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0 b INEIRHERRZ G- 2, FEAIIEIX CSA OXFRUSNDJEAIEENZOWTHE L, £/ CSATT 7 &
AFRD BTV IRWEFTEEA~DTERI7R T 7 & A% IAEA TR 5 2 L AT bz,
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I%, 2016 45 10 A BIAE T 148 A [EH 129 71 [H K OV EURATOM M L TR0 | 17 AEICBWTEA I
ENFLDODEREFNTE > TR 2, AP OEBLIZ OV TIERIEZED NPT EHARGHEE T biknm
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T MEoHtam] A8 E H S EN R U RPERSE 2 it % 728D, IAEA Tl SLC O i 2 1 sH T
W5, SLCIZHAS L THEL~VURIEHEE T 7 0 —F (State-Level Approach: SLA) | & 1%, PREEHEE 17
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~OBMNEHFEL TW5D,

A > RIZ NPT JEREHOETH D | OFEAIREERRES LSS (CTBT) D4 - ML LTy, A
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BB AT 2 2 L2 HIEE LTV,

TCP I EAN AR A B & 3 HINPEE & IAEA F55 R ORI L > T <, NI ED BEA R
(ZHEC THMBE T 2 B I Lo T e Y= 7 FOMERIDbIL TS, 2010 420> NPT KR
FIEERIZBW T, IAEA DR ) OFFaF IEEEE OB 2R & LT, SRR A =27
7 47 (Peaceful Uses Initiative: PUI) 723KEDIEEIZ L - TR &7z, 2016 FERES T, HAZ ST
21 DEROWRMNZEE 7Y PULITHLE L IAEA DR DEANH /) %2 388 LT %, 2015 40D NPT i
FIRMEEEICB T, BAIE PULICK L 54ERTT 2500 5 RAOHUHZTTH = L 2L L TRV 3, F
i) B COHAMTBHROMERIZERR L TV D,

TCP OFSHAD TIZ, T 7 VA, @7 V7 KKEE, WRZ@TT T AV BRI I T D 3
DO TITIN DR A SR AT /1 2 HEE T 2 7o O DM S EN 4 S5, ZDHHLT V7
KVFECOHIR /) (Regional Cooperative Agreement for Research, Development and Training Related to
Nuclear Science and Technology: RCA) X H A% Etr 22 HENSHIL T\ D,

TCP X AR IRV EHAT OBIRD T2 D D EFIR A B =X L E LT, - OFFRF O
BT DR E I ST, ¢

3. “HREFIE

JRF-SIFEEEDIFTF S OFFHIFINC & - T, BWESRFFEOIRT FIBESI « Gt OifiE
PRBETH DN, ZOIHOREAZEMTHTHEIFIRONTND, MED D L% - G DO
a2 T HENC, SRR RICIRE S S 2 & Z2IERNZHR T 5720, A OMFED R S iz
i« EHA S HEO BN 2 2 L DRI S I T EMTRT IBE LS Z & T Hlfr - &
PS5 DRI —E DRI 0373 %, IR S 102 BT -OBAT 73 ) B RIS S 7 T2 D O
FEHVE B D HERC, T nBEOIEO T OWENEICET 2 BUEENEVIAEN D, AR
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AR 13S) FEROEEMEN G, ZEHBEF HHEIRF 22T DHEZR T T\ D,

AARIK, 1A, FEEORTIGERE OWEICIA, Gy XEFA MakT 7 785E
EREIT & W o TR R EEAE & b “EREFIBEZMRE L Tnd, ZNHDWMED S H A
N ROT T 7 EREER E OWHE T, BEDOEMZ52 T 2WE O Z b OEOENTOR
fi - LI IE SN TS, R FAE MLV EDETIE, X FARY MLVaERNICZET S
TG « FFLIRIZOWCEHEORENLEE LTS, EHIZ, GAFy, XM FARRNT 77 EHE
EEH E OB TIL, 77 R, SEHFEREI ORI, 7 v ~ =7 LADOLBESE DT O OFA K OF%
HIEONC T L b= AOBERIZ S NN LI >TEY, MatoBhTiiohbz2Binds 2
EZAIRRICT D K 9 RUEDMTONT G EIZIR VBT 5 2 L TEH 2 L Lo TS,

F7-. HARIZ 2016 4F 11 I NPT IERFRIEOA > R E DR OIHEICES Lz, ZOBEICH T
I RIS A v RSB AT AL, BRI EDOK TIZ - EHEmIC L p@EE A > NlZxt LT To 7
ETWhEEIEL, WEEKRTIED L L0510, WED FCORUEIEIESNDZ s
TWb, ZOZ &id TREKR O TR 523 (Note on Views and Understanding) | C & 0 BAfifglZ X
TV D, MEEB Tl A REIWNTO W ER G E O PR ERE AR Db S 2 BUE Lz,
T T P S REREI O L, 7V b =0 DBEE DT D O R ORI N 7L b =7 A,
ZOWMEEWIE LARWRY BliZSNARNZ & Lo TS, A > RSNPT IEHIETH 5720, BA
IA %A E TLLRITA & ROk UEBRR R BAERUARRI OB L 7 2 FFOEN T TS IR B 2,

4. Ny 7Ty RESFRIFIN - B OmE )& 8 & 0y

SR OFIIRI I, BRBHRGE - BTG « HiREO 7 a > b= FEORTIFOBER,
FAEIREFO FRALER « JRAES ORIREI A 7 v, SR OWBEE DNy J = ROETD T A 7
WA 7 T DIEAIEEART O L OCHEER R AT R CThH D, £DOHFTEH, Ny 7 RORELE
LT LU EBE SR DALY I R D — D L 72 o TN D, i LU URPEBESEI X, 7E4%
ETHHEAS DRF S TEY . Z0OOWERMTHOI TS, AARTIE, &LV Y
7 AEURIZAER S 4L, IMEIDTZDIT 30-50 FR7 S 41, Z DOHBMIBILY S D Z LIl > T,
LU, iGN RE L CND DI 2017 £ 1 AR T 4 > T ROBRTHY | AT =2—FT L=
7 T RTINS R A R & STV D, IR BEEE OATE SN W E E, T I O
FEFIR 2D D LD Z 813, BARIERE O X2 ) 7 4 OBLEOORIER D D & oiEmb d
5.

AT, BB A 7 T KV SBES LD 70 =T B2 T, R HO VR & 5
24720 BISEWZREOR SRR RO DD, BAITERFERE LB L, DB 7L b=
D Z RIS DR A 7 VOHEE R AR T# & LD, AARITIEE SR E O H CTHE—,
PASERUIE CIRAE - BB E COIREN A1 7 Witk 2R T 2ETH S, LL, 2016 FlIHE S
THAMEAT D0 L b= AR EITR 479 > (9B 108 P SENEESY. 9371
SMEAESY °) THHZ EMnDYH, DHET L F =T ADOBRARLIEERDONT A, Wb LH T L
RN b e NTURREETDHERD D, AL, ElEEE S A Lo QBRI E - THERE
YA I NBORALEE LW EZR LTS, 70 b= ADOWEUREREFTEZITO L L bic, &
BPEDRELRIZE D 5 Z kD HILD,
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A S22 Ol VAEA OIEFNO =AFED—> & LT, A OEFAIF I I CEEZ R B
ENERT BTV D, IAEA OJFET- 2L, OBG# L L2420 B - JFRIZ ED 522251,
O L BB Z HERT D120k D b DL 2T, M U@ERRTMN 28T 5 FEICHET %
EREHZ Lo THERL S IV TV D, IAEA DORAEZ 1T A 5 2NININEE E OHIWTC & 0 BRI T3 72
W3, BRI EHE L LTRSS ZITANRLNTEY . < OMMBEOEMNEHRGNC KRS LT 5,

JR- 12222 BT 2 ERR 72 F A I, 1986 DT =)V ) 7 A ) Fia T L U CTRIRS e i
TR 4 55K & PRI 2 O /S FE Aty (BRI 1986 4F, LU TFRIL) . @EF /1%
BRBLSRAD (1986 4F) . QM1 ILESK (1994 42) . R ONDMGHEFERM S 22540 (1997 4F) 73
bb, BARITZER A% RHSLTBY, o EMOFFHEICBWTIEL, 20k 5 s
(B L7 BLE AR T T D,

T2, R DEERMEICEET 20T, 02004 F3Y SRWIERHETEE, @1997 Fv 0 — 5K
WEHEE, MOQR T IEEOHTHIZRAMEICRET 5568 (R DEEFEMErMESF. CSC) 2
HbH, AARIL20154 1 AT CSC ZAififi LT . HARDHRIZ L - T CSCIFHNEMFZ L, [F
HFE 4RI LT,

6. 3S

Fikoi@y . BARIIE T IIOFEFRRI I B W CER /724 (Safety) . {REEHNE (Safeguards) %
CEEEXx= U7« (Security) OFERDPEZETHH E LT, [3S) OEREZIEBL T5, EEFH IR
FIFEROFERDW%, Belx =T 4 OHFDRICEOLNEE D | 2012 FI2Y VL TR S
TEEXF2UT 4 - Iy b MR B9 X2V T 42K, Thi#EmiMTbhiz, BE0HE
HOIEET 2 XD b O TIEIRODS, SR IR D2 BRI R ) 7oV XL 2R 3R (Lt D BRI &
ST, BHHWEORRE S & 2 9 afREEZ A< R Uiz, B2, B2 U7 ¢ BIORH#S
IR NE PSR DRI, WIS, ZRDT-ODOIEERLTR X 215 7-0 . BT HEZETHHESH
LB, fEx DX 2V T 4 o720 LT, Bl da U T o xRN VR A S
HZ2700E 9, B TRELErX =) T 4 8OO EEM GRSz,

