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 The Secretary-General has the honour to transmit to the Security Council the 
twenty-eighth quarterly report on the activities of the United Nations Monitoring, 
Verification and Inspection Commission (UNMOVIC). It is submitted by the Acting 
Executive Chairman of UNMOVIC in accordance with paragraph 12 of Security 
Council resolution 1284 (1999). 
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  Twenty-eighth quarterly report on the activities of the 
United Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection 
Commission in accordance with paragraph 12 of 
Security Council resolution 1284 (1999) 
 
 

 I. Introduction 
 
 

1. The present report, which is the twenty-eighth submitted in accordance with 
paragraph 12 of Security Council resolution 1284 (1999), covers the activities of the 
United Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspection Commission (UNMOVIC) 
during the period from 1 December 2006 to 28 February 2007. 
 
 

 II. Developments 
 
 

2. During the period under review, the Acting Executive Chairman continued the 
practice of briefing the respective Presidents of the Security Council, 
representatives of Member States and officials of the Secretariat on the activities of 
UNMOVIC. In December 2006, he visited the Commission’s field office in Larnaca, 
Cyprus. 
 
 

 III. Other activities 
 
 

  Compendium of proscribed weapons programmes of Iraq 
 

3. Tables, graphics, photographs and a list of references are being added to the 
compendium. The database has been reviewed for additional references and 
individual sections of the compendium are being subjected to internal review and 
scrutiny. The sanitized version, with sensitive material appropriately redacted, is on 
schedule for completion by early summer, to be placed on the Commission’s website 
thereafter. 
 

  Verification of missiles and other unmanned aerial delivery systems 
 

4. The Commission’s twenty-third quarterly report (S/2005/742) provided details 
of a review by a panel of external technical experts of the missile provisions of the 
monitoring and verification plan in the light of the changed situation in Iraq. 
UNMOVIC has continued to develop an updated system for future inspection and 
verification of missiles and other unmanned aerial delivery vehicles, drawing on the 
Commission’s experience in this area.  

5. Central to this system is the concept of “critical points” which are steps or 
specific pieces of equipment that must be utilized in the development and 
production process. A verification scheme based on these “critical points” can be 
more effective and efficient than previous approaches. In addition, advances in 
technology make available a variety of equipment, sensors, computer hardware and 
software that have been identified as suitable for use in the verification process. 
Application of this new technology, particularly at “critical points”, could optimize 
the use of human resources while at the same time providing relevant and reliable 
technical data.  
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6. The updated system being proposed thus provides a model that is more 
effective, less intrusive and with an improved level of efficiency. This approach is 
being further developed and is being included in the UNMOVIC ongoing training 
programme for its international roster of inspectors. Further details are provided in 
the annex to this report. 
 
 

 IV. Other issues 
 
 

  Field offices 
 

7. In Baghdad, the two remaining UNMOVIC local staff, co-located with the 
United Nations Assistance Mission for Iraq in the international zone, perform 
routine maintenance on the office support equipment and the mobile laboratory that 
had been brought from the Canal compound when it closed.  

8. In Cyprus, UNMOVIC reduced its field office space requirement by 50 per 
cent. The Acting Executive Chairman, accompanied by the Director of the Division 
of Information, Technical Support and Training, visited the Commission’s field 
office from 13 to 15 December and held discussions with the Permanent Secretary 
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Nicosia. They also met the Special 
Representative of the Secretary-General for Cyprus and the Chief Administrative 
Officer of the United Nations Peacekeeping Force in Cyprus (UNFICYP). During 
this visit, meetings were also held with the private company that has taken over 
operation of the airport at Larnaca from the Cyprus Department of Civil Aviation. 
The inspection and laboratory equipment recovered from the chemical and 
biological laboratories in Baghdad was made ready for maintenance by UNMOVIC 
experts. 
 

  Staffing 
 

9. At the end of February 2007, UNMOVIC headquarters core staff at the 
Professional level totalled 34. The staff is drawn from 19 nationalities; 7 are 
women.  
 

  UNMOVIC network of analytical laboratories 
 

10. Extensions of the contracts for the provision of analytical services by 11 
international laboratories, members of the network, are being processed. 
 

  Technical visits, meetings and workshops 
 

11. UNMOVIC was represented at the eleventh session of the Conference of 
States Parties to the Chemical Weapons Convention, which was held at The Hague, 
the Netherlands, from 5 to 8 December 2006. 

