEH, HESICHOCTEM, pasHOYTCHHH U
HeCTHIKOBOK. Ha BOIpOC 0 TOM, Kakue XMMUYECKHe BEellecTBa ObLIA
oOHapyxeHsl B 6romateprane A.HapanbHOro u Ha Kakom STale ero
CTOJIb OIIEPaTHBHON TpaHCHOPTUPOBKM B ['epMaHuio OHM TaM
OSIBHJIACH, OTBETHI HYXHO MCKaTh, BUIUMO, HE TOJIBKO B (hopmare
B3aMMOJIEMCTBHS TPABOOXPAHUTENBHBIX CTPYKTYp, HO M B paMKax
COTPYAHUYECTBA CHEIUATBHBIX CIY>KO IO MMEIOLIMMCS TapTHEPCKUM
KaHaJlaM.

Bymem um namee HacTauBaTh Ha INPEIMETHBIX OTBETaX Ha BCE
HaIlli MHOTO4KCIIeHHEIe 3anpockl B anpec OPI', ®panuuu u lIsenun,
a Taxke Texuumueckoro cekperapuara O3XO BO HUCIONHEHHE
00s3aTenbeTB 10 EBporeickoil KOHBEHLIUM O B3aMMHON IPaBOBOM
[OMOIIM II0 YrOJOBHBIM jenaM 1959 roma M IyHKTY 2 CTaThu VII
K3XO (mipaBoBasi TOMOIIb).

Taxxe mOATBEpPXIal0 corjacue Ha Bame mnpenoxenue
OTHOCHUTEIBHO IIpeaHus TJIACHOCTU HALIEH IEPENKCKH M0 JaHHOMY
BOIIPOCY, BKJIFOYasl HACTOsIIEE ITUCHMO.

[Mpumure, Bame IIpeBocXoIUTENBCTBO, YBEPEHUS B MOEM
BeCbMa BBICOKOM YBaXXeHUU. U 71/ c_ff/‘//a/f/"l/ e 74’;»%’7(7/7726‘/1//&'
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PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE

PROHIBITION

OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

No. 73
The Hague, “_ 25  November 2020

Your Excellency, Dear Fernando,

With regard to your response to my letter dated 11 November 2020, I do
regret that I am forced to once again state that the Technical Secretariat of the
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW), likely at the
behest of a number of States with anti-Russian leanings, aims to politicise as
much as possible the conditions under which technical assistance can be
provided to the Russian Federation in line with paragraph 38(e) of Article
VI of the Chemical Weapons Convention. This approach strongly differs
from the precedents of the provision of assistance in response to similar
requests from the United Kingdom, Malaysia, and the Federal Republic of
Germany.

In this case, the clear mind-set of your position is perceived to
undermine this mission under false pretences, emphasising in particular the
wholly predictable refusal by the Russian blogger A. Navalny to give
permission to discuss his clinical record, chronic disease, and to authorise a
joint analysis by Russian experts and OPCW experts of the biological
samples collected from him in Omsk.

I avail myself of this opportunity to inform you that, in line with

Article 144 of the Criminal Procedural Code of the Russian

H.E FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR GENERAL
TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT OF THE OPCW

The Hague
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Federation, an investigative body is authorised to conduct the requisite
proceedings to carry out the measures listed above, including without the
consent to do so from A. Navalny himself.

In light of the above and the fact that three months have already passed
since the incident, the relevance of assistance from the OPCW Technical
Secretariat is now not so clear. A subjective approach to the implementation
of the provisions in paragraph 38(e) of Article VIII of the Convention with
regard to the request from the Russian Federation convinces us yet again that
this story, which has obviously been orchestrated, and not without outside
interference, retains many blind spots, ambiguities, inconsistencies, and
discrepancies. Regarding the question as to which chemicals were identified
in A. Navalny’s biomaterial and at which stage of his very prompt transfer to
Germany they appeared, answers need to be searched for, and probably not
only through collaboration among law enforcement agencies, but also within
the framework of cooperation between the special services through existing
partnership channels.

We will continue to insist on substantive responses to all of our
numerous requests to the Federal Republic of Germany, France, and Sweden,
as well as the OPCW Technical Secretariat in carrying out the obligations of
the European Convention on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matters of 1959
and paragraph 2 of Article VII of the Convention (legal assistance).

I also confirm my consent for your proposal regarding the publication of
our correspondence on this matter, including this letter.

Your Excellency, please accept the assurances of my highest

consideration and readiness to continue close cooperation.

[signature]

Alexander SHULGIN



Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General
The Hague, 18 November 2020
L/ODG/224609/20
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Excellency,

I refer to your letter of 11 November 2020 in relation to the Russian Federation’s request that the
Technical Secretariat (Secretariat) of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons
(OPCW or Organisation) deploy experts to the Russian Federation in order to conduct a technical
assistance visit under Article VIII(38)(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC or
Convention).

At the outset, I want to reiterate the Secretariat’s availability to conduct the requested visit under
the CWC, relevant decisions of the policy-making organs, and applicable Secretariat procedures.
The Secretariat awaits the Russian Federation’s responses to the pending matters outlined in my
letter of 26 October, including our request for no media presence during the mission, assurances of
confidentiality during the mission, and written confirmation that the Secretariat is authorised under
domestic Russian law and by Mr Navalny to be granted access to his medical records and
information. I also take this opportunity to reiterate that the German Government is not in a
position to authorise the Secretariat to share with the Russian Federation the full report of the
technical assistance visit performed in Germany. It invited the Secretariat to refer to the version of
the report that was circulated through the Secretariat,

The system of designated laboratories has been set up by the OPCW in order to ensure the
independence and quality of sample analysis needed by the States Parties to the Convention.
Toward this end, the Secretariat reiterates that it will immediately dispatch any samples it receives
from the Russian Federation for analysis by designated laboratories, in accordance with the CWC,
relevant decisions of the policy-making organs, and applicable Secretariat procedures.

I also look forward to finalising the necessary privileges and immunities agreement with the
Russian Federation in relation to the requested technical assistance visit.

Finally, I note that the present letter is a continuation of the discussion between the Secretariat and
the Russian Federation pertaining to the letter that you handed to me during the sitting of the
Executive Council on 6 October 2020.

I also note that the Russian Federation has requested that correspondence on this matter be
circulated to all States Parties.

On this basis, and in order to carry on the Russian Federation’s spitit of transparency, 1 would
request, once again, that the Russian Federation let us know if it objects to the Secretariat sharing
with all States Parties the communications from the Russian Federation.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consieration. % _ .
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Fernatido Arias
H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin e
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation to the OPCW
Andries Bickerweg 2
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MOCTOSTHHBIA ITPEJACTABUATEJD
POCCHIICKOIT ®EJIEPAITAN
IIPY OPT AHW3AIIIH 11O 3ATIPEINEHUIO
XAMWYECKOT'O OPYIKHSI

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

nes
I"aara, 77 HOsA0pst 2020 roa

Bame IIpeBocX0IUTENBCTBO,

ITo3BompTe mobnaromapuTh Bac 3a OIEpaTUBHYIO PpEaKIHIO
(L/ODG/224391/20 ot 26 oxtsabps 2020 r.) Ha IPENCTABICHHYIO
POCCHUHCKON CTOPOHOM MaMATHYIO 3alUCKY B OTHOIIEHHUM BHU3UTA JIJIL
OKa3aHUS TEXHWYECKOTO COJNEHCTBHS B COOTBETCTBHM ¢ 1.38 (e)
crateu VIII K3XO. B To e BpeMs BEI3BIBA€T YAWBIEHUE CTOJNb
BONbHAS W paclIMpeHHas  MHTEpPHpeTalys  |eXHHYEeCKUM
cekperapwiaroM  (manmee —  Cekperapuar) ’OpraHI/I:aauHH o
sampenennio  xummdeckoro  opyxus  (O3XO)  KOHKpETHBIX
npeUiokeHnd Poccuu 1O TEXHUYECKOMY 33IaHHIO I MHUCCHU.
HcxomuM W3 TOTO, YTO IapaMeTpPhl COAESHCTBHUS OIIPEAEISIOTCS
HCKITFOYUTEIRHO 3ampallliBaloliell CTOpOHOM, Kak »To OBLIO, B
YAaCTHOCTH, B clydasx ¢ Manaizueit, Bemuxobpuranueit u OPT.

Xoten 0wl 3aBepuTh Bac, uro Poccus 3auHTepecoBaHa B
3aIlycKe MPaKTHUecKOTo B3auMoJeHcTBHs ¢ skcrnepramu O3XO u
paccuuThIBaeT, 4yTo CexpeTapruar OIepaTUBHO COITIACYeT CIEAYIoIue

nepeaadHbie paHee NIPeJJIOKeHN 110 €0 IapaMeTpaM.

EII I'-HY ®EPHAHIO APUACY
T'EHEPAJIBHOMY JUPEKTOPY
TEXHUYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHUATA O3XO

r.I'aara
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1. TIpuesnq B MockBy crneumanucros Cekperapuara JUis
KOHCYJNLTAlU ¥ peanu3aliiid COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX MEP B CBISH C
IeKIapupyeMbIM 3ara HBIMH CTpaHaMu «OTPaBIECHUEM
A.HaganbsHoro0.