[FERIC, PREEHEE L = U 7 ¢ O S B SN TV D, BWE OEESCRIEBIRORINT I,
EWEEDT- O DR A, HAEER, ZEH A EIC L 2 b DIz, (RIEFHTEO—BR Th 5%
WHEOHEEH AT AOBEBBHIRE SN TS, BWEV#ES AT AT, BWENEEN-Z &
IFRENTETH, COPWENREDL BV OEREENTZONERINT HZ LI3TET, FHEREHOGEH
X2 UT 4 OHICHIEAT 5 Z &0 IAEA OWERGEICBET 28O A KT A 2 THHELE
ENTW5 8 7272, BWEOERIR - RIEBIROMIE L W) BEIERE U Th->Th, (REHE TR
LAt EEEOME  BELEEX 2 VT ¢ TROLIEH L IV T LB LT LT, flzidgtx
2 U7 4 TIREFEY TAH A DGEWVFHREEZ RO 20126 L, REE Clx—EoHickiT 5
AHEEHEZERL TV D, R HZEEEEXa T DA 2 —T 2= A bR, k72 H
BITHZDERDTIETENRDH Y . TR ENEWOERONEZBER b X 9 A - #1175,
JRFFIOEFHIFN NI ETH S,

At DFRE

WwEH IR IREHT TOFEOK, AARITAEORER L B ZER R AT LHZ LT, JF
Hze4 - RPEHEE - e = U 7 4 0 38 JkiZ X DI OFEFRIRI A Ot =R L T& 72, ]
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FHOFFRIFIHOMER 2 D <> T, AR E L TEERE & NAM & ORI CEIEOEWVNTFEL, &2
BWOHLIZBEELTWD, LOLRBL, MEFLTHIELEROEF 2 7 0 EOHFI, BEfFR:
BRI AR ETEENC R A BRSO OB A 5 S & K E L A L, R 2RO
L OEA- D ORI E R 2 &4 - Bl « AR 3B 2 ikee 92 2 & ¢, [EEESICEmR
LT ZENERITES MR SN T AEREITH D, D78, Fl &k w7t s A 1T,
BERER A 7 BT 52— OEIWEL R U, 2%, REHER OB X 2 7 1 fiE 45
LT Z &2k Y, BARIEBE ORFDOFFRFIAZ ) — FLTWS ZEREETH D,

B W)

b RCER T 6l

2 The inalienable right to develop research, production and uses of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, 9 March 2015,
http://cns.miis.edu/nam/documents/\Working_Paper/WP5 _the_inalienable_right to develop_research.pdf

¥ S, 2015 4 NPT SE MR AHICIT 5 5 FAMES REL—BaHIEHL. 2015454 1 28 1,
http://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/dns/ac_d/page22_001983.html

4 https://www.iaea.org/publications/documents/infcircs/text-regional-co-operative-agreement-research-development-and-training-rel
ated-nuclear-science-and-technology

° WRIRE, FAEOT L N = DEFREL, 2016457 A 27 A
http://www.aec.go.jp/jicst/NCliinkai/teirei/siryo2016/siryo24/siryol.pdf

6 IAEA, Nuclear Security Recommendations on Physical Protection of Nuclear Material and Nuclear Facilities
(INFCIRC/225/Rev.5), February 2011, http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/Publications/PDF/Pub1481 web.pdf
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19 : BeX=2VT 4

XL I

BtXa V7 o LiX, BWE., TOMOBSEWE. % OBk & O c 3 5 EEH 5174
DAL, BEK OSSR DB T 5, BB DRtk 728 PR OMiak OWERR 7o b T el
?% (Physical Protection: PP) | & L CHUHMEE » 722y, T 0%, FEMRAEOREMN, /s

X 55@372#%%@: DEEE. BWE ORTS OB K OFEEZ FRIC L 2 KW T 1 OfER
fﬁEODiE'ﬁjt O, Eex=VU7 ¢ (Nuclear Security) | ~& QuHICHER L C& 7, T/ B &
[O) 1peS) _xTTéﬁ)ﬁiﬁﬁ'ii%ﬁﬁj’@ H—T 4 « BL (HVEHR) O XD RO EOER &R L L
THESI, IAEA ICXDER T, X =V 7 1 IIEWEOH72 632 OMBERTHEE OF5H#
LRV MAHOXGL LTEEN TS L,

THEOEY X2 U7 4 JROBLIZKE S EBIRLEZON, X274 - Iy v ThHD, Et
X2 U7 4 Iy MEIKEOA NS RKFHEBTEE L, 2001044 AIZHE LEIEAKTY > F AT TH
STz, D%, 2016 FFE TIZ 4 [ElZhlz> CTRY I > MBS AL, #llEliX 48 U [E, 2 [51H LA
%50 MEEZBA 2 EWMIEE 2 KWL v NeleoTo, BWEK O E 2 LZ2IEH L,
IR e ONE~ DI EMIE T A E ORNERE | ZBGIE L, 7 ud ) A7 ZH/MEbT 5 2

ElE, HRP 7 R OB R L U CEBE SR A G L2 b, Iy FOBRET
it ¥ = U7  OFGLIT—5UTHE L7225, 2016 FaFfo CTiEEx =2 VT 4 - Iy NIRRT LS
b SEROBEEOHERNREL 72> T D,

1. BEx=2U7 4 %Iy b

FlmRHOT Y by - H Iy FTHE, 23 =2=% (Communiqué) MK OWEZERTHE (Work Plan) 73
BIREN TS, 2 2= TldET v 2 ERZRRE LORKROEZBO—> LALER T, EWE &
JRA % D€ F 2 U 7 1 MEFHIERICZ OERN R ETNH D 2 L 2R L. T XTOME872424)
BOEHE 4 ELNICHIET 2 Z LICHE L2 % 7R a 2= 2 FTT 572 OEEHEIC
WL, ZINEIZE BEOENEKR OEBRGKIE OB EH FTREZRE 2O\ T, BRRIC ESi
THZEELT,

2012V v - H Iy b GEE) T BEE R 3EERICRIT 2 FHOREN K L L v
IEIHTHMESNTI=Z &b, X2 U T o LT IIEEDOHFEDIICON T MmN Tt
FI 2014 FON—7 - H Iy b (FT ) T WAL A N—BEEOEREZ L, BFHR& =
YEa—& a2 T o SoBEEMOTHNBN SN,

BATOY Iy MEAL LTIREZE L 22722016 F4 HOU L by -y FCIE EEF=2U T
A KRBT D IAEA DT HAEEI 2 PR L, Bl IAEA, [EBSHISELE (Interpol) . #4711
WXL B720D 7 a— UL « £ =T 7 07 (GICNT) KOKEMELLS « WEOJREICKT 57

H—sL e = b=y (GP) Z3ART D7D DI TENFHEI AR S 417z,

By FOETIZHED, Iy MIBIT AV 2 WSS E 28| ZHS X2 U T -a X7 k-
Z"v—=7" (Nuclear Security Contact Group) | 235%E A7z, 22X 7 b« Z—71%, IAEARIITHE
OETHEEEL, Iy b - A TR SINAEE T2 EMOBREO I A HEE L, FF
fliddZLeEaNTND, HLEHOSAIL 2016 4F9 HIChfesnie, a7 b - 7 —713E~A
RIERBE CIIe K REBDO T2 Dg L b Z 8 Bk X2 U T OFBEICOW T D 2 & FEER -
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NGO LDV > 7 ZB%E « M35 Z EEDORD IOFIE (TOR) NED LT,

2. HEPRRIERE O AT AT L B BARR 2 BU O

BXx=2UT 4 - Iy NOERROBEIL, ZtXa 7 2 ICBETERENREREZ D, &EF
DEARRERZ FEBR S & Th D, ¥y MTITEMKER 5288 Ol Z %R L, REILIFE
1 2Z DOHEPRRIL 2 W53 5 ERIES RS (National Progress Report) ZHt 0 AfL, SHEZITF T2 < EEE
ORISR T BB ZIEY BTz, 727 b - "2y MERFA (Gift Basket) &9, %
tXa VT 4 DFEDT —IZOWTHEEOAEEIC X 2 BARMZRERAZ LR FITRE L, DRk
BRY Iy hTERESNHHEELEEN, 4 BOV I v FE2BUTERSNESMEDO =2 I v A
¥ ME 300 ZEZ, NAT Y MERFRCEESNEZFHD I H 4 50 3 L ERERESND el
BRI BHAD FREIZ D723 o T2,

& =277 47 (Nuclear Threat Initiative: NTI), Arms Control Association X T} Partnership for
Global Security 25D > 7 #2278, v b« o AOERRNEZON LG EL2EER Lz, &
TOEWEDO X2V T 4 ICHTOFEOEHRNATRA L, 7% 7 2fHiT7- INTI EWE X
2 U7 A F6E (NTI Index) | 1%, FEOHHLZEMEL L, 72t I v MEEEICHER L THRE DR
DR L TODDODMEM L TD D DR 0N LT WE TR L, BILEED >,

3. EBESFKKRIAEA A T4
(a) BWEVRESKIOYEDFED)

2015 4= NPT ARG SEORKCECLIEH I, BEtx2V T4 - Iy boaIa=Fich
IEID HEE Y IAFE I TV ERRESRAI DBUEDF NS 2016 FEICFBL L I2DIX, EeFx 2 VT 1 -
Py FORERIFETH D, B ESKILE RS OB E OEIE I3 EBIE ARG < T
DOPSHERE Z MR L, BWEOWBEDITAZIMET 5 2 L 2F/BETH DO TH o703, 2005
FEOUOE CEBEEERTS T TR S ENTE - ik - Sk OWEOBEIC bEH S D 2 L2
ST, BWEGESNOSETEERN /X 2 U T R OR A R RESE L LT, AKO R
INIRFEBEEROBIERRRBE & 72> T e, B E ORI 2RI BT 2 IERER ) % b > 72
B L LT, AREKNSEELL L, EEEet X2 Y 7 o bicEikT 5 Z L8R ST b,