12. From 8 to 12 January, two UNMOVIC experts attended the Conference on 
Science and Technology for Chemical-Biological Information Systems in Austin, 
Texas, United States of America. Participants at the Conference presented a wide 
variety of projects from different governmental agencies, scientific companies and 
vendors for the development of chemical and biological defence-related databases, 
knowledge bases and novel information technologies that can ensure higher 
efficiency of protection against chemical and biological weapons.  
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13. From 6 to 12 January, one UNMOVIC missile technical analyst participated in 
the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics professional training course 
entitled “Modeling of Six Degrees of Freedom; Missile Simulation” held at Reno, 
Nevada, United States of America. 

14. Two UNMOVIC experts are attending the fifth meeting of the American 
Society of Microbiology in Washington, D.C., from 27 February to 2 March. The 
meeting is to discuss emerging disease research as well as diagnostics, detection and 
decontamination, and microbial forensics of biological threat agents. In addition, 
presentations and discussions cover bacterial virulence, vaccine and therapeutic 
development and the dual-use nature of biological research.  
 

  Training 
 

15. On 15 and 16 February, three UNMOVIC experts attended a training course 
organized by the International Air Transport Association in Newark, New Jersey, 
United States of America, on dangerous goods regulations for shipping toxic 
materials via commercial flights, and renewed their certificates on the subject. 
Similar training for two UNMOVIC staff from the Cyprus office is in progress. 

16. UNMOVIC is continuing its training programme. A specialized training course 
for experts from the UNMOVIC roster and some UNMOVIC staff members 
commenced in Argentina on 26 February and will last until 8 March. The main 
objectives of the course are (a) to develop a good technical understanding by the 
trainees of the technologies used in the production of solid propellant missiles, in 
particular the production of composite and double-base propellants themselves, and 
(b) to improve their skills for the design of monitoring regimes for key solid 
propellant production sites. This is the third course dealing specifically with 
production technologies in the missile area with the two previous such courses 
conducted in Argentina and France. The Commission is grateful to the Government 
of Argentina for its support for this training course. 
 
 

 V. College of Commissioners 
 
 

17. The UNMOVIC College of Commissioners convened its twenty-fifth regular 
session in New York on 20 and 21 February. Observers from the International 
Atomic Energy Agency and the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical 
Weapons attended. 

18. The Acting Executive Chairman briefed the College on the activities of 
UNMOVIC since the last session and on planned activities for the next quarter. He 
outlined his thoughts on the continuing interest in various quarters in preserving the 
experience and expertise residing in UNMOVIC in areas such as inspections in the 
biological and missile areas, the multidisciplinary approach to inspections, 
export/import monitoring and verification of dual-use technology, overhead imagery 
analysis, the roster of trained inspectors and proven training methodology, practical 
experience in field operations, logistics and support.  

19. Two presentations were made in the biological area. The first covered 
advances in biological verification technologies and its relevance to UNMOVIC 
activities. The second provided an overview of the Sixth Review Conference of the 
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Parties to the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention held at Geneva in 
November/December 2006, and its possible effect on the activities of UNMOVIC. 

20. The College expressed its appreciation to the Acting Executive Chairman for 
his comprehensive introductory statement and the presentations made and expressed 
its support for the ongoing and planned activities of the Commission. The College 
discussed and expressed a spectrum of views on the Acting Executive Chairman’s 
initial analysis of the available experience and expertise residing in UNMOVIC and 
his thoughts on where and how they could be preserved and utilized, if so decided 
by the Security Council. Commissioners will provide additional comments in this 
regard and they agreed that the matter will be discussed again at a subsequent 
meeting. 

21. It was decided tentatively to hold the next regular session of the College on 
23 and 24 May 2007. 

22. In accordance with paragraph 5 of resolution 1284 (1999), the Commissioners 
were consulted on the contents of the present report. 
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Annex 
  An improved missile verification system 

 
 

1. In its review of missile inspection practices, UNMOVIC has been refining its 
verification methods and approaches, based on the Commission’s experience and 
lessons learned. UNMOVIC has also drawn on the work of a panel of external 
technical experts, convened in June 2005 to assess the missile aspects of the 
monitoring and verification plan (see the twenty-third quarterly report of 
UNMOVIC (S/2005/742)). An outline of this improved missile verification system 
is presented below, greater emphasis being given to describing aspects that provide 
for increased efficiency and less intrusiveness for on-site inspections while also 
minimizing the resources needed to ensure the effectiveness of the overall 
verification regime. While dealing with the overall system of improved missile 
monitoring, this paper focuses on the indigenous development, production or 
modification of missiles.  