2. Wsyuenne u oOCyXJeHUWE B XOJ€ IPEObIBAHUA DKCIIEPTOB
Cekperapyara  pe3yNpTaTOB  HCCNEJOBaHMSI  OMOMATEpHaloB,
otobpanubix y A.HaampHOro poCCHMMCKMMYM CIENHANACTaMH BO
BpEMsI OKa3aHus MepBoi MeauIHCKoH oMoy B OMcKe.

3. O6cyxenre pe3yibTaTOB HCCIENOBaHUM OroMaTepHanos,
otoOpannbix y A.Haamproro cnernumanucramm Cekperapuara B
repManckoit wimauEKe «lllapure» ¥ 3aTeM IPOAHANU3MPOBAHHBIX B
nByx HasHaueHHsIX O3XO naboparopusx (noxymeHT S/1906/2020 ot
6 oxTstOpst 2020 T.), KOTOpEIE AEMOHCTPHPYIOT, uTO «A.HapanbHbri
HIOJBEPICSL BO3JEUCTBHIO TOKCHYHOIO XHMHKATa, NEHCTBYIOIIETO B
KauecTBE HHIMOMTOpa XONHHACTEpasbl. bHOMapkepel HHIHOMTODA
XONUHACTEPa3bl, OOHApyXXeHHBle B KkpoBH M Mode A.HasanbHoro,
UMEIOT CIPYKTYPHBIE XAapaKTepUCTHUKH, CXO0XHE C TOKCHYHEIMU
xuMukaTamu cruckos 1.A.14 u 1.A.15, kotopreie OpuTH [OOABIEHE] B
Ipunoxenune mo xumukaTaM kK K3XO na 24-# ceccun Kondepeniun
rocyzapcts-yuactaikoB K3XO B Host6pe 2019 rosa. 10T HHTHOUTOP
XONMHA3CTEpassl He BHeceH B IIpunoxenue no xuMukaram K3XO».

4, Tlo 3aBepuIeHMM KOHCYJIbTalMA B MOCKBE COBMECTHOE C
POCCHMCKAMY CIIENHATMCTaAMH HCCIEJOBAHNE OCTAaBIIMXCSA OOBEMOB
orobpannsix y A.Hasamsroro B Omcke OmomaTepHajioB Ha 0ase
ceprudunupoBansot O3XO 62-if nmaboparopun «HHWM ruruens,
npoduaroorurt U sKoyorun genosexkan OMBA Poccun (r.Cabkr-
IlerepOypr) ¢ HCIIONB30BAaHHEM JUIL 3THUX LEJed JOCTaBICHHBIX B
Poccuro mpepcraButenssMy  OpraHuzalldd  CHENUAIH3HPOBAHHOIO
00opymoOBaHMS ¥  PEakTHBOB  (QHAIOTHMYHBIX  TeM, KOTOpPHIC

NpUMEHSUINCh  TIPY  aHalu3e paHee 1po0, OTOOpaHHBEIX Y




A Hapanrgoro B ximauKe «llapute», B IByX ApYruX Ha3HAYCHHBIX
TabopaToPHIX).

5. Pe3ynpTaThl KOHCYJIbTAlMHA B MOCKBE II0 CHTyallid BOKPYT
A.HaanpHOT0 IIPU3BaHBI cI10c0OCTBOBATH OIIpEIeNeHNIO
POCCHUCKUMH MPaBOOXPAHUTENBHEIMI OpraHaMyl IIPU3HAKOB COCTaBa
BO3MO’KHOTO IIPECTYIUIeH s Ha TeppuTopuu Poccuiickoit Menepanyu.

BripaxkaeM Takxke HaleXIy Ha OIEpaTHBHOE PaCCMOTPEHUE CO
croponbl CekperapuaTa POCCHHACKMX MPEJIOKEHUH 110 COXCSPKAHHIO
IUIAHAPYEMOTO K IIOJIKCAHHWIO JBYCTOPOHHETO MEMOpaHAyMa O
B3aVMOIIOHHMAHHMY OTHOCUTENBHO YKAa3aHHOIO BU3HTA.

[Tpumure, Bame IIpeBOCXOAUTENECTBO, YBEPEHUS B MOEM

BEChEMa BBICOKOM YBaXKCHUU.

/ Anexcamgp HIVJIBI'TH




Unofficial translation from Russian

HOCTOSTHHBIA IIPEJCTABUTEJID
POCCHUMICKOM ®EJEPAITNI
IIPY OPTAHU3AIIAH 11O 3ATIPEINEHUIO
XAUMHYECKOI'O OPY KU

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE

OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
A6
The Hague, 7 November 2020
Excellency,

Let me thank you for your prompt reaction (L/ODG/224391/20
dated October 26, 2020) to the Russian aide-mémoire about the
Technical Assistance Visit (TAV) under Article VIII (38) (e) of the
CWC. At the same time we are surprised by the free and broad
interpretation by the Technical Secretariat (Secretariat) of the
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) of the
Russian proposals in the context of technical modalities for the
Mission. We proceed from the fact that all the parameters of a TAV
are to be determined exclusively by a requesting side, as it was, in
particular, in cases of Malaysia, the UK and Germany.

I would like to assure you that the Russian Federation is
interested in launching the practical cooperation with the OPCW

experts and kindly expects the Secretariat to promptly agree to the

H.E. MR FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR-GENERAL
OF THE TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT OF THE OPCW

The Hague
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proposed parameters of the TAV that were presented earlier as
follows.

1. The experts of the Secretariat are welcome to Moscow for
consultations and taking appropriate measures with regard to the
“poisoning” of A.Navalny that is being declared by some Western
countries.

2 During the visit we intend to examine and discuss with the
OPCW experts the results of the analysis of the biomedical samples of
A.Navalny collected by Russian specialists in the course of providing
him the first aid in Omsk.

3. We also plan to discuss the results of the analysis of the
biomedical samples of A.Navalny collected by the OPCW team at
“Charite Hospital” in Berlin and then analyzed by the OPCW
designated laboratories (document S/1906/2020 dated 6 October
2020), which demonstrate that “A.Navalny was exposed to a toxic
chemical acting as a cholinesterase inhibitor. The biomarkers of the
cholinesterase inhibitor found in Mr Navalny’s blood and urine
samples have similar structural characteristics as the toxic chemicals
belonging to schedules 1.A.14 and 1.A.15 that were added to the
Annex on Chemicals to the Convention during the 24™ session of the
Conference of the States Parties in November 2019. This
cholinesterase inhibitor is not listed in the Annex on Chemicals to the
Convention.”

4. Upon completion of consultations in Moscow, the OPCW
experts are invited to jointly study with Russian specialists the
remaining volumes of biomaterials collected from A.Navalny in Omsk
at the OPCW-certified “62™ Laboratory of Chemical Analytical
Control and Biotesting, Research Institute of Hygiene, Occupational
Pathology and Human Ecology (RIHOPHE)” of the Federal Medical-
Biological Agency of Russia (Saint-Petersburg) using the specialized
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equipment and reagents delivered to Russia by representatives of the
Secretariat (similar to those used in two other designated OPCW
laboratories for the analysis of samples previously taken from
A.Navalny at the “Charite Hospital™).

5. The results of consultations in Moscow are intended to assist
the Russian law enforcement agencies in establishing any possible
evidence of a crime (corpus delicti) on the territory of the Russian
Federation.

We also hope for a prompt consideration by the Secretariat of
the Russian proposals regarding the content of a bilateral
Memorandum of Understanding with regards to the TAV, which is
provided for signature.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest

consideration.

Alexander SHULGIN




OPCW

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 26 October 2020
L/ODG/224391/20

Excellency,Q2¢ :%% " - o &\o - /

I refer to the aide-mémoire presented by the Russian Federation to the Technical Secretariat
(Secretariat) of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW or
Organisation) during the meeting that took place at the OPCW on Friday, 16 October. This
letter responds, in a structured manner, to the points set out in the aide-mémoire, and to the
questions orally raised by the Russian Federation during the meeting in relation to the
privileges and immunities applicable to the Secretariat in the Russian Federation.

1. As communicated to you in my letter of 2 October, the Secretariat stands ready to
provide assistance to the Russian Federation under Article VIII (38)(e) of the
Chemical Weapons Convention (Convention). To expedite the issuance of visas, the
composition of the team will be shared with you as soon as the parameters and the
scope of the visit have been finalised. :

2. This visit is of a technical nature. For the protection of the privacy and identity of
experts involved in the mission, the Secretariat requests that there be no media
presence.

3. The composition of the team is and shall remain confidential. Other details of the
technical assistance visit, including the dates, location, and duration of the visit will
have to remain confidential at least until after the mission is completed. After
completion of the visit, the communication of information related to it will be the
decision of the Russian Federation authorities.

4. In order to most efficiently conduct this technical assistance visit, the Secretariat
would like to suggest that the Russian Federation collate all elements related to the
samples it collected from Mr. Navalny, those analysed by the Russian Federation, in
which Russian experts did not find any traces of nerve agents, as well as the
remaining volumes of biomaterials which may be used for analysis. Such elements
would include information on the medical condition of Mr. Navalny and on the
treatment he received.