(b) #7 vl gfn Tl

EWEERK R O DOUIE LT, TRIC L DT v ) XADPIEICBT 5 ERSK BT al
1E26K9) | ORI B Y Xy P TESHER Sz, 2005 ARICEETHE S THRIRS T m Bk S5560
I N MPEEICEMNCE LDEEZS SR TEMEZ b > T - B E E 7 e E
DFTFE, S 2172 X OB E Ot 2 51 & 29 & 5 7RI Ik O3 2 B S T4 5%
AAGRL L. £OLANERET L, £LADSIEELICET DWHNE1T O 2L E2BBMITHHDTH
%o FEOET nLSNOBHITNA, JLABIEELIHNZEH D 2 L12k o> T LANLE DEF 2
PEHAPERETE 5 LR STV 5%,

(c) IAEAEEX =Y 7 1145 (INFCIRC/225/Rev.5)

B e R ek O ey 7BhiE (W ERs#) (2B LCTid, IAEA PIREICXT L THA K
Z 1> (INFCIRC/225) %34T LT 5, 1972 DRI S EET a RO iz b ClET S
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TEY., BHOTA RTA 0%, 20114 2 AR ST TEWE K QYR ks O EErhRE 2B
AKX 2 U T B WETH 5 (INFCIRC/225/Rev.5) T 5, ASCENIZIERIHIHR )72 A3,
W EL LI OYEIZE EN TV BB #EORARR 2k L TRy, - _EHiH Ik
WCAREIE~OMEILE RIFIC T2 2 L b H Y . WENEOFEN R ERSH e AL 705 TN D,
2 v FOIAEA 24, NPT EHRETREE O~ RICB W T, REVE O ENBIHI~DE A5 <
HREX N TWD,

4. Ay Ca—8 kX2 lTg

TIHME s Xy 8T =7 LD, fFHRT AT AREEA V7 TR DA N—B BT
HMoO—&Z0l->TEBY | IR 2 —7 > b &Moo TWD, JRFITERIZE W T IT AT A
DOFFEIZT T <, Hl#ER T A7 2 (Industry Control System: ICS) DOFGENEECTH H7A3, ICS T4
2 EORGFEIIIN TV HEDD, X2 U T DX =47y b ELTOEBNRHE D pune S,
BABXDFRRE L 72 > TN 5,

IAEA TiE 2011 FEICHf o1& "2 L TH Y, £/220154FICa v Ea—F - vx2 VT %27
— L EESHm A O TR LS v B a—4 - a U T ¢ 2k OWE# Lo L.
CIFERIZRBERIR & 95 2 E MBSV TW D, AROBFCHEL L SIS IT, $lfRY AT A 9
BRI TIORE L TW D HMEOEITD 720, EEMZRAROLAENRRDHNTEY | IAEA
VLT 72 SR FE S SCEOIERR ATV, E2FT —~ OEBEES#EZE 2-3 FEICBELI-WE LTS,

5. HRHMED T v ROGBEZ NV =7 AD5/IME

BT 7 > (HEU) 133 RSB ORELE 72 0 155720, IEUC L0 B SN GHAITHER Y
BrB 2180, BTr0Y A7 2O T 72011, HEU 2 TX SRV EE L, HEU JFA{KiRHEY 7
¥ (LEVU) ~HRfaid~_E LB 2Tk HEBEMIBI LA E E VD | 2004 FETITKENS & 2 HiEkr &R
A =<7 17 (Global Threat Reduction Initiative: GTRI) 23M&E 72, F7-V I v FTlIHEET L
=7 LOHES 2 2 2 =7 TIRE S, 2016 ED U by B2y hdDT7 727 b« — b (Fact
Sheet) 12X % &, 30 2°[F 50 LA EORERRIZIBWNTHRRES /10378 4L, 25y 150 40124 3 582
BOBRRAER LTV S X5ic, FAHO HEU 6 FERE M OBE LI B9 2 LRI 22 HoE
D3E4 U HEU OREFIZ OV TIL IAEA ~D BIHIRHE A D= AL EHET HZ L L LT 5,

TRIZEHINDEEX 2 U T 4 ORRETET TR B3~ %28 SEAMEBOBAND b
HEU & OV~ L b =7 AOHIRIFEZEMR ST Y NPT OB D 5| & i X & E OB & OVE
Bt IR S5 & FAEN D, BiIRD NTI Index (2T h ., BWE K OV i3 2\ | E
Etx=a U740 VAR EWNEHISTND,

6. Et¥xa U7 ¢zl o BAROERK

(a) ¥ v MIBTDHEMR

2010 FEDOT Y by 2y b T OFEE LTT VT OEX 2 U T 4 BLICEBRT 572000 K
T 2 —% 2010 FEHUCERNL, OBE OMIE, B M ORI 2D DAFFERHFE 4 32k, Ot
X o U7 o HEEZE U7 IAEA (TR 2 B - NRIEER, X OO = U 7 1 s (WINS)
DU—r v a vy 7OENFEREZFEH L, Wb 2012 FE0 Y v« 2y MR SERIE MR OET
FEHTHDHEOWEEITo7T-, OIZE LTI, 2010 £ 12 SRR HVERC & 5 A AR 1 AR
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HEHEME (JAEA) OHFITEARIER - X2V 7 o RG34k #— (ISCN) ZE%fE L, 2011 4 10
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HTWND,
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VRO R EE DTG A KE L IR TCERTH Z AR L TND

(b) EHNOEEE X2V T ¢ Bk

IAEA Kt = U 7 1 )i (INFCIRC/225/Rev.5) DFEFEILIZH HAKESRIC L HH5E - HRIc X
S THREF—IRTIIRENEFENREAELTEY . BRIIZOFEK L FRROEEL T oItk THi2 b
ENDZEDRNE SIS, FHHIEE 22 O BN e B O T AT A ~DXHR ARV AT,
F BT RIS NTh, RS 2L, ik obE RSl oO—Eoiik, 2 Ea
—X X a VT ik, B a VT o SULORERL, PREEIBCR O LA ICED $A TV D,
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Service: IPPAS) | #51F AFL T 5, IPPAS (X, INEREDN G OEGEIZ X 0 ERREMFE 7 —7"%
MHEICIRGE L, EOBBIHEROMER OB X2 U 7 4 fROEMIRE, MEskihilorq ¥ v
—EHZEoTlta—L, BIET2—bATHs, ENOEEX= U T 1 IR0 72 8B
DIZ, NPTIEFBHSHL S0, GTH I v b, IAEAREEITHE N TS IPPAS DZ ANAHEE ST
W5,
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2015 4 NPT iEAMETREORMESCEITR VIAENI X 2 V7 4 IZBT2HEE X, Wi b
X274 Iy bOaIa=FTRY EFeZb0THY, Iy b rEREZELTT
TIZER., HDOWVITHEEMEDNFHRR SN TN D, BWEVERNOUWERE SN2 LIzl 4
BIZ LV 2L OEDNFESNERTT 2 2 &0 ROFRRREEICK LT 2 BRSO BHIRRS 2 5] X ki
ZIEBL TS ZENRTREINS,

BlXxa 7 ¢« 31y FOKTIZHD, X a T ¢ 5BRIEITA % IAEA D307l %
RicT e erolc, RV Iy FCRIASNIARkA 2y A MOIFEFEIIL, 5lEHE IAEA
DY — RUTHEDN IAEA Z3FF - AR LB HIATL TN 2172 d, L, IAEA 23, &tk
X274 Iy eIV OEBEEZEDDLZ LIFTHELY, @Eo7E (FEAFL) &8
T FE THERF R OER L CWNT 2003588 & 70 %, E7BEERED Y 2 » MSINE X 0 JEEIZL <,
KEDIFFIIEEBEAD AT — T B D e OF I ENVDESIRM NS —EE T, @l E L EIc<
WZ EBEEIND,
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ZEERERPILTEY, X2V T4 - Iy METHD 201612 H5 A5 9 HIZ Y +— 2 TH
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fESAL, 130 23 E RO 17 [EBEERE - A2 559 2,000 ANBII L7z, [AIS#CIZEE 1.5 A2 HIFH%
2B LRV, BARZET 50 2ELL L DB LUV (BARIISMNSRIRE) ASHE L Y, A28 T
MIEE S (Ministerial Declaration) 23%& S, X2V 7 4 - H Iy hOaIa=rORNEEITIT
B, SlEfid o) 7 4 sk DICAED IAEA %38 U CIEEER I 2D T 2 &R
iz,

AARIZEBWT S, MBERCHEER, B O INERS, ikt X =V 7 4 bEOF I v b -
Tt ATEBL, ¥EAE Iy P LEBRLICOW TR, R L TET LT ZERNETH
%, EBEAMZ DB WA, —E 2T T BEE R 2R T 2 U 7 4 ®ISHE 1 20k
LT ZENRROLNLH T, HAS HEOEWE L OB TEE., Bhathiak & Ok O p#Ext
Kamfb L, ETOBRLIZERL CW ZENEETH D,

G D)

1 IAEA, Nuclear Security —Measures to Protect Against Nuclear Terrorism, September 23, 2005,
https://wwuwv.iaea.org/About/Policy/GC/GC49/Documents/gc49-17.pdf

2 K23 2= S OREICOWTIE, B NPT v R7 2 IS5 ST,

MR 2 YT ) EE (A S Fa )T 1) LIS 5SS, IAEA T [arEa—4 k¥ a
U741 ZHOTWD, AREIXIAEA DFFEEERA LTS,

* Nuclear Security Summit 2016, Fact Sheet: The Nuclear Security Summits: Securing the World from Nuclear Terrorism, April 6,
2016,
http://mwww.nss2016.org/document-center-docs/2016/3/31/fact-sheet-the-nuclear-security-summits-securing-the-world-from-nuclear-t
errorism.