2. In 1991, Iraq was prohibited from developing and acquiring ballistic missiles 
with a range of more than 150 km.1 No multilateral arrangements exist governing 
the development or acquisition of ballistic missiles. However, there are a number of 
instruments relating to the non-proliferation of ballistic missiles. These include the 
Missile Technology Control Regime and the Hague Code of Conduct against 
Ballistic Missile Proliferation. Both are voluntary associations of a number of 
States. The Missile Technology Control Regime limits the proliferation of missiles 
and related technology, while the Hague Code of Conduct increases transparency 
with respect to ballistic missile activities. However, only the United Nations has 
considerable practical experience in the multilateral monitoring and verification of 
missile and unmanned aerial vehicle activities, from which lessons may be drawn 
for future application.  
 

  Missile verification system 
 

3. Although the Security Council, by resolution 687 (1991), originally imposed 
the prohibitions on Iraq referring only to “ballistic missiles”, subsequent related 
documentation2 clarified that this term extended to other unmanned aerial “means of 
delivery” — the terminology now generally used. The term “means of delivery” 
essentially comprises ballistic missiles, cruise missiles and unmanned aerial 
vehicles.3 Unmanned aerial vehicles have become more of a concern in recent years 
as their numbers and types have proliferated and their potential for delivering 
weapons of mass destruction has become greater, owing to increases in their range 
and payload capabilities. They pose a number of new and challenging aspects. 

4. The main concern in missile proliferation is range and payload capability. In 
1991, the Security Council set a range limit for Iraq’s missiles at 150 km regardless 

__________________ 

 1  In resolution 1737 (2006), the Security Council decided that all States should take the necessary 
measures to prevent the supply, sale or transfer to a Member State of items, equipment, goods 
and technology related to ballistic programmes. Earlier, in resolution 1718 (2006), the Council 
decided that another Member State should suspend all activities related to and abandon its 
ballistic missile programme. 

 2  In particular, S/22871/Rev.1 (the monitoring plan), and the revised annexes to document 
S/22871/Rev.1 contained in document S/1995/208. 

 3  In the current text, the term “missile” or “delivery system” is taken to include all these, unless 
the sense denotes otherwise. 
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of payload. For the Missile Technology Control Regime, the range and payload 
threshold is 300 km and 500 kg respectively. The Hague Code of Conduct refers to 
“ballistic missiles” but no particular range or payload value is specified. One of the 
major challenges for verification of a missile development programme, irrespective 
of the particular limit values, is that essentially the same basic technologies and 
processes are involved in manufacturing missiles that comply with or exceed the 
given limit. Thus, the verification methodology must take this into account and be 
able to distinguish between any activity, which could be permitted or prohibited in 
the future. 

5. The improved missile verification system is based on three elements, namely, 

 • Knowledge and understanding of relevant activities and related equipment 

 • Information on export/import of relevant goods 

 • Verification and monitoring of compliance. 
 

  Knowledge and understanding of relevant activities 
 

6. In the experience of UNMOVIC, information needs to be collected on existing 
or planned missile projects and on activities associated with, or relevant to, missile 
programmes. This information can come from a number of sources, primarily from 
the State concerned and from inspections of facilities. Information secured from the 
State itself is of primary importance as it provides a basis for verification as well as 
confidence-building. The information should be provided by way of formal 
declarations and pertain to specified activities, equipments, facilities etc., and be 
both project-based and site-based. The information required in the declarations 
should be specified and supplied according to a format prepared for this purpose by 
the inspection agency. Use of an electronic template may reduce errors and facilitate 
processing. 

7. Information acquired through inspections of various sites is likewise of prime 
importance. It can lead to confirmation of declared data as well as to the need for 
further verification activities and could result in uncovering undisclosed 
information. 

8. In addition, collateral analysis of related technical documentation and public 
media (print media, Internet, etc.) as well as intelligence from Governments and 
overhead imagery (satellite, reconnaissance aircraft) can provide support. Analysis 
and assessment of such information could lead to the level of knowledge and 
understanding necessary to permit decisions on the monitoring system and 
judgements on compliance. 
 