5. The Secretariat also stands ready to receive transcripts of and to interview, in person
or remotely, medical experts who treated Mr. Navalny, and experts who analysed the
samples taken by the Russian Federation.

6. The Secretariat will also stand ready to receive information related to the analytical
method(s) and equipment used by Russian experts to conduct their analysis, and to
receive any data related to the collection, conservation, transport and, when
applicable, analysis of the samples that will help establish the chain of custody of
samples and activities related to them.

H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin

Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation
to the OPCW

Andries Bickerweg 2

2517 JP The Hague
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7. In addition, the Secretariat is ready to receive samples from the Russian Federation,
which the Secretariat will then dispatch to designated laboratories for analysis. The
results of the analysis will be considered by the Secretariat and included in its report
of the technical assistance visit to the Russian Federation.

8. In this regard, the Secretariat will require written confirmation that it is authorised
under domestic Russian law to be granted access to and receive the medical record,
the samples and their analysis held by the Russian Federation. In addition, the
Secretariat will need Mr. Navalny's written consent for such elements to be shared.

9. The Russian Federation has requested the opportunity to discuss with the Secretariat
the results of the laboratory analysis of the samples taken by the Secretariat from Mr.
Navalny in the Federal Republic of Germany (Germany). The Secretariat has liaised
with Germany on that matter. In response, the German Government has informed the
Secretariat that it is not in a position to authorise it to share with the Russian
Federation the full report of the technical assistance visit performed in Germany. It
invited the Secretariat to refer to the version of the report that was circulated through
the Secretariat.

10. With regard to the privileges and immunities governing the technical assistance visit,
Article VIII (48) provides that the Organisation shall enjoy in any place under the
jurisdiction or control of a State Party such privileges and immunities as are necessary
for the exercise of its functions. In line with Article VIII (48) and Article VIII (50) of
the Convention, a written agreement such as the draft Memorandum of Understanding
proposed by the Russian Federation in response to the draft ad hoc privilege and
immunities agreement presented by the Secretariat, will enable the Secretariat to
conduct the requested visit under Article VIII (38)(e). In addition, the Secretariat will
share shortly its suggested edits to the draft Memorandum of Understanding.

11. In relation to your question of who may sign an agreement on behalf of the Russian
Federation, the choice of governmental official who will sign the agreement is a
matter within the discretion of the Russian Federation. With respect to the temporal
duration of the rights and obligations under this agreement, the privileges and
immunities conferred to the members of the team would apply from the moment of
arrival on your territory and continue after the visit has come to an end with respect to
acts performed in the exercise of the Secretariat’s official functions. With respect to
your query about the clause concerning COVID-19, the Secretariat would be grateful
to receive information about the health and safety measures applicable to international
civil servants and/or diplomats visiting the Russian Federation for official duties.

12. I note that the present letter is a continuation of the discussion between the Secretariat
and the Russian Federation pertaining to the letter that you handed to me during the
sitting of the Executive Council on 6 October 2020. I also note that the Russian
Federation has requested all previous communications on this matter to be circulated
to States Parties. On this basis, and in continuation with the practice on this matter, I
would therefore be most grateful if you could provide formal authorisation for your
aide-mémoire and the present letter to be shared with States Parties.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highgst considération.

///Fernando Arias
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- The OPCW Technical Secretariat (TS) experts are welcome to Moscow for

consultations and taking appropriate measures with regard to the "poisoning" of
A Navalny that is being declared by some States Parties on any day, starting from
October 19, 2020.

- During the visit of the OPCW TS experts we intend to examine and discuss
with them the results of the analysis of the biomedical samples of A.Navalny
collected by Russian specialists in the course of providing him the first aid in

Omsk.

- We also plan to discuss the results of the analysis of the biomedical
samples of A.Navalny collected by the OPCW team at “Charite Hospital” in Berlin
and then analyzed by the OPCW designated laboratories (TS Note S/1906/2020),
which demonstrate that “A.Navalny was exposed to a toxic chemical acting as a
cholinesterase inhibitor. The biomarkers of the cholinesterase inhibitor found in Mr
Navalny’s blood and urine samples have similar structural characteristics as the
toxic chemicals belonging to schedules 1.A.14 and 1.A.15 that were added to the
Annex on Chemicals to the Convention during the 24™ session of the Conference
of the States Parties in November 2019. This cholinesterase inhibitor is not listed

in the Annex on Chemicals to the Convention.”

- Upon completion of consultations in Moscow, the OPCW experts are
invited to jointly study with Russian specialists of the remaining volumes of
biomaterials collected from A.Navalny in Omsk at the OPCW-certified “62nd
Laboratory of Chemical Analytical Control and Biotesting, Research Institute of
Hygiene, Occupational Pathology and Human Ecology (RIHOPHE)” of the
Federal Medical-Biological Agency of Russia (Saint-Petersburg) using the
specialized equipment and reagents delivered to Russia by representatives of the
OPCW TS (similar to those used in two other designated OPCW laboratories for
the analysis of samples previously taken from A.Navalny at the “Charite

Hospital™).
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- The results of consultations in Moscow are intended to assist the Russian
law enforcement agencies in establishing any possible evidence of a crime (corpus

delicﬁ) on the territory of the Russian Federation.



OPCW

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 21 October 2020
L/ODG/224369/20
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Excellency,

Referring to your letter of 8 October concerning the activities undertaken by the Technical
Secretariat of the OPCW (hereinafter, "the Secretariat") in response to the request for
technical assistance by the Federal Republic of Germany under the provisions of Article VIII,
paragraph 38(e) of the Chemical Weapons Convention (hereinafter, "the Convention") in
regard to the case of Mr Alexei Navalny, please see the following pertinent points.

Your letter reflects once again your intense professional activity and the special interest you
always show for the work of the OPCW.

You will recall that, on 6 October, during the 95" Session of the Executive Council, I
provided to the States Parties a detailed account of the timelines and the activities undertaken
by the Secretariat in response to the German request.

Please find attached, for your perusal, a copy of my statement.
Allow me to outline some important elements from this statement.

From the beginning of September, I had personal contacts with the State Secretary of the
Federal Foreign Office of Germany, Mr Miguel Berger.

On 3 September, the State Secretary sent me a letter, informing me that German experts had
found that a nerve agent from the so-called “Novichok group” could be determined as the
source of this poisoning.

On 4 September, Germany requested the Secretariat, through a note verbale, to come and
collect its own samples directly from the victim.

On 5 September, 1 dispatched a team of experts from the Secretariat to Germany to
independently collect biomedical samples from Mr Navalny.

H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin /
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation

to the OPCW

Andries Bickerweg 2

2517 JP The Hague

OPCW Johan de Wittlaan 32 2517 JR The Hague Netherlands fernando.arias@opew.org



Samples were collected on 6 September, taken to the OPCW Laboratory, and kept in OPCW
custody, until further decision by the German Government.

On 11 September, the Secretariat received a note verbale from the Permanent Representation
of Germany to the OPCW, requesting it to proceed with the analysis of the samples collected
by the OPCW team of experts under the formal procedure for a TAV, through the OPCW
Designated Laboratories network.

On 14 September, the German Government made public that it had requested our assistance
under Article VIII subparagraph 38(e) of the Convention.

On 5 October, the Secretariat shared its report of the Technical Assistance Visit with
Germany.

Additionally, on 16 October, I received a letter from Ambassador, Permanent Representative
of Germany to the OPCW, Gudrun Linger, attached to this letter, related to the information
Germany provided to the OPCW with regard to the analysis made by German experts.

This letter confirms that, on 11 September and on 14 September, the Spokesperson of the
German Ministry of Defense, Mr Collatz, made it clear that the Secretariat has never received
any detailed analysis results from the German side.

The sole elements given by Germany to the Secretariat were contained in the above
mentioned letter from Mr Miguel Berger from 3 September, in which he informed me that
German experts had found that a nerve agent from the so-called “Novichok group” could be
determined as the source of this poisoning.

No other element of the analysis ordered by the German authorities in Germany were shared
with the Secretariat.

Moreover, I want to underline the obligation of the Secretariat to maintain the confidentiality
of information related to deployments, would they be inspections, missions or technical
assistance visits (hereinafter, "TAVs").

Accordingly, information related to such deployments is not shared with States Parties.

Only certain operational details (security, visa requests, certain logistics, etc.) are necessary
for the conduct of a deployment and are accordingly solely discussed with the visited State
Party ahead of or during a deployment.

This information is not shared with other States Parties, unless explicitly consented or
requested by the visited State Party, in this case Germany.

It is on this basis that the information provided to you by the Secretariat since the beginning
of September was always correct and accurate, and also in line with the rules of
confidentiality and the exclusive rights of Germany to decide what information it wishes to
share with the States Parties. /



The Secretariat applied the same rules to its public statements shared with States Parties
related to the TAV to Germany.

All the activities undertaken by the Secretariat in relation to Germany were based on official
written requests made by the German authorities in the form of letters or notes verbales.