 BE O R O EHRATGRR, £¥ 2 U7 ¢ ROV, ERARORHE R OERA =37 T 4 7 ~DE
BR. ENOERBIORRIRDL, RO R LEEH P EOBUARZEMERSTHI O & 725, BRI ET
TFgehis, FRWRREEE., BRBPIN CHEE S, E Rk OB REERED %< . T XD BREHEABSImA6NT
W5,

S O FAIE (Fundamental Principle of Physical Protection of Nuclear Material and Nuclear Facilities) (3 12 % H
HY ., ZDFTTH INFCIRC/225/Rev5 K N IAEA BB F 2 V) 7 ¢ » 2 U — X 3CER D Nuclear Security Fundamentals
TEZHRMIN TN D,

" Technical Guidance on “Computer Security a Nuclear Facilities” (IAEA Nuclear Security Series No. 17)

S ETAOMRICEIT AT Ea—d X a VT ¢ BRI L B & RS (IAEA Intemational Conference on
Computer Security in a Nuclear World Expert Discussion and Exchange) | (201546 A 1 H~5 H), 92 #[H - 17 [EBEHEEIH>
1B HDOBNRH T (BF—2),

® Nuclear Security Summit 2016, Fact Sheet: The Nuclear Security Summits: Securing the World from Nuclear Terrorism, April 6,
2016.

OB, T ARDKER 2 ) T o - F Iy bR - BB, 2006454 1 1 H,
http://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/dns/n_s_ne/page3 001645.html.

Mons. NAEA KX 2 U 7 ¢ ERSH) . http/Aww.mofa.go.jo/mofaj/dns/n_s ne/page3 001911.html
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%201 . EIERYIEFEIVEEETE (Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action: JCPOA)

IZUHIT

201544 H 2 BT, EEZRFETPREE 5 20 E (P5) & FA Y, BMES (EU), £LTA T
1. 2013 4F 11 AICAE S - dLmEEZERE (Joint Plan of Action: JPOA) THIE S 7= GO
PHARTEE S SE T2 (POA OABHIROIER OB OAE) 1, Z0%, FET A 14 BITRKA
B SN AR ALEESESHE (Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action: JCPOA) 131 T /12 & AR+ /1i& )
@Fﬁ'h’*’] (PEHEEE OHIBR K OVEMEREIEEN X ) Z o XDk DA CTHEfET 5 Z & 7 /L KOsk D
WFEHiR ~D#se, 7 Z 7 BEAFBIEOHE, B L) | A%2 - B, FIEAEER, SR 7
ERAFECHE LD TH D,

JCPOA 3, HHAIZBXPEH CRUBSHIRATENZ DR SE-> TR Y | A T 2 ORZBAFERIED R fifR
EITHOHbDTHD, TOEBNEMINDZ ET, WWRDRNOFTYH, 5% D 5 HELIROA
k. OBR¥E. BUSEATORNT L 2 FfERT 5] 2& Lz, JCPOA 131 7 12x LT, NPT Lo 5h
TWBRTFSIONVFIRH OMERN ZRAE L, A T o DMLOIEEILERE & [FEROH| N2 21T 5 Z L 2 HE
LTW5 % &bla, AXLEOViE, TE3EU+3 LA T 03, NPT DAL O —LDBEATH Y |
*%%@mk&E%ﬁ@¥ﬁmﬂ%®KTMﬁﬁﬂfaé LERBODH] L LTS,

1. A7 DiBR%E & JCPOA

A T v L EFEEOXNLORIT 1980 AU D, A T AT HRREHIEIL. 1979 FEDOTEA T
VOKREIREERR LR & 2 Ui < BB TURE, KEOBERO P LE ST b TE Tz, £DH
BIE, 80 AFRLAFEDN S 90 AEARIEA T v DT RO HIES, FHROMEHET) & L CORER IR
CITEDITE 203, 2000 AR HFHELIEIZA T > OB RN EE BT Snsn s
\CEENEAN

A T ORI T D EB S OREZ T 2, 2013 4F 11 A 24 BIZY a3 —7 128\ T,
E3/EU+3 (EUHE, 7T A, R4V, a7, 9%!\ KE) &A T ATEEN I RIVERES TE
Zasa L, LI 2 55O, W a2kt L C X7z, JCPOA % JPOA DR FDIEITD J5ik% BARIZ
BUELTZb DT, ALE L 5 2O ESGE (Annex) 2> HAERL S5, (TESCE 1 (Annex 1, LT Annex
LEEAFE) IIEEED I v A b, Annex2 I ZHIEER#EDO I F AL b (JZTY Annex2 DfF
HorE) O Annex3 IXEAERE W, Annexd IZATRIZERES, Annex5 IZEITRHEIC W RS L
T3,

JCOA DETEND 2RO ZFE T, 2015457 A 14 HIZ, E3/EU+3, £ L CA 7 i, JCPOA %
7 L7z, JCPOA Tl, R MHFHIXEIEU+3 &4 T EFFLSNTW\W%, JCPOA (% 2025 410 A
O PRBRREE T H (UNSCR Termination Day) | (ZFE D ETD, A 7 DJEFIEHENI T Sl
& HIEARROMEER I Z R L7 b D Th 5,

AR & 912, JICPOA 1A 7 > ORZFHEIDSER BN IRE SN D Z L 2Rl T 5 2 L2 BET5
HDT, A T7THLWDLRILDO T T, FhgnziBRke T, R EEEBITRbRNI LICAELT
W5, BREYIZIE, JCPOA DO F T, A 7 i3, Iyl L CWEIRIRMEDY 7 0 D 98% A FE L., RA L
Tz DB OB D =50 — &b 87, & 512, JCPOA @ [JE{TOH | LA 15 FFliE, 1
T AL 367T% E A DT T UIRFMEIIATORWZ L BUE Sz, JCPOA IZHES | [EEOEED R
ORPIRGRIIE T L, KMOSKBRIZ—ED A — 2 —/)V D T TRl A i Ik - #Rd5,
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JCPOA DJEITIRINIZ. AFZEEZS (Joint Commission) (28> TEEEND Z LI1h5D, SHIT,
FEIBE - JJF%RS  (International Atomic Energy Agency: IAEA) % JCPOA THIE 7= H M 7e k% B HE
BOMEEZ IS5 Z EBROEN TG o IAEA IZHFREH#EDO S & EHIRCER R~ D
MRDHITND,

2. A TUNEDREHRE

JCPOA DAL TIX, E3EU+3 &1 T DHEENE L LT, # (Nuclear), ffil# (Sanctions). JETTR!
[# (Implementing Measures) . #34Hfifik 2 7 =X 2 (Dispute Resolution Mechanism) D> 55 2 Hi
ELTWD, Z LT OB TIL TA. 1BHE - MG IR OMFZERE % - ek (Enrichment, Enrichment R&D,
Stockpiles|. [B. 77 7 « &K - TR (ARAK, Heavy Water, Reprocessing) | [C. AN & (G HEEERIGHE
& (Transparency and Confidence Building Measures) | @ =-2>D43 87253731 T 5,

AlZHONWTIE, £F, 4 7138 TOU T Rk N ORLETEENZHIIR L, Z O% RSS2 i
TIOR8 CRER AR Tl T 5 & LTWa ', 2 LT, [JBITO B L0 10 4,
IR-1 s Dy BERE Z HI L. = DT X (Natanz) (231 DR Loy Bi 2 5,060 FEIZIRE (&
BT 19,000 A HE) 5 5, A T U ATIENHIROMIIEBIR 2k 5 = LIZFFS MDD, Ik
T DERENBIRETET 5,

Z L CA0FEMD T T YA RERETSE « BIRISE) O & D1 Doy BEFE O FEREI Y. IR-4, IR-5, IR-6,
IR8 DA &4% %, £ LT, 8414 ICBIARTRERIIZEBRRICH T, IR6 & IR-8 O#%KIT 30 IR
T2, % LC8EBITHEETTREL 725 IR-6 & IR-8IXT ¥ o RDIT BT S, IAEA DEZE A1 5 1,
ST, AT D IBFEFHEICEEDE, FTH A TEMIND T T D FRRIT 3.67% CHYREIE
7 1% 300kg 1ZFRE (BERNE 10 b)) i, HITHiERO 7 4/ K (Fordow) TIIFoEAR % &
U T ERREATIOT EEROHEA O SEREER I FRRRET L. 72, AnnexL (IS TREE 2R Ly
HEIIHE LT IAEA OBEZ FIC@E NS & LTS Y,

B.Ci&, £7. EEREEL LT, 777 E\AKFIL, K&V =0 L2808 Ly (REE
123.67%) &5 MEaxat - e L, BAFREHIES RS 5 & LT D 2, Z OFa%EHTIZ JCPOA
BEEZZOERE AN =Yy TE2EEL, A 7P EEFEL LT eyxy MDD Z &I
7ol NBITOH) LV ISHFEOHEEL LT, A 7 AT REAF 2 &R T, RO7REKIL,
I COMBI 2 EMT 5 2, 2 LT, A T 134 154/, WFEEE%E & 8 O FIBRE O B f
SLBRSER DR, FHALBERE /IO N HWFFEBHFITTENE Lo & STz, EOES, SBEEEINFIA S
NDHME—DBISNE, FER & OPEREF ORIFERNADAEETH S M,