  Export/import data 
 

9. States engaged in the development of missiles may have to import or export 
complete missile systems, related parts, equipment or subsystems. Therefore, in any 
case where missile verification would be required the identification and tracking of 
these items would become a crucial component of the verification activities. The 
identification itself requires a suitable promulgated list of items and a mechanism 
for receiving the data. UNMOVIC has been reviewing the existing list of missile 
items described in document S/2001/560 (15 October 2001) which details those 
items notifiable to UNMOVIC by exporters and importers under Security Council 
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resolution 1051 (1996) concerning Iraq. In applying measures in the cases of the 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the Islamic Republic of Iran in 2006, 
under Security Council resolutions 1718 (2006) and 1737 (2006), regarding the 
export of all items that would contribute to their development of ballistic missiles, 
the Council used the Missile Technology Control Regime annex (a list of items, 
materials, equipment, goods and technology related to ballistic missile 
programmes), embedding its contents in document S/2006/815. It should be noted 
that document S/2001/560 is built upon that annex, with the addition of specific 
provisions for Iraq.  
 

  Verification and monitoring of compliance  
 

10. The third element of the improved system under development by UNMOVIC 
involves verification, including on-site inspection. The process of verification, 
leading to complete and correct knowledge of the real situation, should involve the 
analysis of all information gathered by the inspection agency. Ideally, the principal 
means of successfully achieving this goal of complete and correct knowledge will 
be through inspections of relevant facilities to examine infrastructure, equipment, 
activities and records and interviewing personnel.  

11. Verification through on-site inspections can range in frequency and degree of 
intrusiveness. A key feature of the improved missile verification system is that 
future inspections can be less intrusive and more efficient by using two 
complementary approaches: 

 (a) Basing the system on “critical points”;  

 (b) Utilizing new sensor and identification technologies. 
 

  Critical points 
 

12. In the Commission’s experience, determining compliance with the obligation 
not to develop, manufacture, or acquire any proscribed missiles has required 
conducting verification activities in many areas. This has entailed an extensive 
programme of activities to obtain comprehensive information and oversight over 
each and every aspect relating to missiles and unmanned aerial vehicles and their 
supporting infrastructure falling within the verification domain. It has encompassed, 
for example, the identification, inventorying and constant surveillance of all the 
parts and subsystems of each type of delivery system, together with the associated 
means of production and testing. Such a verification system, essentially using a 
comprehensive approach, required extensive resources in terms of inspectors and 
equipment in order to be fully implemented.  

13. A modified system involving “critical points” for missile verification is offered 
in recognition that at all stages involved in the acquisition of a delivery system — 
research and development, prototype testing, serial production and deployment — 
there are critical points that cannot be easily avoided or bypassed. Such points can 
be associated with technologies, processes or pieces of equipment that are 
indispensable for the acquisition or the testing of a delivery system. A critical point 
also needs to be able to supply significant verifiable data through inspections, 
cameras, sensors or other techniques. If these critical points are monitored properly, 
then other steps or activities that are part of the overall acquisition process may be 
less important for verification purposes. Concentrating monitoring activities on the 
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critical points will still achieve verification objectives just as effectively as using a 
comprehensive monitoring approach because monitoring at these points can provide 
the information required for verification purposes. These critical points will be the 
focus of the verification effort. In addition, the application of new advanced 
monitoring and sensor technologies at such points will allow the collection of data 
efficiently and less intrusively.  

14. To identify and select the critical points it is necessary to fully understand the 
process of the development and production of a complete delivery system, including 
the technologies and the equipment involved, as well as alternative ways that could 
be used to acquire proscribed delivery systems. In general, a delivery system is 
composed of the following key subsystems: 

 • The propulsion system which can use solid or liquid propellant (for ballistic 
missiles and cruise missiles), turbojet engines (used in cruise missiles and 
unmanned aerial vehicles) or aircraft piston engines (for unmanned aerial 
vehicles) 

 • The guidance and control system, which provides the orientation and position 
of the missile during flight, and applies corrections to maintain the missile on 
the correct trajectory or flight path 

 • The payload, comprising items or material that are to be delivered. 

15. Some important critical points in a verification system are those related to 
testing, since testing provides the most significant and reliable information on 
performance. Testing also covers all the stages in the missile acquisition programme 
from research, development and mass production and during the operational life. In 
particular, the static testing of rocket propulsion systems, both liquid propellant and 
solid propellant, is an important critical point during the development stage and also 
in production. Flight testing is also an important critical point for ballistic missiles 
and cruise missiles. In all cases, the configuration of the delivery system being 
tested (dimensions, payload or provision for payload, number and capacity of fuel 
tanks etc.), needs to be verified. 