In this connection, you will also find attached the two notes verbales sent by Germany to the
Secretariat with regard to the TAV, as authorised by the German authorities to be shared.

Further to these elements, I cannot comment on anything related to bilateral issues between
Germany and the Russian Federation.

In relation to your comments about the report of the Fact-Finding Mission on the chemical
weapon attack that took place in Douma on 7 April 2018, I can only reiterate the many
statements of the Secretariat on this matter.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highegt consideration.

‘AF(v:‘ d {‘7

Eernando Arias




Statement by the Director-General under sub-item 6(g) on the
Navalny case

Mr Chair,
Excellencies,
Distinguished delegates,

| take the floor today, to inform you about all the actions undertaken by the
OPCW Secretariat in relation to the alleged poisoning by a nerve agent of Mr
Alexei Navalny, a Russian citizen.

The Secretariat followed this issue with the utmost attention since it first
surfaced in media from all around the world.

From the outset, | ensured daily coordination with the top management of the
Secretariat and contacts with a number of concerned States Parties.

From the beginning of September, | had personal contacts with the State
Secretary of the Federal Foreign Office of Germany, Mr Miguel Berger.

On 3 September, the State Secretary sent me a letter, informing me that German
experts had found that a nerve agent from the so-called “Novichok group” could
be determined as the source of this poisoning.

Mr Miguel Berger kept me informed about the considerations by the German
government on the exact way of involving the OPCW, notably with regard to
collecting samples directly from the victim.

| assured State Secretary Berger of the Secretariat’s readiness to assist.

We commented that, in order to perform proper analyses, samples would need
to be taken by OPCW experts at the earliest.

Otherwise, any possible toxic agents may degrade, rendering the exercise moot.

On this basis, the Secretariat adopted specific preparatory measures to be ready
to respond to any request from Germany.

On 4 September, Germany requested the Secretariat, through a note verbale, to
come and collect its own samples directly from the victim.

This request was made under Article VIII, subpagraph 38(e) of the Chemical
Weapons Convention.

Under the provisions of this article, the Secretariat shall provide technical
assistance and technical evaluation to States Parties in the implementation of the

1



provisions of the Convention, including the evaluation of scheduled and
unscheduled chemicals.

On 5 September, | dispatched a team of experts from the Secretariat to Germany
to independently collect biomedical samples from Mr Navalny.

Samples were collected on 6 September, taken to the OPCW Laboratory, and
kept in OPCW custody, until further decision by the German Government.

On 11 September, the Secretariat received a note verbale from the Permanent
Representation of Germany to the OPCW, requesting it to proceed with the
analysis of the samples collected by the OPCW team of experts under the
formal procedure for a TAV, through the OPCW Designated Laboratories
network.

On 14 September, the German Government made public that it had requested
our assistance under Article VIII subparagraph 38(e) of the Convention.

Germany also made public that not only its experts, but also experts from
France and Sweden, had established the use of a nerve agent belonging to the
Novichok group.

On 5 October, yesterday, the Secretariat shared its report of the Technical
Assistance Visit with Germany.

Samples analyses results were received from OPCW designated laboratories,
confirming that traces of a nerve agent, from an unscheduled subgroup of the
so-called Novichok family, was discovered in Mr Navalny’s blood samples.

Germany has decided to make public the summary of this report, and it has been
shared both with States Parties and on the OPCW website.

During the entire period, the Secretariat was also in contact with the Permanent
Representation of the Russian Federation to the OPCW.

Its representatives informed the Secretariat that Russia had performed two tests
on blood samples taken from Mr Navalny, in Omsk, and in Moscow, and that
both analyses had shown no trace of any nerve agent.

Moreover, on 1 October, last week, | received a letter from Ambassador
Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation to the OPCW.

In this letter, the basic contents of which have been shared with the public by
the Russian Federation, the Ambassador requested the Secretariat to dispatch
experts to the Russian Federation in order to cooperate with Russian experts to



study the results of analyses of Mr Navalny’s biological samples, to establish
evidence of a possible crime on the territory of the Russian Federation.

| responded the next day, on 2 October, through a letter to the Ambassador
assuring him that the Secretariat stands ready to provide the requested
assistance.

| informed him that a team of experts could be deployed on short notice.

| also sought from him clarifications as to under which provisions of the
Chemical Weapons Convention or relevant OPCW Policy-Making Organ
decisions, the Russian Federation would like this assistance to be delivered.

Namely under Article VIII, subpagraph 38(e) of the Chemical Weapons
Convention and under paragraph 20 of the decision adopted by the Conference
of the States Parties on 27 June 2018.

| thanked him for his letter, as it demonstrates the Russian Federation’s trust in
the Secretariat’s independence and expertise to assist States Parties.

Let me reiterate here that, under the Chemical Weapons Convention, poisoning
of an individual through the use of a nerve agent is considered a use of chemical
weapons.

The results now obtained constitute a matter of grave concern.

Despite the addition of several chemicals and families belonging to the category
of nerve agents to the CWC schedules by the Conference of the States Parties
only last year, we find ourselves confronted with another case of use of yet
another chemical weapon, from the same category, currently not scheduled.

It is therefore important for you, the States Parties to the Chemical Weapons
Convention, to uphold the norm you have decided to universally adhere to more
than a quarter of a century ago.

| invite you to consider this matter with the utmost attention.

Thank you./.
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Permanent Representation
of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the OPCW

File No. CW 370.45/08-38
Verbal Note No. 26 /2020

Verbal Note

The Permanent Representation of the Federal Republic of Germany to the OPCW pre-
sents its compliments to the Technical Secretariat of the Organisation for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons and has the honour to transmit the enclosed letter of the Permanent Rep-
resentative, Ambassador Gudrun Lingner, to the attention of the Director General.

The Permanent Representation of the Federal Republic of Germany to the Organisation
for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons avails itself of this opportunity to renew to the Tech-
nical Secretariat of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons the assurances
of its highest consideration.

The Hague, 04 September 2020

Technical Secretariat of the
Organisation for the Prohibition of
Chemical Weapons (OPCW)
Office of the Director-General

The Hague



* Permanent Representation
é of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the OPCW

NL-2517 EG Den Haag, Groot Hertoginnelaan 18-20 Tel +31 (0) 70 342 0616

His Excellency Fernando Arias Ambassador Gudrun Lingner
Director General of the Permanent Representative of the
OPCW Federal Republic of Germany

Johan de Wittlaan 32 to the OPCW

2517 JR The Hague

Netherlands

The Hague, 04 September 2020

ARTICLE VIII 38 (E): EVALUATION OF CHEMICALS
Your Excellency,

My State Secretary of the Federal Foreign Office Miguel Berger wrote to you on 03 Sep-
tember to inform you about the findings regarding the poisoning of the Russian citizen Mr.
Alexei Nawalny.

In this context Germany would like to invite the Technical Secretariat to send a team of

experts to Germany to provide technical assistance in accordance with Article VIII 38 (e).
Therefore, Germany would like to invite the OPCW to send a team of technical experts to
Berlin to collect samples from M. Alexei Nawalny. The samples’ transmission to OPCW

reference laboratories should only take place after the consent by Germany.
I suggest that the Head of the OPCW Laboratory liaise directly with experts to arrange
administrative and other relevant organizational matters to progress this urgent matter as

quickly and as efficiently as possible.

I would be most grateful for the Technical Secretariat’s expertise and assistance on the
matter.

Yours sincerely, 4 :
| (/(//» /)Zbu N
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Permanent Representation
of the Federal Republic of Germany
to the OPCW

NL-2517 EG Den Haag, Groot Hertoginnelaan 18-20 Tel +31 (0) 70 342 0616

His Excellency Fernando Arias Ambassador Gudrun Lingner
Director General of the Permanent Representative of the
OPCW Federal Republic of Germany

Johan de Wittlaan 32 to the OPCW

2517 JR The Hague

Netherlands

The Hague, 11 September 2020

ARTICLE VIII 38 (E): EVALUATION OF CHEMICALS
Your Excellency,

I’m referring to my letter dated 4 September 2020 inviting the Technical Secretariat to pro-
vide technical assistance in accordance with Article VIII 38 (e) in the case of Mr Alexei

Nawalny.

Reacting to this request the Technical Secretariat sent a team of experts to Germany to col-
lect samples from Mr Alexei Nawalny. I can now inform you that my government decided
to request the OPCW to send the samples to OPCW reference laboratories for further anal-

ysis according to the rules of procedure of your organization.

Let me reiterate that my government is most grateful for the OPCW assistance on this mat-
ter.

Yours sincerely,




m Permanent Representation
& of the Federal Republic of Germany

to the OPCW
NL-2517 EG Den Haag, Groot Hertoginnelaan 18-20 Tel +31 (0) 70 342 0616
His Excellency Fernando Arias Ambassador Gudrun Lingner
Director General of the Permanent Representative of the
Federal Republic of Germany
OPCW . to the OPCW
Johan de Wittlaan 32
2517 JR The Hague
Netherlands

The Hague, 16 October 2020

Comment on letter from the Russian Permanent Representative to the Director Gen-
eral, dated 8 October

— Your Excellency, dear Director General

I would like to thank you for sharing with all States Parties the letter from the Permanent
Representative of the Russian Federation to the OPCW dated October 8, 2020 and make a
few comments with regard to the content of this letter.

