


Naming pathogens and listing
their quantities or storage

containers is a common tactic
designed to elicit suspicion
and enhance the perceived

legitimacy of false claims.   

This statement is misleading and inaccurate, as it suggests that these quantities, if
accurately described, are significant and that there is some threshold quantity of
biological material that indicates nefarious activity.

This is another common claim,
but one that is misleading, as

potential agents of biowarfare
also exist in nature and pose

public health threats.

Describing specific projects and
associated pathogens under

study is another common tactic
to arouse suspicion and inflate
the legitimacy of false claims.

However, in this case, the highly
pathogenic nature of avian

influenza suggests that it should
be prioritized for research.

Recent outbreaks of avian flu
only underscore the importance

of such work.

Misuse of Scientific and Technical Information: 
Presenting inaccurate, irrelevant, or misconstrued scientific or technical
information to substantiate false claims 

Statement by the Russian Federation at the 9  Review Conference (2022)th

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2023 Working Group Meeting

What does this commonly used tactic look like in BWC statements and documents?



Referencing U.S. patent documents
is a common strategy to generate
“evidence” of nefarious activity.
However, in the US, the granting

of a patent simply gives the
applicant (who, in this case, was
an individual not affiliated with
the U.S. government) intellectual
property rights over the product.
It does not make the patent legal

to produce or use.

Project documents from cooperative threat reduction activities are also commonly
provided as “evidence” of nefarious activity. However, these documents describe

activities that promote peaceful research and strengthen global security. 

The use of the term “spreading” here implies that the project
was designed to study how to transmit pathogens deliberately
via birds. This is a misinterpretation of the project, which, in

reality, was designed to study the risks to Ukraine of
pathogens carried naturally by migratory birds. 

Provision of “Evidence”:  
Using reports, government agreements, project documents, and patent
applications to generate “evidence” of nefarious activity

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2024 Meeting of States Parties

Presentation submitted by the Russian Federation at 2022 Formal Consultative Meeting

What does this commonly used tactic look like in BWC statements and documents?



Another false allegation about
medical experimentation and
exploitation. These types of

narratives can make falsehoods
more persuasive by encouraging

individuals to think emotionally as
opposed to rationally.

Alleging that certain states
are experimenting on patients

or using their biological
samples for nefarious purposes
is a common tactic designed to

evoke outrage, fear, and
disgust  

Falsely warning states that
engaging in cooperative threat

reduction activities could result in
loss of national sovereignty is

another emotionally manipulative
tactic.

What does this commonly used tactic look like in BWC statements and documents?

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2023 Working Group Meeting

Note Verbale submitted by the Russian Federation to BWC States Parties in 2024

Appeal to Emotions:
Using emotionally manipulative language or content to elicit feelings of
outrage, fear, disgust, and/or anger 



In this document, “experts” and
news media outlets are being
referenced as “authoritative”
sources. These references are
designed to make false claims

appear more credible. 

Citing statements from U.S.
government officials is a

common tactic. Often, these
statements are taken out of

context or deliberately
misinterpreted.  

The cited source is in fact a Russian outlet that publishes opinion pieces
promoting Russian foreign policy. The reference to this article, in

other words, can be thought of as the Russian government citing itself.

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2023 Meeting of States Parties

Note Verbale submitted by the Russian Federation to BWC States Parties in 2024

In this case, Victoria Nuland’s statement about the presence of peaceful biological
research facilities in Ukraine (which do exist) is being misconstrued as proof that there
are biological weapons facilities in Ukraine (which do not exist). Her concern about the
security of the facilities is also being misconstrued as evidence of nefarious activity, when
in reality, it reflects a desire to prevent the misuse of materials stored in the facilities. 

Citing “Authoritative” Sources: 
Referencing, quoting, or misquoting/misrepresenting sources with apparent
authority or expertise to enhance the perceived credibility of false claims

What does this commonly used tactic look like in BWC statements and documents?



Claiming that questions
about compliance have not

been addressed or resolved is
another common tactic

designed to arouse suspicion.

Claiming that certain states
do not disclose relevant

information in their CBM
forms is a common tactic
that is designed to arouse

suspicion about those states’
activities.

This statement is incorrect, as the United States responded to
Russian allegations fully and in detail during the Article V Formal

Consultative Meeting. These kinds of statements represent attempts
to prolong the discussion of false allegations and prevent states
parties from making real progress on strengthening the BWC. 

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2024 Meeting of States Parties

Working paper submitted by the Russian Federation at 2023 Working Group Meeting

The United States has disclosed information about its cooperative biological
activities in Ukraine (and elsewhere) in its reports on the implementation of Article
X, as such activities fall under international cooperation and assistance. In
addition, summaries of project activities carried out through the U.S. Biological
Threat Reduction Program are required to be made publicly available. 

Claims of Secrecy or Neglect: 
Claiming that certain states are not adequately transparent about their
biological activities and/or not responsive to questions about those activities 

What does this commonly used tactic look like in BWC statements and documents?