16. While static and flight testing are clearly important critical points, the concept 
of critical point monitoring can be more clearly illustrated by the following three 
examples. The first can be found in the production processes for a composite solid 
propellant propulsion system of a missile. A simplified flow chart for this process is 
presented in figure I. Shadowed boxes represent critical points. 
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Figure I. Production flow chart for a composite solid propellant propulsion system 
 

Each box of the flow chart represents a major step in the production process. 
Although each step is necessary, some are more significant from a verification 
viewpoint because they require very specific equipment or they are points of 
convergence. In the production flow chart in figure I, specific pieces of equipment 
are the propellant mixer and the propellant casting chamber where the rocket case is 
filled with propellant. These are necessary items that are usually co-located because 
of technical requirements. They will be few in number, if not unique, in the country. 
Points of convergence are represented by the propellant casting and curing step and 
the final assembly. The final assembly, for instance, is a critical point because it is 
where a number of subsystems are integrated, so that focusing on this point will 
provide corroboration of data from other facilities and will ensure knowledge on the 
configuration and quantity of missiles being produced. The steps identified above 
are all critical points. By contrast, other steps, for example the manufacture of the 
rocket case, do not require particularly specialized equipment and could be carried 
out in many and varied locations.  

17. In developing a verification system, it is also recognized that not all critical 
points are of equal importance (although obtaining corroborative data from more 
than one is also necessary). For instance, in the production flow chart in figure I, 
both the propellant mixing and the propellant casting steps meet the definition of a 
critical point. Both critical points can provide information on the amount of 
propellant made and on its composition. In addition, though, information on the size 
and numbers of propulsion systems made can be obtained at the propellant casting 
step. This latter step is, therefore, the more useful of these two critical points to use 
in the verification system and the one where inspection resources should be 
concentrated. 

18. Another example of using critical points is in the production of liquid 
propellant propulsion systems. A simplified flow chart for those systems, based on 
flow forming technology, is shown in figure II. The shadowed boxes represent 
critical points. 
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Figure II. Production flow chart for a liquid propellant propulsion system 
 

19. In comparison with solid propellant propulsion systems, liquid propellant 
engine production involves a more extensive infrastructure. A liquid propellant 
engine consists of a large number of parts that have to be produced and joined 
together and there are many operations and tests that have to be conducted during 
this process. The production of all those parts employs numerous general purpose 
machine tools that can be distributed in many different workshops and in different 
facilities. An effective way of properly observing this process is to focus on the 
special machines and their fixtures that are required. In the flow chart in figure II, 
these are flow forming machines, vacuum brazing furnaces, balancing machines and 
turbopump testing stations. Those are specialized pieces of equipment that are few 
in number and their dimensions and operating cycles provide important data in 
regard to the dimensions and numbers of engines produced. These represent the 
critical points in this process. In this particular example, all the critical points 
identified are equal in importance and all of them have to be covered in order to 
provide a high degree of confidence.  

20. In addition to the propulsion system, another major part of a delivery system is 
its guidance and control system. A simplified production flow chart for guidance 
and control units is shown in figure III. Again the shadowed boxes represent critical 
points. 
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Figure III. Production flow chart for guidance and control units 
 

In the generic production process of a guidance and control unit, as shown in 
figure III, there are steps that require specialized pieces of equipment. These include 
measuring equipment (such as multi-axis drift rate tables) for dynamic testing and 
calibration of the inertial measurement units and larger, more complex dynamic test 
stands for final testing of the complete guidance and control system. The steps 
where these pieces of equipment are used constitute critical points in the process of 
producing guidance and control systems. In figure III, these are shown as shadowed 
boxes. By focusing attention on those points through inspections, supplemented by 
the use of video cameras, other suitable sensors and tags, those points would 
provide key information for the verification of the types and numbers of guidance 
and control systems produced. 