Regarding the circumstances of the technical support requested by Germany from the OPCW
in the Navalny case, [ would like to draw the attention to the report provided by my govern-
ment, which was made available to all States Parties today, October 161 2020, as requested
(DCN D022141).

In his above-mentioned letter, the Russian Permanent Representative refers to a statement
made by a Spokesperson of the German Ministry of Defence, Mr. Collatz, on 9" September
during a press conference. With regard to this statement, I would like to point out that Mr.
Collatz himself has made it clear in two following press conferences on 11" and 14" Sep-
tember that the OPCW has never received any detailed analysis results from the German
side.

With regard to what my Russian colleague labels a “thorough talk with colleagues from the
Permanent Representation of the Federal Republic of Germany to the OPCW” on 17" Sep-
tember, I would like to confirm that I indeed paid a courtesy visit to the Permanent Repre-
sentative of the Russian Federation on 17" September. During this courtesy call, Ambassa-
dor Shulgin and a colleague from the Russian delegation asked me many questions. Among



other things, they inquired at what moment Germany had decided to request the analysis of
biomedical samples taken from Mr. Navalny. I answered this question truthfully: The deci-
sion to ask for an analysis by designated OPCW laboratories was taken in Berlin on 11
September. Following this decision, the appropriate procedures were initiated immediately.

I hope that the provided clarifications are helpful and would kindly ask you to circulate this
letter to all States Parties as an official document of the 95" session of the Executive Council
as well as of the 25™ session of the Conference of the States Parties.

Thank you once again for your continuous support.

Yours sincerely,



IOCTOSIHHBII IPEACTABUTEJID
POCCHMICKOM ®EJIEPALINI
P OPT AHU3AIIMM 11O 3ATIPEIIEHIIO
XVUMIYECKOI'O OPYKHUSI

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

I"aara, L » oxTs6pst 2020 T.

Bamre IIpeBocXouTeNBCTBO,

Briayxnen o6patuThcs K BaM 1o Bompocy, HEmocpeIcTBEHHO
3aTparuBalOieMy OCHOBHBIE MPUHIUIBI paboThl TexXHWUecKoro
cexperapuata O3XO0O (manee — CexpeTapuar), IPU3BAHHOI0, COTTIACHO
nosiokeHussM KOHBEHIIMM O 3ampelieH’H XUMHUYECKOTO OpPYKHS
(nanee — Kousenmus), obecreunBath OecriepeOOMHOE BBIOTHEHUE
roCy/IapCTBaMU-YIaCTHUKAMHU CBOUX 0053aTebCcTB 10 KOHBEHIIHH.

Kax w3BectHo, 2 centsOps c.r. IlpaBurensctBo OPIT co
CCBUIKOM Ha cHenuanu3upoBaHHylo Jnaboparopmio bynjuecBepa
3asiBWIO O TOM, 4To «A.HaBanpHbI cTan >XepTBOW OTpaBieHUS
BEIIECTBOM  HEPBHO-NAPAIUTHYECKOT0  JAEMCTBUSL W3  TPYIIIEI
«HoBHUKOB»Y. |

3 centsibps c.r. crarc-cekperapsr MUJ[ ®OPI" M.Beprep
HanpaBwil Ha Bamle HMMs IMCBMO, B KOTOPOM KOHCTATHPOBAI
«(IIpUMeHeHue MPOTUB TI-Ha HaBambHOTO 0O0EBOTO OTPABIISIONIETO
BeIlleCTBa HEPBHO-TAPAIUTUYECKOT0 NeUcTBUS». B TOT e JeHb

CexpeTapraT BBIIYCTHJI IPECC-PENIU3 C BBIPAXKEHUEM T'OTOBHOCTH

E.IL. I'-HY ®EPHAHJIO APHACY
I'EHEPAJIBHOMY JHUPEKTOPY
TEXHMYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHATA O3XO

r.'aara
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OKazaTh cojeiicTBre TI000MY 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOMY TIOCYHapCTBY-
YUACTHUKY.

9 ceHTsOpss C.I. oQUIMANbHBIE IPEACTABUTENN I'ePMAHCKUX
BJIACTEH — 3aMECTHUTENh OQHUIMATBHOTO MpeIcTaBuTeIss MHUHOOOPOHEI
OPI' A.Komrarn ® 3aMeCTUTENb OQUIUAIBHOIO INPEICTABUTEIS
IIpasutensctBa ®PT” M.Owutr 3asBuimm o ToM, 9To «O3XO0 mosyywina
OT TEepMaHCKOH CTOPOHBI pe3yNbTaThl aHaIM30B». PyKOBOICTBO
Cexperaprara, K KOMy MbI 0OpaTHINCH 332 Pa3bACHEHMAME B TOT JKeE
TIeHb, OIPOBEPTIIO COOOMICHWS TIepMaHCKUX OQUIMANLHEIX JIHII,
3a4BUB O TOM, YTO «OT ['epMaHWU 10 CHX IIOp HUYEro He ITOCTYIajo:
HY pe3yJIbTaThl aHANM30B, HU KaKue-I10o0 Apyrue JOKYMEHTHI, KpoMe
muckMa crarc-cekperaps MUJ[ OPT” M.Beprepa ot 3 ceHTIOps C.I.».

11 centss6ps c.r. [TocTosHHOE TIpeficTaBUTENBCTBO Poccuu pu
O3XO obparmiocs B CexpeTapuar ¢ IIpoch00H MPOKOMMEHTUPOBATH
coobmenue Hemelrkoro mganus «Der Spiegel» o Tom, 4To meneraius
skcreproB O3XO 5-6  ceHTsOpsic.r. mOOBIBaZa B IOCIHUTANE
«[lapute», The nomyuuia Ipobsl A.Hapampnoro. B oreer Ham
BEUEpPOM TOTO JK€ IHA 3auuTald 3asBleHue oT Bamero wmenn
cinenytomero comepxanmst:  «Traditionnellement le  Secrétariat
technique s’abstient de tous les commentaires au sujet de publications
dans la presse. De méme que le Secrétariat technique a les contacts
avec les Russes il maintient les contacts avec les Allemands. Les
Allemands continuent toujours de réfléchir a la meilleur fagon
d’engager le Secrétariat technique s’agissant de I’affaire Navalny»
(Tpammmonno CeKpeTapuar BO3JEPKHBACTCS OT KOMMEHTAPUCB II0
nyOnukanusM B 1pecce. IIofoOHO TOMy, Kak MbI HaXOJUMCHA B
KOHTAaKTe ¢ Bamu, MBI HAXOIUMCS B KOHTaKTe€ M C Te€PMaHCKOH
cropoHoit. HeMIipl Bce elle IMpofo/bKaloT PasMBIIUIATE HaJl TeM, Kak
HawinyuniM obpazoMm  3aneiictBoBaTh (Cekperapuar, KacaTelbHO

«nena HaBampHOTO»).



[Ipu »TOoM Ha HAIIKM YTOYHSIONIIHME BOIIPOCHI, IHOJYUHI JIX
CexperapuaT OT TepMaHCKOM CTOPOHBI YTO-IHOO IO «IOChE
HagamsHoro», HaM CHOBa OBUIO 3asIBIIEHO: KHUYETO — HU PE3yIhTaTOB
aHAM30B P00, HU OMOMAaTepHalioB — HE IOJy4alld, KpoMe IHChMa
ctarc-cekperaps MIJ[ ®PI" M.beprepa ot 3 ceHTsIOpst C.T.%.

14 centsbps c.r. IlpaBurensctBo OPI" — Hapsanmy c
uHpopManmeil o moATBepXkAeHWH NaboparopusMu DpaHIMM U
HIBeruu pe3ynpTaToOB, IOJNYYEHHBIX HEMEIKMMHA BOCHHBIMH, —
coobImmiIo 0 HampasieHUH bepnuHoMm 3ampoca B Cexperapuar o0
OKa3aHHU TEXHMYECKOTO cojelicTBus 1o myHKTY 38 (e) crateu VIII
Koupennuu. beuto Taxke nmomguepkuyro, 4to «O3XO yxe otobpana
poOs1 y A.HaBanpHOTO U IIpeIIpuHsia HeoOXOJUMbIe Iard JJS UxX
M3y9eHUS B Ha3HAUCHHBIX J1a00paToOpUsIXy.

B sTOT e NeHh MBI BHOBb OOPaTHIHMCH 332 Pa3zbSCHEHUSIMHU B
Cexperapuar. Ham oTBeTH M, 9TO K 3TOMY 3asBICHUIO HEMEIKUX
Biacreil 106aBuTh 6osbIe Hedero. CocaaBmuchk Ha monuTuky O3XO0
B obyacti KoHbuAeHIManbHOCTH, CekperapuaT NPeJIOKAI HaMm
3a/1aBaTh BCEe MHTEPECYIOIIHE HAC BOIPOCH HEIOCPECTBEHHO
repMaHCKOU CTOPOHE.