C. Tl A 7 VITFERANIC |AEA IBIIGEE FH DS 17-b ITED W CrlERIRIE R E e 2 —RFIC
WH L, Annexs THUE SMTCRFRIZE SO TIMEL BT & ST %, [FIRFIZ, 1BIRRE E O PR
FEE O OB O DIETE = — R 31 OERMME T 5 E LT05H P, Z LT A 7 T IAEA
O TEE L, v— K~ >~ (Roadmap for Clarification of Past and Present Outstanding Issues) D5¢
2EITEBETEL TS, Zor— R~y 72, 2011 4 11 H 8 HD 1AEA HEREHRS

(GOV/2011/65) Tfafisi/z, WMEROBUEOEEHEICET MERN G END, ZOr—R~vy
7%, 20154F 10 H 15 H £ TIZ IAEA FRRICHE S, FHREITFRS 12 H 15 A £ TlciHEs
FONE3+3 HEICHE TS & LTEY 1, FHMAIIFEAE 12 A 15 H O IAEA FjFES TfThh -,

EEARTEEh O ZhENER LT, 4 T 0%, JCPOA &2 Annex ([ZFES&, HEMMEICH L T—
EHIM IAEA BEZFFA 5L LT, ZOHFEHEIL. IAEA OA 7 VENICBIT D HEE. 1
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Z U MENTELE L= 7 AESE (uranium ore concentrate, [ —m—/4—3 ) @ 25 £ DOELR, 1E
DBERE D 1 — & — L Nm— X D& UiA s & B4 20 520, IAEA OSeEEIR O, £ L
TIEITOH | X0 15 F0HE L LT IAEA OT 7 & AREDBIRRIR D72 D A 1 = X LOFEEE,
WEEND Y, ZHUCLY, IAEA 1T, REEOWE RS A REET 5720, 4 T UACT VB R E
BURT 2 Z ENARBICAR D | 77 B ANEBL L 72WGE . JCPOA L X I GHiRi A 1 = A & LTk
SEISRTE ST B REB RN SHIR TR 2R ET 5 & LT 5,

3. R E LB - (SHERRRHE DV T

JCPOA DHEE/LAED—23, HlFKDOBERTE TH D, A 7 AT Dk hlEIL, KEZ T TRT
HThH, ERRLT o, MEREZHIE LT b OREEAE L, SEREDNMEY b L, ITEIHE
TEIESINTNDHLONGFET D, KEKREU L, ZENOENHEIZHE-SV T JCPOA THE X
NTHEENZFE DN T, B OHIER ORI E 2 5245 Z L1270 b, 72, JCPOA I, ZIHRERRE
%2231 HlZ Lo Ty R—A Xz, JCPOA T, IAEA A T 12 XK % JCPOA (233 < KB HE
B DIz MR+ 5 L FFFC, WEOZFEIREIC L 510 7 0 OEEGIEEE TH 5, IR
1696 -(2006). 1737 =-(2006), 1747 +(2007). 1803 5:(2008). 1835 -(2008). 1929 5(2010). 2224
FROB)PETT D EHMEL TS, ZHuC kY, & TOERINME T, ZZHREGES 2231 5285
&, BEOLRREREREEIZIE S KA T VIR AT 5, £, [FIFREC Annexs THUE S8
TR R AR ARG T S5 & L T4 8, EU I EU #1HI (EU Regulation) THIE SN, 1 T2 D
BB ORI L OVGRHEZ . Annex 5 CTHRIE SV EBIERIEZ A 7 35 E L= Z & 23 IAEA
DELZTHRENIZOBICEIT 5 2, KEG RO T T Annex 2 [HUE LIz Hil# 247 5
W, AT OT iEBEE, MERE, VA VBRSO BRI IHERT 5, & LT 5 %, JCPOA
DEE LTI B 1L, B2 A 27— A0 H 0 . TEEEHRO B (Adoption Day) | K
D 8 FE UL IAEA 3 A T U EINOBWE SR B T SN TWD &0 TSR] ([CBET S
DOPHEREND, WTROFRWATRT, Annex 2 THESHIZHIEHEZK T H LIIEFET L7200
RO A D D L LT D 2

JCPOA 1%, JBATRIEE LTIE, EUE3+3 Tld, AEMMY (BEZRDH [Finalization Day]) L
Teth, BWRHZ JICPOA A HGET 28T LWEIRIIRGRA IR T 2 & LTCnW5D, LT, FriefRikg
ARG 90 B F- 3B CRIESRN-BD, EH LBV HKZ [T5EFIRO B (Adoption
Day) | & LT, JCPOA Z1# 1%, JCPOA JEITD - DIZ B M 2 BRAE L. A 7 1%, [AEBITO
H (Implementation Day) | (ZBNGEEHEOE EEH 21T 9 Z & & IAEA IZlE L, ZAUTHEDOETK
& EU X, EZBREOM A SR AAF 1L T T2 72O EZBRGET 2 & LT D,

A Z 2 INICPOA D Annex 5 D& 7 33 151 55 1511 ITHHE STV DI TAICHT T D HE OB T
ZIABEA DR LI-HZ TEITOH] L LTW5, JBITHIZIE, KEE EU 23 IAEA OFRE & [FIREC
Annex5 DE 7 2216 & 17 IZHE SN TV OBREDO BRI A1F 135 2 Li27e b, THERIR
?H (Adoption Day) | £V 8 4E#% I IAEA 231 T VENOEWEN BN THEHA SN TN D ED

M) (CERET2OBMERSNDOHDO Y b, EHLLE0FWHEZ BT H (Transition Day) | &
LT, KENFIMBEHIFZET L, EU R OREREK TS5 810hd, ZOBRBEIZRD &
JCPOA N—2D BIEL LTI T D, A 7 12K D IAEA OBNGEE EOHUED BRI BN 72 =
— e LTREIND Z LT D,

[AEEROB ] 205 10440, 20254F10 A 18 A3, [ZEHEGEK TOH) L0, 4T
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KRR 2 < B [ERELARFRDORIE K T 5 Z L1 b,

IAEA DAL Z 52T DDA T > OREBAFE HBIAABIYE DO R E N D DR L (Fhd z
A7 U DOEEERDOERPIH)  KER EU MIOHIFRER 2R3 5 FEDAE L7228, JCPOA
DY A T1 = X LOREREIL, FDX ¥ v 72 MD LTI B E 72D, EUE3+3 LA T
X, BB EBEFHOEA 2 ARBITR S D £ B2 5856, AREERICEER LN CETLHZLNT
&, ZESITHAMIZ 15 H USRI 21T 9 £ LTW5, ARIEZEES TORRO%, ZIMENE
BT Z AMESE CHEET 2 2 L3 T AMESERIZ 2V b FEARIZIX 15 B LANIC R EfER 2 [X]
LT EMRDENTND, b LIMASHHE CH MR RATREZ 6. JCPOA OEEFHO—HE L
IFBEPEITREETH S &, EELZRIEIHRET 2 2 EBHES TN D,

BV IZ : JCPOA D & 4 1% DFRRE

ZEMRZWTA 7 0 OERABORENEEZ D72 &b 16 FLLEEOLE D Z ERFAHREIC /-7 2
LM, JCPOA DI RDEREE VLD, LirL, 16 FRICA T MRS 2 B S =54
OVE# e & CHiE 2R flEk 2 USRS Z N TE B EH ), £ LT, RIZA T U2 i I kLG
A HED | EIDA A 72 BB £ TR o 1o h | EB SRR T 2 BOR FED R STV D0,
72 EORMERBER I TV 5D,

2017 AR KRR AT L7 KE O b 7 7 KfearlE, S HIRI I JCPOA Z L L, 1 722315
PRI 2 T S B2 WRAEIT R & LT, BRICEIZRI Lz, KERNIZIE, & 2 RAH
BTH->THA 7 VPRI ZFED 2 & ~OIEPUEII R X <, JCPOA DEENENA 7 OFERD
HBFE DM E BE TE R -T2, ABEOMED L ZHERBERDLFLHA-> TS 2,

7272 L, JCPOA TIIMETHIUL 2FET L, b L<IIMEIL U THESE L., BTk %
AL, a2 RGN TABENAOHEGRNTTREL DMENE T B TS 2, Zofzb, I b
7 2 THHMEN JCPOA DA BENE % RE T Z L aRKH7-L LT, JCPOA OFEABREZET§ 2D
TlE7e< . NEDEEZ RO D A[HEMENH D,

A% DEHEATLRUIC B W TR E T & AIEJCPOA DA E SCE T, xi 128V T, ICPOA | % E3/EU+3
EA TV EDHDEED FTRITENDG O THY, MUEIZE->T, b L ITEEEOEARFHIR
NPT 0% DI OHAED T CTOMHEF & 3675, & BICIZEBRANTERE S-J5R & B a4 2 R & 72
HARE TRV PE LTWA,

2015 D NPT HEHRFTSFE TIL, JCPOA DR E VWS XA I 78 H 0 | A T U BIETZED
I3 720572 %, JICPOA 231 T DOREBIFEITRT L TR AR 22 HIHIHEE & 72 5 DO T,
L% DOFHMZFF OSBRSS 5, [FFFC, [ E < NPT {K#] 0 T RIS 2 1 6 2 L RERTRE et iL9- 5
¥, JCPOA D X 5 e S B ATRE N &9 MRET T RE TH Y | ZOBORI 2 5B 2 FRGET R & 72
DTHA A9,

