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Introduction

There are a lot of world wide issues that have yet to be confronted, such as world hunger, diseases and global warming. One of these problems is the use of chemical weapons in warfare and even in political matters. Chemical Warfare is a catastrophic was technique that has unbearable results and affects all kinds of people around the world.
Historical Background

The use of chemicals in combat began around 10,000 years ago, when the San tribe of Africa used poison-tipped arrows to hunt animals. These poisons were usually venoms from snakes and scorpions, so they were typically natural in the environment. As time progressed, people began using toxins from plants. The people’s ability to manufacture and distribute the poison against their foes gave them an advantage when trying to fight a war, and even to sabotage the enemy behind the scenes. By the time the Renaissance rolls around, people had forgotten all about the use of chemicals to fight enemies. However, Leonardo Da Vinci rediscovered the technique that has been around for tens of thousands of years. Da Vinci proposed a powder of sulfide or arsenic and verdigris in the 15th Century: throw poison in the form of powder upon galleys. Chalk, fine sulfide of arsenic, and powdered verdigris may be thrown among enemy ships by means of small mangonels, and all those who, as they breathe, inhale the powder into their lungs will become asphyxiated (Wikipedia: Chemical Warfare). However, there is no actual proof that Da Vinci’s proposal was actually used. In the 17th Century, armies were attempting to use sulfur, antimony and other flammable gases to start fires, but when they did not light, the smoke and debris created by the gas provided an excellent distraction method during war time.

Current Status

Within the recent 20 years, chemical weapon proliferation has gone to a whole new extent which eventually led to extreme terrorism. Shortly before the Iran-Iraq  war ended in 1988, the Iraqi Kurdish village of Halabja was exposed to many chemical agents, which killed about 5,000 people, out of 50,000 residents in that town. It appeared that Iraq was the one to be put to blame for the incident, but many debates have shown that it might not have been the Iraqi party that was responsible for the act, or if it even was a deliberate or accidental act. Many traces of chemical agents were found after that incident. During the Persian Gulf War (MSN Encarta: Persian Gulf War) in 1991, Iraq had many chemical weapons and substances, but failed to use them in time of war. On of the commanders of the Allied Forces suggested that it was due to Iraq’s fear that they were going to be retaliated by nuclear weapons. In 1995, the first successful use of chemical weapons by terrorists against general civilians was used by Aum Shinrikyo, a Japanese apocalyptic group that thought that it was necessary to destroy the plant. They released sarin into a Tokyo subway station, killing 12 people, and injuring 5000(Wikipedia: Sarin gas attack on the Tokyo subway). This group has attempted at least 10 other attempts prior to this one, but those attempts were only against cult members. In 2001, after carrying out the attacks on the World Trade Centers in New York City, the organization Al Qaeda (Al Qaeda’s Evolution) announced publicly that they are attempting to acquire radiological, biological and chemical weapons. The extent that countries are willing to go too just to get ahead in the technological race aspect of chemical warfare is beginning to get out of hand. 
Reasons for the Problem

Even though chemicals require a lot of strategy to use in a mainstream distribution, chemicals are very easy to obtain because a person can get some kind of chemical from almost anything, living or inanimate. This is one of the reasons that chemical warfare and weapon proliferation has gone from almost none to world-wide mainstream in a few centuries. Another reason that chemical warfare has increased is that countries and nations want to be the ultimate power, whether it shows or not. They want to be the most powerful, “feared yet loved” nation in the world. This makes for serious competition between many global powers, fighting each other to the death and not really getting closer to their goal. Another reason that chemical warfare has grown is that once a nation uses a form of chemicals for something, and is successful in it, another country is going to want to try the same thing to get what they want. Since the development of modern chemical warfare in World War I (Wikipedia: Use of Poison Gas in World War I) nations have pursued research and development on chemical weapons. Chemicals are also very easy to distribute, as most of them are gases, so they can fit into any container that they are put into. This results in an easy, no hassle package that is extremely simple to dispense, without the need for secrecy to hide the intentions behind the project. Before 1915, the use of poisonous chemicals in battle was typically the result of local initiative, and not the result of an active government chemical weapons program. Despite this tendency, there have been several attempts to initiate large-scale execution of poison gas in several wars, but with the notable exception of World War I, the responsible authorities generally rejected the proposals for ethical reasons.
Previous Attempts to End the Problem


Throughout time, there have been many attempts to eradicate the use of poisonous chemicals in battle. Despite all the attempts to prevent chemical proliferation (Wikipedia: Chemical Proliferation), many nations continue to stockpile and manufacture chemical agents. One treaty that tried to stop chemical warfare was the Washington Arms Conference Treaty in 1922, which prohibited the use of asphyxiating, poisonous, or other gases. This treaty was signed by the United States, Britain, Japan, France, and Italy. France was supposed to be included, but France objected to other provisions in the treaty and the treaty never went into effect. In 1929, the Geneva Protocol (Wikipedia: Geneva Protocol) was signed by over 132 nations, and it prohibits the use of poison gas and bacteriological methods of warfare. In May of 1991, George H.W. Bush commits the United States to destroying all chemical weapons and to renounce the right to chemical weapon retaliation. In 1997, the Chemical Weapons Convention (OPCW: http://www.opcw.org/index.html) was established as a means to achieve a global ban on this class of weapons and to eradicate their proliferation. The Chemical Weapons Convention augmented the Geneva Protocol, outlawing the production, stockpiling, and use of chemical weapon agents. Under the Convention, each nation is required to state whether they stock pile chemical weapons, and the date that they signed the Convention, saying that they will get rid of their stock piles of chemicals. Although they have signed and ratified the Chemical Weapons Convention (Wikipedia: Chemical Weapons Convention), China is still believed to be storing many chemical agents and has a very advanced chemical warfare program, including research, development, and production capabilities. 
A Realistic Prediction of the Ultimate Outcome


By the way that most nations are going about creating and stockpiling chemical weapon agents, the most logical outcome is that chemical warfare is only going to get worse, and the attempts to resolve this issue are going to be forgotten. Since most nations around the world, including the United States, are selfish, they are going to want to be the best, the #1, they will not settle for anything less than “perfection” for their country. Even if the treaties somehow work, someone from any country is going to instantly “revive” the use of chemical weapons in war, just like what Leonardo Da Vinci did in the 15th Century (Wikipedia: Renaissance). Also, in the event that someone brings back the use of chemical weapons, the whole cycle of trying to prevent it, getting many nations to destroy their stockpiles, and somehow starting it up again, will happen.
A Realistic Solution to the Problem


One way to get rid of chemical weapons that could be used in war, or any other occasion, is to try to get every global super power to listen to the causes and effects chemical warfare is having on the people on this world. This can be done through a major assembly that brings many of the world’s global powers together and then have a debate to discuss how to work together, putting aside and international conflicts and other “drama,” to demolish the use of chemical weapons. Another way of getting nations to destroy their inventory of chemical weapon agents is to have them sign a treaty, but actually enforce the rules, unlike most treaties, where if a nation signs it, they are automatically immune from dealing with the negative effects. 
Conclusion

Chemical Warfare is a catastrophic was technique that has unbearable results and affects all kinds of people around the world. After looking at most of the aspects behind this world issue, people can see that chemical warfare is a technique in war that can be described as using weapons of mass destruction. Chemicals do not necessarily do any physical damage, like scars and bruises, but instead, they inflict inner organs, and may even give a burning feeling.
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