MBI  BOCHONB30BATUCH  OTUM  COBETOM  PYKOBOJCTBA
CekperapriaTa ¢ IIOMHTEPECOBAIMCh Yy HallMX KOJUIEr U3
IToctmpencrea @PI" mpu O3X0 ux Bepcueil Toro, kak IIpaBuTtenbcTBO
["epManuy HajTaXUBaI0 B3auMoieiicTBre ¢ CeKpeTapraToM.

17 ceHtsabps c.T. MpoBesd 00CTOSATENEHYIO Oecely ¢ KoyleraMu
u3 [ToctnpencrBa OPI" mpu O3XO, KOTOPBIE YTOYHUIH, YTO PEIICHNE
Bepnuna o mpusnedennn CexpeTapumaTa K B3aUMOLCHCTBHIO IIO
nyukty 38 (e) crarem VIII KouBeninuu ObUIO IPHHSTO B ﬁﬂTHHuy
BedepoM 11 cenrsibpsi c.r., mocne wero 12-13 ceHtsOpst c.I. Bce
JIOKyMeHTHI ObuTu Hepenassl B O3X0 s 3a1rycka COOTBETCTBYIOIMX

nporneayp. B ToT xe nenb, To ecTh 17 ceHTsabps c.r., Cexperapuar
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BBIIYCTHJI OYepesHON TIpecc-pelii3, TIe MOATBEpIMI oOpalleHue
repMAaHCKOM  CTOPOHBI 32  TEXHMYECKHM  COJECHCTBHEM IO
BBIIIIEYKA3AHHON CTaThe, MOJal KaK CBEPUIMBIIMHCSI (QaxT oTOOop
cnenuanucraMd O3X0 GuomMenunuHckux 1pod y A.HaBansHoro mis
UX aHaJn3a B HA3HAYCHHBIX J1a00paTOPHIX.

Bmecte ¢ Tem B odunmansHoit HoTe Iloctrpencrsa ®OPI' npu
03XO0, nmanpasnenno#t B aapec lloctnpencrsa Poccun mpu O3XO
2 OKTAOpst C.I., TOBOpUTCS O ToM, 4To «I'epmanus obpaTunach B
Texnpmyeckuif cexperapuaT ¢ IIPOCKOOH OKazaTh TEXHUYECKOE
copeiicteue B coorBerctBum ¢ 1.38 (e) crarsu VI 4 ceHTsOps»,
mpudYeM 3TO cofedicTBHe «obpeno dopmy orbopa mpob y T-Ha
Anexces HaBanpHOTO JUIsSl MX aHANIN3a B Ha3HAYCHHBIX J1a00PATOPUIX
O3XO».

B »TOi ke HOTe HOCTIipe,ZICTBa OPI' npu O3XO nmHUYHO
yTBEepIXKIaeTCs, 9TO  JIBYCTOPOHHEE  POCCHUCKO-TePMaHCKOe
B3aMMOJICHCTBHE IO CHUTyalluu BOKpPYr A.HaBaipHOTO, Ha KOTOPOM
MBI HEH3MEHHO HaCcTauBaeM, SIKOOBI OCYIIECTBIISZIOCE B paMKax
Bctped Ilocma Poccum B ®PIN co crarc-cexperapem MM ©OPT
2 cearsops c.r. 1 llocna @PI' B Poccuum ¢ llepBEIM 3aMecTUTEIEM
Musnnctpa uHOCTpaHHBIX Jen Poccum 9 ceHTsaOps c.r., a Taike
TeNeOHHOTO Pa3roBOpa MHHMCTPOB HHOCTpaHHBIX Aell Poccum u
I'epmannn 15 ceHTSIOpst c.I. OTO YTBEpKIEHHE HE COOTBETCTBYET
geiicTBuTensHOCTH. B ykazaHHBIX Oecenax, JBE W3 KOTOPBIX
COCTOSUIACH, HMEHHO M0 HameMmy HacTosHuio (demanding request),
repMaHCKOH CTOpOHE OBLI afpecoBaH YETKUM NPHU3BIB IPEIOCTaBUTH
IpOOEI A.HasaneHoro u pe3yIbTaThl MX aHAJM30B B COOTBETCTBUU C
HanpaBieHHeIMH B bepnun I'eHepanbHOM IpokypaTypodl Poccuu
o(HUIMATbHEIMI  3aIllpocaMy 00 OKa3aHUM IIPaBOBOM IIOMOIIKA B
IIPOBOJIIMOM ~ POCCHHCKMMH  IIPaBOOXPAHUTENBHBIMU  OpraHaMu

pacciefoBaHK npeaiionaraeMoro OTpPaBJICHU, 3aBCPIICHUC



KOTOPOTO SBJISETCS HEIPEMEHHBIM 3aKOHOATEIBHBIM YCIOBUEM JIJIS
BO3MOKHOTO BO30YXAEHUS MM COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO YrOJOBHOIO
nena. ['epmaHckas ke CTOpoOHa ILENEHANPaBIeHHO YKJIOHWIACH OT
IPEeAMETHOIO JUalora, HCIOIb30BaB IIEPEUYMCIEHHBIE KOHTAKTHI
VICKIIFOUXTEIIFHO UL BOCIIPOU3BEIEHUS U3BECTHRIX OOBUHEHUH, yTIPpo3
U yIIETUMaTyMOB B azipec Poccuu.

BosBpamasgce K  XpOHOJNOIMM KOHTAKTOB lepMaHwu ¢
Cexperapuarom O3XO, mpocunu Obl HE OTKa3arh B JIFOOE3HOCTH
YTOYHWUTH, Kakas U3 BEPCHM — HEMEIKOM CTOPOHbI WM JKE
Cexperaprara — SBISIETCS JOCTOBEPHOH.

He coutute, yBakaemblil I'-H ] €HepanbHBIA JUPEKTOP, HAITY
IIpoch0y 3a MEIOYHOE KPIOYKOTBOPCTRO. 3aJ[aHHBIC HAMHU BOIIPOCHI HE
npasassle. Jlosepue k Cexperaprary 0Kazaloch IOKOJIEOIIEHO, KOTIa
BCKPBIIUCh MaxuHallM{ IIpM IIOATOTOBKE Jl0KJaga Muccuu 1o
yCTaHOBIEHUIO (PaKkToB IO MHIMIeHTY B T. Jlyma 7 ampens 2018 r.
Kak crano u3BecTHO, B 4aCTHOCTH BO Bpems 1ByX 3acenanuit Cb OOH
mo  «popmyne Appua» 24 sHBaps w28 ceHTAOpS  C.T.,
IepBOHAYAIBHBIA JOKJIa] OBUI IEpernucaH B Yroay TpyIIe CTpaH,
Kotopas B HOub C 13 ma 14 ampens 2018 r. coBeprmia akT
HECIIPOBOIIMPOBAHHOM arpeccuu MpoTUB cyBepeHHor Cupuw.

Jeno o Tak HazelBaeMoOM oTpaBieHuH A.HaBanmpHOTO, KOTOpOE
ITpaButensctBo OPI" momaer yxe Kak [dokasaHHBIM dakT, a
IIPECIOBYTOe  «MEXKIYHapOJHOEe IapTHEPCTBO II0 Oopebe ¢
Oe3HaKa3aHHOCTBIO» IPEJCTaBIsIeT KaK MCTOPHIO, MOATBEPXKIEHHYIO
npopeccronanamu u3 O3X0, MOXKET UMETh Ype3BEIYaliHO CepPhe3HbIe
MexiyHapoassie nocieactsus. [lociy @PI' B MockBe OBII0 cenano
Ha DJTOT cueT IpexacrasileHue, Tak kak [IpasButensctBo OPT,
OTKa3bIBasICh YJOBIETBOPITH HAIM 3alPOCHl O IIPABOBOY ITOMOIIH,
mepeBoguT crpenky Ha O3XO0. B To xe Bpems Cexperapuar OTCHIIACT

HaC K HeEMIaM, CChLIasACh Ha IIOJIMTHKY II0 KOH(};)I/I,Z[GHIJ;I/IaJIBHOCTI/I.
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PasobpaTbcst B Bompoce 0 B3aumojeiicteun CekperapuaTa C
I'epmanmeit no «zueny HaBansHOro», yCTpaHHUTE SIBHLIE HECTBIKOBKA U
IPOTUBOPEYrs. — 9TO Jelo yectu Cekperapuara, ¢ paboToi KOTOPOIo
JIO0 CHX CBSI3BIBAIOTCS HaJIeXK/bl Ha BO3BpallleHue Hamel OpraHu3aiun
K TIpakTHKe pPaBHOIIPABHOIO B3aMMOYBAXKHUTEJIBHOI'O JHAIOTa B
HHTEpecax BCEX I'OCYNapCTB-yYaCTHUKOB, a HE TOJNBKO OTHENLHOI
TPYIIIBI CTPaH, KOTOPas MEITAETCS IOAMEHITh MEXIYHAPOTHOE TPaBO
Ha raarckoy INIOIaaKe CBOMMY COOCTBEHHBIMHE [IPaBUIaMHU.