(PEiER )

U - osAE, TE3EUHS) A T L ORIOAEE L SB, JCPOA DAENEICOWTIE, KEBE D HP I F &
H BTV D, https://www.state.gov/e/eb/tfs/spi/iran/jcpoa/
2 Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” iii.
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10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” iv.
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” vii.
Kenneth Katzman, Iran Sanctions (Congressional Research Service: CRS, January 31, 2017).
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” x.
JCPOA, Nuclear, A. ENRICHMENT, ENRICHMENT R&D, STOCKPILES, Section 1 (hereafter Nuclear, A-1).
Nuclear, A-2.
Nuclear, A-3.
Nuclear, A-4.
Nuclear, A-5,6,7.
Nuclear, B-8.
Nuclear, B-10
Nuclear, B-12.
Nuclear, C-13.
Nuclear, C-14; https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/5722627.pdf
Nuclear, C-15.
Sanctions,18.
Sanctions, 19; “Information Note on EU sanctions to be lifted under the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA),” January

23, 2016. http://eeas.europa.eu/archives/docs/top _stories/pdf/iran_implementation/information_note_eu_sanctions_jcpoa_en.pdf

20
21
22

Sanction, 21.
EU |22V T, Sanction, 20, K[EIZ-DUV Tl Sanction, 23 THNENRE ST 5,
2016 FEORMFEELFTI T DILFEDOWHEDOHFIZ, 4 T L OEEDRBELIHEZ N TWVD,

https://www.gop.com/platform/american-exceptionalism/

23
24
25

Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” X vi.
Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, “Permeable and General Provision,” xi.
http://www.mofa.go.jp/mofaj/dns/ac_d/page4 001201.html
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H21TH : FME - AMEBA =Y TT7T 47 (NPDI)

XL I

NPT OIEMAMEIRHE T, FPEOREIC RO Z R OEZE 7 L — 7 0MER S 1L, T bR TR
LEZHRICEE L GRROTEHE b2 X 28 & AEFHL L T\ D, 72& i3, FRRYEER) (NAM) 72
Elx, EMPICERZEN LU TR L, BR3sEIC NPT 36 55 (M) 0FEhizus81& 2 A4 T
Wa L E 7 R OFRAFRIFICOWTIE, 74— 10 #[E (the Vienna Group of Ten) 72 E73E
FITIREEIT-o TV D, EHITITENITH 2 & T, 80T V= VX OHEEIZE ) @b D 2 L 3]
RBIZ72 D,

2005 40> NPT J#E T80 WEICRRIE & FEZICERE ORI K 0 & SCEDO BRI TP L7214,
2010 FEDOLFIZIT T, BARLE ZMN & DT, KE DML T 2 E KRR HET 52 &0
BRA L, icasE L IEREREE R & L oM TN &R E R TEE I NV — TR0 E L OGN &
Fo T oTe, FRT, KETIIA N KFEIERY LT gz & 1R FEE1TO. BARTIERER
FAEEMEDSHEAE U CRE A2 B0 2 R ol et 2SS KELZ 2 5 72, EAMEIESEIN D=/ 258
S & ORBRANES | U EMEICBI O AR D, AN~ BHED T CRME S5 2010 AR
TORMLERPUCENE 2 > Tz 2,

2010 FFOEMRFIEHIZE LR T, MESME & =3 ZSMEIL NPT TOZRBZER L, ZZHOH
bl BESCEBITET 5 7V — 7 Ok A5 Z Lil/e -7z, £ LT, 2010 FOERMRGTIE
BOER (01049 H), N, BFH, FU, RA4Y, BR, Axva, £704, K—=F K,

ML kO 7 75 REEFIT, 12010 4 NPT IEAMRGHISH Caa— B CRIRS N/ R A At S+,
MEISHRIE LA S Fut 2 & L TCOREN - RIEROBEEZHE LED D L) BZEET 5] 2o
DEFE IV N—T"Th 5 HEHfi - NEkA =<7 F 7 (Nonproliferation and Disarmament Initiative: NPDI.
LUF NPDI) &3 H BIF7z QOIB4EICIZFTA V= 7 L7 4 U EVRBILTWS), NPDI D44,
B2 5 TEMDT » K (Kevin Michael Rudd) ZMEER L, ARIN7TZHDTH D, NPDI DF
1 [\ GVAE) X, BEMEOHMEIC X 2IMESRICEIREZ R o CEM SNz, A5
WIEE, 2008 FEICEEALHL - B2 EAMRICBIT 2 EEEZE RS (ICNND) Z3ih B 578 L, S A ILBic
B2 hDEE S 4,

NPDI (3R LA, —FIC 1 a1 L<IX 2 BIOSE 20 U, B25EHE & A8k 258k 2 16h
T 5 &Lz, 2015 - NPT MG SEmO M E B SR OARSHEICEECE L7 L, ZoME~D
G- Zasfb L C& 7Tz,

1. NPDI ®HLY #HA

NPDI % 2 [Hl&3E1%, 2011 4 4 AIZ KA Y o~ L) TRt Sh, SMEORREZEH L X
NY v e AT =R AU N RRERENT, LY v AT — R AV FTIE, 2010 FERBRFAFHED
TR R 2 S E D EITT 5 2 & 23R | TRZILgr ol FH SUIRZ L2 O FH O ki 259~ 2 ME— D IR3IE &
LU COBICAR D SER TR A~ D T e BRI U, SFFT 5, £z, Fxld, 2ofRE LT, &
g, WONSL RN, A, F27 U U ROERICRIT g n®&E| Z2 . IR %
MM AERET D) L LTS, £ LT, FroY o x—7EiiS% (Conference of Disarmament: CD)
ZRRICE X, [ZEMSEMHEEEO IR E —B L TRk D EHLTND,
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LY e AT — R A ME, WO KR IRRZE T > T D, 12, CD IZBT A%
RS AR PERE ISR (FMCT) R OHIRBRIACTH Y . 2403 CD OIEBIOIEMIZ & - TRz
ENRVD THIUL, ERERS I AZEBRIED - OITHIET 2 HIBICHOWTHRET 2 Z L 2RO TV 5,
BT, RUERIESERRER LS (CTBT) ORI THY, £ T CTBT KRES « RHEEICX L TE
2 - PEZ RO TV D, B=1T, 2010 FFE MGt CEFEREREEO—o & LT, BEsmEN Tk
AL ST 7 A — DA ET D 2 L 288 L7 (727 2 3 2 21) . NPDI OSNE
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Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)

Signed at Washington, London, and Moscow, July 1, 1968
Entered into force March 5, 1970

The States concluding this Treaty, hereinafter referred to as the Parties to the Treaty,

Considering the devastation that would be visited upon all mankind by a nuclear war and the consequent need
to make every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take measures to safeguard the security of
peoples,

Believing that the proliferation of nuclear weapons would seriously enhance the danger of nuclear war,

In conformity with resolutions of the United Nations General Assembly calling for the conclusion of an
agreement on the prevention of wider dissemination of nuclear weapons,

Undertaking to co-operate in facilitating the application of International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on
peaceful nuclear activities,

Expressing their support for research, development and other efforts to further the application, within the
framework of the International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards system, of the principle of safeguarding
effectively the flow of source and special fissionable materials by use of instruments and other techniques at
certain strategic points,

Affirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applications of nuclear technology, including any
technological by-products which may be derived by nuclear-weapon States from the development of nuclear
explosive devices, should be available for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty, whether
nuclear-weapon or non-nuclear-weapon States,

Convinced that, in furtherance of this principle, all Parties to the Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest
possible exchange of scientific information for, and to contribute alone or in co-operation with other States to,
the further development of the applications of atomic energy for peaceful purposes,

Declaring their intention to achieve at the earliest possible date the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to
undertake effective measures in the direction of nuclear disarmament,

Urging the co-operation of all States in the attainment of this objective,

Recalling the determination expressed by the Parties to the 1963 Treaty banning nuclear weapons tests in the
atmosphere, in outer space and under water in its Preamble to seek to achieve the discontinuance of all test
explosions of nuclear weapons for all time and to continue negotiations to this end,

Desiring to further the easing of international tension and the strengthening of trust between States in order to
facilitate the cessation of the manufacture of nuclear weapons, the liquidation of all their existing stockpiles,
and the elimination from national arsenals of nuclear weapons and the means of their delivery pursuant to a
Treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Recalling that, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, States must refrain in their international
relations from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any State,
or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations, and that the establishment and
maintenance of international peace and security are to be promoted with the least diversion for armaments of
the world’s human and economic resources,

Have agreed as follows:
Article |

Each nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to transfer to any recipient whatsoever nuclear
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weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or control over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or
indirectly; and not in any way to assist, encourage, or induce any non-nuclear-weapon State to manufacture or
otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, or control over such weapons or
explosive devices.

Article 11

Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to receive the transfer from any transferor
whatsoever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or of control over such weapons or
explosive devices directly, or indirectly; not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices; and not to seek or receive any assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons or
other nuclear explosive devices.

Article 111

1. Each non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty undertakes to accept safeguards, as set forth in an
agreement to be negotiated and concluded with the International Atomic Energy Agency in accordance with
the Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency and the Agency’s safeguards system, for the exclusive
purpose of verification of the fulfilment of its obligations assumed under this Treaty with a view to preventing
diversion of nuclear energy from peaceful uses to nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.
Procedures for the safeguards required by this Article shall be followed with respect to source or special
fissionable material whether it is being produced, processed or used in any principal nuclear facility or is
outside any such facility. The safeguards required by this Article shall be applied on all source or special
fissionable material in all peaceful nuclear activities within the territory of such State, under its jurisdiction, or
carried out under its control anywhere.