21. Unmanned aerial vehicles are included as one of the means of delivery because 
of their potential to deliver biological warfare agents in particular, although they 
could also be used for chemical warfare agents, and even nuclear payloads could be 
possible. Unmanned aerial vehicles present a particular challenge. Their challenge 
derives not only from difficulties in covering and observing flight tests, but 
principally from the following factors: (a) the relative ease with which they could be 
reconfigured, i.e. both modified to extend the vehicles’ range beyond the permitted 
limit and modified to carry a weapons of mass destruction payload; (b) the fact that 
an effective biological payload can be as small as 20 litres and hence carried on 
quite small unmanned aerial vehicles; and (c) the fact that an unmanned aerial 
vehicle can fly by remote control or autonomously using an autopilot, to increasing 
ranges. A further factor is the vast array of vehicle types, applications, designs and 
sizes. Currently unmanned aerial vehicles are principally used for surveillance and 
reconnaissance, as target drones and, also, for electronic warfare; some vehicles can 
carry conventional weapons to give them a strike capability. 

22. It is more difficult to find useful critical points in the production of unmanned 
aerial vehicles, compared to ballistic missiles and cruise missiles, basically because 
their production involves more generic types of equipment and many of the parts are 
commonly available. Nevertheless, a critical feature which is common to all 
unmanned aerial vehicles, however acquired, is their guidance and control system, 
which gives them the ability to fly autonomously to a designated location. The panel 
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of external technical experts convened by UNMOVIC in 2005 recommended that 
this system should be the focus, where critical points can be identified, for the 
verification of unmanned aerial vehicles both in assembly and under deployment. 
However, as a consequence of the rapid evolution of technologies, today essential 
components for guidance and control and even pre-assembled autopilots are 
available commercially. Although such parts may provide only low performance, 
they are still suitable for unmanned aerial vehicles if associated with an update 
system. This is not so for ballistic missiles which require higher performances 
because they are not equipped with an update system and are exposed to a more 
demanding operational environment. In addition, other features such as the 
maximum take-off weight capacity, the ease with which it can be reconfigured and 
the propulsion system should be considered in assessing the range of an unmanned 
aerial vehicle. 
 

  New technologies 
 

23. An important factor for consideration in the selection or choice of critical 
points for incorporation in the verification system is the potential use of sensors. An 
underlying question to be answered is whether a certain critical point is suitable for 
the use of a sensor and whether there is an appropriate sensor available that will 
provide the information required. The difficulty in installing the sensor needs to be 
assessed, as does whether any sensor installed would cause unacceptable 
interference to the operation being observed. The reliability of the sensor and the 
ease with which it might be compromised are also factors. However, the use of 
sensors cannot only reduce the presence of inspectors on site but can also provide 
more complete coverage. Some new developments in potentially useful sensors are 
being explored by UNMOVIC. 

24. Technologies being investigated include mechanical vibration sensors, sound 
sensors, infrasound sensors, programmable surveillance cameras, smart tags, 
wireless technology and digital memory devices. Sensors using these new 
technologies could have application in monitoring manufacturing processes, static 
testing of missile propulsion systems and flight tests of missiles. For example, both 
mechanical vibration sensors and sound sensors can, in principle, be used to 
“fingerprint” declared operations on pieces of equipment at critical points and could 
thus be used to verify the equipment’s use. Infrasound sensors, already used in the 
detection of nuclear tests, offer the potential for use in remotely detecting flight 
testing and even static testing of ballistic missiles. Modern surveillance camera 
systems provide many features such as scene anomaly detection, shape recognition, 
automatic triggering based on a range of user-defined criteria and scene 
authentication to ensure that images have not been modified or compromised, all of 
which can be usefully applied in verification activities. Smart tags (radio frequency 
identification tags) permit a time-saving and non-intrusive way of maintaining 
inventory oversight of important items such as selected machinery, specialized 
components and missiles. Modern wireless technology allows for remote collection 
and transmission of data derived from sensors, thus improving coverage of data 
collection and giving faster access to information, while permitting a reduction in 
the presence of inspectors in facilities.  
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  Ongoing work  
 

25. The combined use of critical points and new or advanced technologies in 
inspection and verification can provide more directed and focused information and 
permit remote acquisition and transmission of data. They can also allow a reduction 
in both the number and the footprint of inspectors, thus providing more resource-
efficient and less intrusive inspections. These new technologies are being further 
explored by UNMOVIC. The improved monitoring system outlined here, together 
with other studies conducted by UNMOVIC, such as the use of indicators (described 
in the twenty-seventh quarterly report of UNMOVIC (S/2006/912)), are contributing 
to the development of a more effective United Nations verification and inspection 
capability. 

 

 