B oxupganuu oTBeTa Ha NOCTAaBICHHBIE BOMPOCHI, IPOCHI OBI
Bac, yBaxaemsbldi I'eHepanbHBIM IHPEKTOp, PACIpPOCTPAHUTE 3STO
IHCEMO B KadecTBe OMUOMAIBHOTO ~JOKyMeHTa 95-i ceccum
HcnonmaurensHOoro coseTa, a Takxke 25-# ceccum Kondepennmum

TrocyaapCTB-y4acTHHKOB.

Anexcarnp HTYJIBI MTH



PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION

OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The Hague, “_8 ” October 2020

Your Excellency,

| am forced to address you on the matter directly related to the
fundamental principles of the work of the OPCW Technical
Secretariat (hereinafter, “the Secretariat™), which is, according to the
provisions of the Chemical Weapons Convention (hereinafter, “the
Convention”), meant to ensure the uninterrupted implementation by
the States Parties of their obligations under the Convention.

As is known, on 2 September this year, the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany, with reference to the Bundeswehr
specialised laboratory, stated that “A. Navalny has been the victim of
poisoning by a nerve agent from the Novichok group”.?

On 3 September this year, the State Secretary of Germany’s
Ministry of Foreign Affairs Mr Miguel Berger sent a letter addressed
to you in which he asserted “the use of a military-grade nerve agent
against Mr Navalny”. On that same day, the Secretariat issued a press

release expressing its willingness to assist any interested State Party.

H.E. MR FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR-GENERAL
OPCW TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT

The Hague

Translator’s Note: It was not possible to verify the original English rendering of the quotes referenced in
this note verbale.
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On 9 September this year, official representatives of German
authorities—Deputy Spokesperson of the German Ministry of
Defence A. Collatz and Deputy Spokesperson of the German
Government M. Fitz—announced that “the OPCW has received the
analysis results from the German side”. The management of the
Secretariat, from which we requested clarifications that same day,
contradicted the communication from German officials, stating that
“nothing has been received from Germany yet: neither analysis results
or any other documents other than the letter from the State Secretary
of the German Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Mr M. Berger, dated
3 September this year”.

On 11 September this year, the Permanent Representation of
Russia to the OPCW addressed the Secretariat with a request for a
comment on the report in the German publication “Der Spiegel” that a
delegation of OPCW experts had been at the Charité hospital on
5— 6 September, where it received samples from A. Navalny. In
response, on the evening of that same day, a statement in your name
was read out to us with the following content: “Traditionnellement le
Secrétariat technique s’abstient de tous les commentaires au sujet de
publications dans la presse. De méme que le Secrétariat technique a
les contacts avec les Russes il maintient les contacts avec les
Allemands. Les Allemands continuent toujours de réfléchir a la
meilleur facon d’engager le Secrétariat technique s’agissant de
I’affaire  Navalny” [“Traditionally, the Secretariat refrains from
commenting on media publications. Just as we are in contact with
you, we are in contact with the Germans. The Germans are still
deliberating on how best to involve the Secretariat regarding the
Navalny Affair”].

At the same time, in response to our questions to clarify

whether or not the Secretariat had received anything pertinent to the
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‘Navalny dossier’ from the German side, we were again informed:
“nothing—neither the results of sample analyses, nor biomaterials—
have been received other than the letter from the State Secretary of the
German Ministry of Foreign Affairs Mr M. Berger, dated 3 September
this year”.

On 14 September this year, the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany—together with information on the confirmation
by laboratories in France and Sweden of the results obtained by the
German military—reported that Berlin was sending a request to the
Secretariat for technical assistance under paragraph 38(e) of Article
V111 of the Convention. It was also underscored that “the OPCW has
already collected the samples from A. Navalny and taken the
necessary steps to examine them at designated laboratories”.

On that same day, we again requested clarification from the
Secretariat. The response was that there was nothing more to add to
the statement of the German authorities. With reference to the OPCW
policy on confidentiality, the Secretariat proposed that we bring all of
our questions of interest directly to the German side.

We made use of this advice from Secretariat management and
inquired with our colleagues from the Permanent Representation of
the Federal Republic of Germany to the OPCW as to their version of
how the Government of Germany was arranging cooperation with the
Secretariat.

On 17 September this year, a thorough talk was held with
colleagues from the Permanent Representation of the Federal Republic
of Germany to the OPCW, which indicated that Berlin’s decision to
involve the Secretariat under paragraph 38(e) of Article VIII of the
Convention was taken on Friday evening of 11 September this year,
after which on 12 — 13 September this year all documents were
transferred to the OPCW in order to initiate the appropriate



4

procedures. On that same day, i.e., 17 September this year, the
Secretariat issued another press release in which it confirmed that the
German side had requested technical assistance under the
aforementioned Article, and presented the collection of biomedical
samples from A. Navalny by OPCW specialists for analysis at
designated laboratories as a fait accompli.

Moreover, an official Note from the Permanent Representation
of the Federal Republic of Germany to the OPCW sent to the
Permanent Representation of Russia to the OPCW on 2 October this
year indicates that “[o]n 4 September 2020 Germany requested the
Technical Secretariat to provide technical assistance in accordance
with Article VIII, paragraph 38(e)”, noting that “[t]he form of the
technical assistance requested was the collection of samples from
Mr Alexei Navalny for analysis by OPCW designated laboratories”.

In the same Note from the Permanent Representation of the
Federal Republic of Germany to the OPCW, it is cynically asserted
that bilateral Russian-German cooperation on the situation concerning
A. Navalny, upon which we consistently insist, allegedly took place in
the meetings of the Ambassador of Russia in the Federal Republic of
Germany with the State Secretary of the Germany Ministry of Foreign
Affairs on 2 September this year, and the Ambassador of the Federal
Republic of Germany in Russia with the First Deputy Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Russia on 9 September this year, as well as
telephone conversations between the Russian and German Ministers
of Foreign Affairs on 15 September this year. This assertion is untrue.
In the talks indicated above, two of which took place at our
demanding request, the German side was given a clear request to
provide the samples from A. Navalny and the results of their analyses
in line with the official requests sent to Berlin by Russia’s Office of

the Prosecutor General regarding the provision of legal assistance in
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the investigation being carried out by Russian law enforcement into
the alleged poisoning, the completion of which is an indispensable
legislative condition for opening a criminal case on the matter. The
German side pointedly declined to discuss this issue, having used the
contacts listed above exclusively in order to reproduce the known
accusations, threats, and ultimatums against Russia.

In returning to the chronology of the contacts between Germany
and the OPCW Secretariat, we would request that you please not deny
us the courtesy of clarifying which version—that of the German side,
or of the Secretariat—is true.

Please do not take, distinguished Mr Director-General, our
request as trivial pettifoggery. The questions we have raised are not
frivolous. Our trust in the Secretariat was shaken when the
orchestration of the preparation of the Fact-Finding Mission report on
the incident that took place in Douma on 7 April 2018 came to light.
As has become known, particularly at two Arria-formula meetings of
the United Nations Security Council held on 24 January and
28 September this year, the initial report was rewritten in
complaisance with a group of countries that, on the night of 13 and
14 April 2018, launched an unprovoked act of aggression against
sovereign Syria.

The case of the so-called poisoning of A. Navalny, which the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany is already portraying
as a proven fact, and the infamous “international partnership against
Impunity” is presented as a story confirmed by OPCW professionals,
could have extremely serious international implications. A message on
the matter was conferred to the Ambassador of the Federal Republic
of Germany in Moscow, as the Government of the Federal Republic of

Germany declined to satisfy our requests for legal assistance and
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instead pass the buck to the OPCW. Meanwhile, the Secretariat is
sending us to the Germans, referring to their policy on confidentiality.

Getting to the bottom of the issue of cooperation between the
Secretariat and Germany on ‘the Navalny Affair’ and eliminating the
obvious discrepancies and contradictions is a matter of the
Secretariat’s honour; based on its work, there is still hope of our
Organisation’s return to the practice of equitable and mutually
respectful dialogue in the interests of all States Parties, and not just for
a separate group of countries that attempts to replace international law
in The Hague with their own rules.

In looking forward to a response to the questions that have been
asked, | would request you, distinguished Director-General, to
circulate this letter as an official document of the Ninety-Fifth Session
of the Executive Council as well as of the Twenty-Fifth Session of the

Conference of the States Parties.

[signature]

Alexander SHULGIN



OPCW

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 7 October 2020
L/ODG/224297/20
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Excellency,

Following your letter of 6 October 2020 and the personal conversation we had this morning before
the beginning of the Executive Council sitting, and on the basis of what you shared with me, I
instructed my Chief of Cabinet, Mr. Sébastien Braha, to contact the Deputy Permanent
Representative of the Russian Federation to the OPCW, M. Igor Vishnevetsky.

My Chief of Cabinet subsequently informed your Deputy that we are preparing the deployment of
a team of Secretariat’s experts to the Russian Federation, and that he is ready to personally discuss

all necessary details prior to this deployment.