2. Each State Party to the Treaty undertakes not to provide: (a) source or special fissionable material, or (b)
equipment or material especially designed or prepared for the processing, use or production of special
fissionable material, to any non-nuclear-weapon State for peaceful purposes, unless the source or special
fissionable material shall be subject to the safeguards required by this Article.

3. The safeguards required by this Article shall be implemented in a manner designed to comply with Article
IV of this Treaty, and to avoid hampering the economic or technological development of the Parties or
international co-operation in the field of peaceful nuclear activities, including the international exchange of
nuclear material and equipment for the processing, use or production of nuclear material for peaceful purposes
in accordance with the provisions of this Article and the principle of safeguarding set forth in the Preamble of
the Treaty.

4. Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shall conclude agreements with the International Atomic
Energy Agency to meet the requirements of this Article either individually or together with other States in
accordance with the Statute of the International Atomic Energy Agency. Negotiation of such agreements shall
commence within 180 days from the original entry into force of this Treaty. For States depositing their
instruments of ratification or accession after the 180-day period, negotiation of such agreements shall
commence not later than the date of such deposit. Such agreements shall enter into force not later than
eighteen months after the date of initiation of negotiations.

Article IV

1. Nothing in this Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to
develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without discrimination and in
conformity with Articles I and Il of this Treaty.

2. All the Parties to the Treaty undertake to facilitate, and have the right to participate in, the fullest possible
exchange of equipment, materials and scientific and technological information for the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy. Parties to the Treaty in a position to do so shall also co-operate in contributing alone or together with
other States or international organizations to the further development of the applications of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty, with due
consideration for the needs of the developing areas of the world.
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Article V

Each Party to the Treaty undertakes to take appropriate measures to ensure that, in accordance with this Treaty,
under appropriate international observation and through appropriate international procedures, potential
benefits from any peaceful applications of nuclear explosions will be made available to non-nuclear-weapon
States Party to the Treaty on a non-discriminatory basis and that the charge to such Parties for the explosive
devices used will be as low as possible and exclude any charge for research and development.
Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty shall be able to obtain such benefits, pursuant to a special
international agreement or agreements, through an appropriate international body with adequate representation
of non-nuclear-weapon States. Negotiations on this subject shall commence as soon as possible after the
Treaty enters into force. Non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty so desiring may also obtain such
benefits pursuant to bilateral agreements.

Article VI

Each of the Parties to the Treaty undertakes to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating
to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on general
and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control.

Article VII

Nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of States to conclude regional treaties in order to assure
the total absence of nuclear weapons in their respective territories.

Article VIII

1. Any Party to the Treaty may propose amendments to this Treaty. The text of any proposed amendment shall
be submitted to the Depositary Governments which shall circulate it to all Parties to the Treaty. Thereupon, if
requested to do so by one-third or more of the Parties to the Treaty, the Depositary Governments shall convene
a conference, to which they shall invite all the Parties to the Treaty, to consider such an amendment.

2. Any amendment to this Treaty must be approved by a majority of the votes of all the Parties to the Treaty,
including the votes of all nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty and all other Parties which, on the date the
amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the International Atomic Energy Agency.
The amendment shall enter into force for each Party that deposits its instrument of ratification of the
amendment upon the deposit of such instruments of ratification by a majority of all the Parties, including the
instruments of ratification of all nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty and all other Parties which, on the
date the amendment is circulated, are members of the Board of Governors of the International Atomic Energy
Agency. Thereafter, it shall enter into force for any other Party upon the deposit of its instrument of
ratification of the amendment.

3. Five years after the entry into force of this Treaty, a conference of Parties to the Treaty shall be held in
Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review the operation of this Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes
of the Preamble and the provisions of the Treaty are being realised. At intervals of five years thereafter, a
majority of the Parties to the Treaty may obtain, by submitting a proposal to this effect to the Depositary
Governments, the convening of further conferences with the same objective of reviewing the operation of the
Treaty.

Article IX

1. This Treaty shall be open to all States for signature. Any State which does not sign the Treaty before its
entry into force in accordance with paragraph 3 of this Article may accede to it at any time.

2. This Treaty shall be subject to ratification by signatory States. Instruments of ratification and instruments of
accession shall be deposited with the Governments of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America, which are hereby
designated the Depositary Governments.

3. This Treaty shall enter into force after its ratification by the States, the Governments of which are
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designated Depositaries of the Treaty, and forty other States signatory to this Treaty and the deposit of their
instruments of ratification. For the purposes of this Treaty, a nuclear-weapon State is one which has
manufactured and exploded a nuclear weapon or other nuclear explosive device prior to 1 January 1967.

4. For States whose instruments of ratification or accession are deposited subsequent to the entry into force of
this Treaty, it shall enter into force on the date of the deposit of their instruments of ratification or accession.

5. The Depositary Governments shall promptly inform all signatory and acceding States of the date of each
signature, the date of deposit of each instrument of ratification or of accession, the date of the entry into force
of this Treaty, and the date of receipt of any requests for convening a conference or other notices.

6. This Treaty shall be registered by the Depositary Governments pursuant to Article 102 of the Charter of the
United Nations.

Article X

1. Each Party shall in exercising its national sovereignty have the right to withdraw from the Treaty if it
decides that extraordinary events, related to the subject matter of this Treaty, have jeopardized the supreme
interests of its country. It shall give notice of such withdrawal to all other parties to the Treaty and to the
United Nations Security Council three months in advance. Such notice shall include a statement of the
extraordinary events it regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests.

2. Twenty-five years after the entry into force of the Treaty, a conference shall be convened to decide whether
the Treaty shall continue in force indefinitely, or shall be extended for an additional fixed period or periods.
This decision shall be taken by a majority of the Parties to the Treaty.1

Article Xl

This Treaty, the English, Russian, French, Spanish and Chinese texts of which are equally authentic, shall be
deposited in the archives of the Depositary Governments. Duly certified copies of this Treaty shall be
transmitted by the Depositary Governments to the Governments of the signatory and acceding States.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, duly authorized, have signed this Treaty.

DONE in triplicate, at the cities of London, Moscow and Washington, the first day of July, one thousand nine
hundred and sixty-eight.

Note:

On 11 May 1995, in accordance with article X, paragraph 2, the Review and Extension Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons decided that the Treaty should continue in
force indefinitely (see decision 3).
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2015 Review Conference of the Parties

to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation Distr.: Restricted
of Nuclear Weapons 21 May 2015
English only

New York, 27 April-22 May 2015

Draft Final Document

Volume I

Part 1

Review of the operation of the Treaty, as provided for in its article VIII (3), taking into
account the decisions and the resolution adopted by the 1995 NPT Review and Extension
Conference, the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference and the conclusions and
recommendations for follow-on actions of the 2010 Review Conference.

Articles I and 11 and first to third preambular paragraphs

1. The Conference reaffirms that the full and effective implementation of the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the regime of nuclear non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament in all its
aspects has a vital role in promoting international peace and security. The Conference reaffirms that every effort
should be made to implement the Treaty in all its aspects and to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and
other nuclear explosive devices without hampering the peaceful uses of nuclear energy by States parties to the
Treaty. The Conference recognizes that the full and effective implementation of the Treaty is a common
responsibility of all States parties to the Treaty and remains convinced that universal adherence to the Treaty and
full compliance of all parties with all its provisions are the best way to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons and
other nuclear explosive devices.

2. The Conference notes that the nuclear-weapon States reaffirmed their commitment not to transfer to any
recipient whatsoever nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, or control over such weapons or
explosive devices directly, or indirectly, and not in any way to assist, encourage or induce any non-nuclear-
weapon State to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, or control
over such weapons or explosive devices, in accordance with article I of the Treaty,

3. The Conference notes that the non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty reaffirmed their
commitment not to receive the transfer from any transferor whatsoever of nuclear weapons or other nuclear
explosive devices or of control over such weapons or explosive devices directly, or indirectly, not to manufacture
or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, and not to seek nor receive any
assistance in the manufacture of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, in accordance with article II
of the Treaty.
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4. The Conference recalls that the non-nuclear-weapon States entered into legally binding commitments not
to receive, manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices in the context,
inter alia, of the corresponding legally binding commitments by the nuclear-weapon States to nuclear
disarmament in accordance with the Treaty.

5 The Conference reaffirms the commitment of States parties to the full and effective implementation of
the Decisions and the Resolution adopted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference, the Final Document of
the 2000 Review Conference and the conclusions and recommendations for follow-on actions of the 2010 Review
Conference.

6. The Conference reaffirms that the strict observance of all the provisions of the Treaty remains central to
achieving the shared objectives of the total elimination of nuclear weapons, preventing, under any circumstances,
the further proliferation of nuclear weapons and preserving the Treaty’s vital contribution to peace and security,

T The Conference recalls the commitment by all States parties to pursue policies that are fully compatible
with the Treaty and the objective of achieving a world without nuclear weapons.

8. The Conference underscores the necessity of the full implementation of articles I and II of the Treaty by
all States parties to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons.

9. The Conference emphasizes the importance of promoting the equal, full and effective participation of
both women and men in the process of nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear disarmament and the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy.

Article 111 and fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs, especially in their relationship to article VI and
sixth and seventh preambular paragraphs

Safeguards

10. The Conference reaffirms that the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) is the competent authority
responsible for verifying and assuring, in accordance with the Statute of IAEA and the IAEA safeguards system,
compliance by States parties with the safeguards agreements undertaken in fulfilment of their obligations under article
111, paragraph 1, of the Treaty with a view to preventing diversion of nuclear energy from peaceful uses to nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. Tt is the conviction of the Conference that nothing should be done to
undermine the authority of the TAEA in this regard. States parties that have concerns regarding non-compliance with
the safeguards agreements of the Treaty by the States parties should direct such concerns, along with supporting
evidence and information, to the IAEA to consider, investigate, draw conclusions and decide on necessary actions in
accordance with its mandate.