Please provide me, as soon as possible, with any information you deem relevant that will help us
prepare and compose the team of experts, and to organise the visit properly.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

\\N \\\ v«z\gu\xv ce ced s

H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation

to the OPCW
Andries Bickerweg 2

2517 JP The Hague

OPCW Johan de Wittlaan 32 2517 JR The Hague Netherlands fernando.arias@opew.org
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OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS (/ e sl
/ =
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Bame [IpeBocxoauTenscTBo,

Bilaroapro 3a OIepaTHBHBIA OTBET HA MOE MHUCHMO OT 1 OKTSAOps
2020 rojma OTHOCUTENIBHO HampaBieHuss B Poccuiickyro denepanumro
sKcrepToB TexHumueckoro cekperapuara OpraHusanyy I0 3aIPEHICHUIO
XUMHYECKOTO OpY)KHs JUIsI B3aUMOJEHCTBHS € COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMU
POCCHICKUMH CIIEIUAIUCTAMUA B LENAX U3Y4EHUS PE3YNIHTaTOB aHAJIM30B
oroOpanHplX y A.HaBampHOro OwmoMarepuayioB JUIs  OIPEICICHUS
IPU3HAKOB COCTaBa BO3MOXKHOTO IPECTYIUIEHMS Ha  TEPPUTOPHUU
Poccuiickoit ®enepanuu.

Uto ke KacaeTcsl Baiero mpemiioxKeHusi OTHOCUTEIBHO IIPaBOBOIO
000CHOBaHMS IOJOOHOTO B3aUMOJACHCTBUS, TO, C YUETOM YK€ CO3JaHHBIX
BenukoOputanueir wu ®PI'  mpeneneHToB, IojaraéM — BO3MOXKHBEIM
3alpalldBacMyl0 HaMU BCTPEUy OCYIIECTBUTH Ha OCHOBAHUHM ITyHKTa 38 (€)
crateu VIII KoHBeHIMH O 3ampelieHuy XUMUYECKOTo OpyKus (nanee —
Konennus).

OMHOBpPEMEHHO HE HMEEM BO3PXEHU IPOTHB OOHAPOLOBAHMUS
3TOr0 NHCHEMA, a TAKKe MOEro Ipeablayiero obpamenus or 1 okradps
2020 roma w Bamero orBera Ha HEro ¢ LEIBI0 HaIEXKAIICTO
HHGOPMHUPOBAHUS TOCYIaPCTB-y4aCTHUKOB KOHBEHIINH.

[Ipumute, Bame HpeBOCXOI[I/ITeJ'IBCTBO _YBEPEHHUS B MOEM BECbMa

ok,

kcangp [IIYJIBI TH

BBICOKOM YBa)>XCHUU.

E.II. ®EPHAHJIO APUACY
I'EHEPAJIbBHOMY JIUPEKTOPY /
TEXHUYECKOI'O CEKPETAPHATA O3XO

r.I'aara



PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION

OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS
No. 54
The Hague, 6 October 2020

Your Excellency,

Thank you for your prompt response to my letter dated 1 October 2020
regarding the deployment of experts from the Technical Secretariat of the
Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons to the Russian
Federation in order to cooperate with the relevant Russian experts in examining
the results of the analyses of biomaterial collected from A. Navalny, and to
identify any indications of a potential crime committed on the territory of the
Russian Federation.

With regard to your proposal concerning the legal grounds for said
cooperation, in light of the precedents that have already been set by Great
Britain and the Federal Republic of Germany, we find it possible to arrange the
meeting we have requested in line with paragraph 38(e) of Article VIII of the
Chemical Weapons Convention (hereinafter, “the Convention”).

At the same time, we do not have any objections to the publication of this
letter, or my previous communication dated 1 October 2020 and your response
thereto, in order to duly inform the States Parties to the Convention.

Your Excellency, please accept the assurances of my highest considerations.

[signature]

Alexander SHULGIN

H.E. FERNANDO ARIAS

DIRECTOR-GENERAL
OPCW TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT
The Hague



OPCW

Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons Director-General

The Hague, 2 October 2020
L/ODG/224258/20

Excellency,

Thank you for your letter of 1 October. In this letter, you request the Technical Secretariat
(“Secretariat”) of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (“OPCW” or
“Organisation”) to dispatch experts to the Russian Federation in order to cooperate with Russian
experts to study the results of analyses of Mr Alexey Navalny’s biological samples to establish
evidence of a possible crime on the territory of the Russian Federation.

Please be assured that the Secretariat stands ready to provide the requested assistance. A team of
experts can be deployed on short notice. Prior to doing so, I would like to seek from you
clarification as to under which provisions of the Chemical Weapons Convention or relevant
OPCW Policy-Making Organs decisions you would like this assistance to be delivered. Based on
your letter, this could entail assistance under Article VIII, paragraph 38(e), of the Chemical
Weapons Convention, and paragraph 20 of C-SS-4/DEC.3, adopted on 27 June 2018.

As you know, Germany, France and Sweden have publicly reported that traces of a nerve agent
were found in the samples they took from Mr Navalny. The Secretariat has not received any other
information related in relation to these statements. At the same time, the Russian Federation’s
public statements refer to the fact that the biomedical samples taken by Russian experts from Mr
Navalny did not reveal the presence of nerve agents.

Separately, the Secretariat is expecting very soon results analysis of the samples it took, and will
report its findings to Germany in due course.

As the Russian Federation has already made public its request, I would be most grateful if you
could provide formal authorisation for your letter to be shared with all States Parties.

Thank you again for your letter, as it demonstrates the Russian Federation’s trust in the
Secretariat’s independence and expertise to assist States Parties in their implementation of the

Chemical Weapons Convention.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest consideration.

e

Fernafido Arias
pe

H.E. Mr Alexander Vasilievich Shulgin

Ambassador and Permanent Representative of the Russian Federation
to the OPCW

Andries Bickerweg 2

2517 JP The Hague

OPCW Johan de Wittlaan 32 2517 JR The Hague Netherlands fernando.arias@opeyw.org
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MOCTOSIHHBIN ITPEJCTABUTEJID
POCCHICKOM ®EJIEPAIIANA
IIPH OPTAHU3AIIMM 110 3ATIPEINEHUIO
XAMHAYECKOI'O OPY KU
PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION

TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

The Hague, “ & October 2020

Excellency,

In light of numerous appeals by the Russian Federation to the
Federal Government of Germany to provide the Russian side with the
information about the health condition of the Russian blogger
Mr Alexey Navalny, including the official requests submitted by the
Office of the Prosecutor General of the Russian Federation to the
Federal Office of Justice of Germany, I would ask you to consider the
option of dispatching experts of the Technical Secretariat of the
OPCW to the Russian Federation for cooperation with relevant
Russian experts with the purpose of studying the results of analyses of
Mr Alexey Navalny’s biological samples in order to establish
evidence of a possible crime (corpus delicti) on the territory of the
Russian Federation.

Please accept, Excellency, the assurances of my highest

/

consideration. LT p
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Alexander SHULGIN

H.E. AMBASSADOR FERNANDO ARIAS
DIRECTOR-GENERAL
OF THE TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT
OF THE OPCW

The Hague



HOCTOSIHHBI ITPEJCTABUTEJD
POCCHMCKOM ®EJIEPAIINN
IIPY OPTAHU3AIIUH 110 3ATIPEIN[EHUIO
XUMHYECKOI'O OPY KU

PERMANENT REPRESENTATIVE
OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION
TO THE ORGANISATION FOR THE PROHIBITION
OF CHEMICAL WEAPONS

["aara, & » okTs16pst 2020

Bamre [IpeBocxonurenscTso,

B cBere HeonHOKpaTHBIX oOpamieHuil Poccuiickoil cTOpOHBI K
[IpaButensctBsy  @PI,  Kkacaromuxcs  COCTOSHHSL  3/I0POBBS
poccuiickoro  Omorepa  A.HaBampHOro,  BKIIIOYass  3ampocChl
['enepansHOil mpokypatypsl Poccuiickoit ®@enepauuu B ajpec
@enepanpHoro BepoMcTBa tocturuu  OPI, mpocunum 61 Bac,
rocnouH ['eHepanbHBIA JUPEKTOP, PaCCMOTPETH BO3MOXKHOCTH
HarnpasiieHuss B Pocculickyro @enepanuio dKCnepToB TeXHUUECKOTro
cekperapuara O3XO g B3aUMOJEUCTBUS C COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMH
POCCHMCKMMHM CHEIUaJIMCTaMU B ILEMSAX M3YYEHUs] Pe3yJIbTaToB
aHANMM30B O0TOOpaHHbIX Yy A.HaBanpHoro OuomMarepuanoB IS
ONpeNeNIeHNs] MPU3HAKOB COCTaBa BO3MOXXHOIO MPECTYIUIEHUS Ha
tepputopuu Poccutickoit @enepanuu.

Bame IlpeBocxoAauTeNnbCTBO, MNPUMHUTE YBEPEHHUS] B MOEM

BE€CbMa BBICOKOM YBAXXCHUMU.

e Anexcannp HTYJIBI'MH

E.IL. IIOCJTY ®EPHAHIO APUACY
I'EHEPAJIBHOMY IHUPEKTOPY
TEXHUYECKOI'O CEKPETAPUATA O3XO

r.I'aara



	Letter to PR Russia 21-12-2020
	Letter from PR Russia 16-12-2020
	20201214 Correspondence ODG_RF re TAV