1. The Conference expresses its concern with cases of non-compliance of the Treaty by States parties, and calls
on those States non-compliant to move promptly to full compliance with their obligations. The Conference emphasizes
that responses to concerns over compliance with any obligation under the Treaty by any State party should be pursued
by diplomatic means, in accordance with the provisions of the Treaty and the Charter of the United Nations.

12. The Conference underscores the importance in complying with the non-proliferation obligations, addressing
all non-compliance matters in order to uphold the Treaty's integrity and the authority of the IAEA’s safeguards. The
Conference also underscores the importance of resolving all cases of non-compliance with safeguards obligations in
full conformity with the IAEA’s Statute and the respective legal obligations of States parties. In this regard, the
Conference calls upon the States parties to extend their cooperation with the IAEA.

13. The Conference recognizes the role of the United Nations Security Council and General Assembly, in
accordance with the UN Charter as well as Article XII.C of the IAEA Statute and paragraph 19 of INFCIRC/153
(Corrected), in upholding compliance with IAEA safeguards agreements and by taking appropriate measures as
necessary.
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14, The Conference emphasizes that measures should be taken to ensure that the rights of all States parties under
the provision of the preamble and the articles of the Treaty are fully protected and that no State party is limited in the
exercise of these rights in accordance with the Treaty.

15. The Conference recognizes that IAEA safeguards are a fundamental pillar of the nuclear non-proliferation
regime, play an indispensable role in the implementation of the Treaty and help to create an environment conducive to
nuclear disarmament and to nuclear cooperation.

16. The Conference stresses that the non-proliferation and safeguards commitments in the Treaty are also essential
for peaceful nuclear commerce and cooperation and that TAEA safeguards make a vital contribution to the environment
for peaceful nuclear development and international cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The Conference
considers that safeguards should be implemented in a manner designed to comply with article IV of the Treaty and
avoid hampering the economic or technological development of the States parties or international cooperation in the
field of peaceful nuclear activities.

17. The Conference emphasizes that there is a distinction between the legal obligations of States and voluntary
measures aimed at facilitating and strengthening the implementation of safeguards and aimed at confidence building,
bearing in mind the obligation of States to cooperate with the IAEA to facilitate the implementation of safeguards
agreements.

18. The Conference recalls the importance of the application of 1AEA safeguards pursuant to comprehensive
safeguards agreements based on INFCIRC/153 (Corrected) to all source and special fissionable material in all peaceful
nuclear activities in the States parties in accordance with the provisions of article 111, paragraph 1, of the Treaty for the
exclusive purpose of verifying that such material is not diverted to nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices,
The Conference welcomes the fact that 172 States parties have in force comprehensive safeguards agreements with
IAEA and that six additional States have brought into force comprehensive safeguards agreements with the IAEA since
the 2010 Review Conference. The Conference urges the non-nuclear-weapon States party to the Treaty that have yet to
bring into force comprehensive safeguards agreements to do so as soon as possible and without further delay.

19. The Conference reaffirms that the implementation of comprehensive safeguards agreements pursuant to article
111, paragraph 1, of the Treaty should be designed to provide for verification by IAEA of the correctness and
completeness of a State's declarations so that there is a credible assurance of the non-diversion of nuclear material from
declared activities and of the absence of undeclared nuclear material and activities.

20. The Conference recognizes that comprehensive safeguards agreements based on INFCIRC/153 (Corrected)
have been successful in their main focus of providing assurance regarding declared nuclear material and have also
provided a limited level of assurance regarding the absence of undeclared nuclear material and activities. The
Conference notes that implementation of the measures specified in the Model Additional Protocol (INFCIRC/540
(Corrected)) provides, in an effective and efficient manner, increased confidence about the absence of undeclared
nuclear material and activities in a State as a whole.

21, The Conference notes that bilateral and regional safeguards play a key role in the promotion of transparency
and mutual confidence between neighboring States, and that they also provide assurances concerning nuclear non-
proliferation. The Conference considers that bilateral or regional safeguards could be useful in regions interested in
building confidence among their member States and in contributing effectively to the non-proliferation regime.

22. The Conference bears in mind that it is the sovereign decision of any State to conclude an additional protocol,
but once in force or applied provisionally, the additional protocol is a legal obligation for that State.

23. The Conference notes that, for a State with both a comprehensive safeguards agreement, and an additional
protocol in force or being otherwise applied, IAEA safeguards can provide increased assurances regarding both the
non-diversion of nuclear material placed under safeguards and the absence of undeclared nuclear materials and
activities for a State as a whole, The Conference notes that, in the case of a State with a comprehensive safeguards
agreement supplemented by an additional protocol in force, these measures represent the enhanced verification
standard for that State.

24 The Conference stresses the importance of the IAEA exercising fully its mandate and its authority in

150



NPT/CONF.2015/R.3

accordance with its Statute to provide assurances about the non-diversion of declared nuclear material and the absence
of undeclared nuclear material and activities in accordance with respective comprehensive safeguards agreements and,
where relevant, additional protocols.

25. The Conference welcomes the fact that 124 State parties have brought additional protocols into force and that
23 of these States parties have brought the additional protocol into force since the 2010 Review Conference. The
Conference encourages all States parties that have not yet done so to conclude and to bring into force additional
protocols as soon as possible and to implement them provisionally pending their entry into force in conformity with
their national legislation and policy.

26. The Conference encourages IAEA to further facilitate and assist the States parties upon request in the
conclusion, entry into force and implementation of comprehensive safeguards agreements and additional protocols.
The Conference calls on IAEA and States parties to consider specific measures that would promote the universalization
of the comprehensive safeguards agreements.

27. The Conference welcomes the fact that 60 States parties have amended their small quantities protocols and §
other States parties have rescinded their small quantities protocols. The Conference also welcomes the fact that 17
States parties accepted the revised small quantities protocol since the 2010 Review Conference and urges all States
parties with small quantities protocols which have not yet done so to amend or rescind them as appropriate as soon as
possible.

28. The Conference calls for the wider application of safeguards to peaceful nuclear facilities in the nuclear-
weapon States, under the relevant voluntary offer safeguards agreements, in the most economic and practical way
possible, taking into account the availability of the IAEA resources, and stresses that comprehensive safeguards and
additional protocols should be universally applied once the complete elimination of nuclear weapons has been
achieved.

29. The Conference recognizes that nuclear material supplied to the nuclear-weapon States for peaceful purposes
should not be diverted for the production of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, and should be, as
appropriate, subject to IAEA safeguards agreements.

30. The Conference recognizes that the transfer of nuclear-related equipment, information, material and facilities,
resources or devices should be consistent with States’ obligations under the Treaty.

31. The Conference stresses the importance of maintaining and observing fully the principle of confidentiality
regarding all information related to implementation of safeguards in accordance with safeguards agreements, the
IAEA’s Statute and its confidentiality regime. The Conference notes the steps taken by the TAEA’s Secretariat to
protect classified safeguards information and that the Secretariat will continue to review and update the established
procedures for the protection of classified safeguards information within the Secretariat.

32. The Conference notes the considerable increase in the IAEA's safeguards responsibilities and the financial
constraints under which the IAEA safeguards are functioning. The Conference calls upon all States parties to ensure
that IAEA continues to have all political, technical and financial support so that it is able to effectively meet its
responsibility to apply safeguards as required by article III of the Treaty.

33. The Conference emphasizes the importance of maintaining the credibility, effectiveness and integrity of IAEA
safeguards, and stresses that safeguards implementation should remain technically based, effective, transparent, non-
discriminatory, and objective. The Cenference emphasizes the importance of the assurances contained in paragraph 24
of the IAEA General Conference resolution GC(58)/RES/14 and welcomes the clarifications and additional
information provided by the IAEA Secretariat in 2014 on The Conceptualization and Development of Safeguards
Implementation at the State Level, following the intensive consultation process between the Secretariat and Member
States, and also the intention of the Secretariat to continue to engage in open and active dialogue with States on
safeguards matters. The Conference notes that the focus of the IAEA for the immediate future is on updating existing
State-level approaches for States under integrated safeguards and that State-level approaches will be progressively
developed and implemented for other States. The Conference encourages States parties to support the IAEA, in close
consultation and coordination with State and/or regional authorities, in this activity.
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34. The Conference reaffirms that IAEA safeguards should be assessed and evaluated regularly. Decisions
adopted by the IAEA policy bodies aimed at further strengthening the effectiveness and improving the efficiency of
TAEA safeguards should be supported and implemented by all States parties.

35. The Conference welcomes efforts to strengthen safeguards and notes the IAEA's Secretariat activities in
verifying and analyzing information provided by Member States on nuclear supply and procurement in accordance
with the Statute and relevant safeguards agreements.

36. The Conference welcomes additional technical and financial contributions by States to help the IAEA meet its
safeguards responsibilities and to enhance the related technology base, including the modernization of its Safeguards
Analytical Laboratories. It notes the assistance provided by Member States and relevant organizations to the IAEA,
including through Member State Support Programme, to facilitate capacity building, including related research and
development, and implementation of safeguards. The Conference welcomes the fact that such assistance will continue
to be provided towards that end.

37. The Conference encourages States parties, within the framework of the IAEA Statute, to further develop a
robust, flexible, adaptive and cost-effective international technology base for advanced safeguards through cooperation
among Member States and with IAEA. The Conference also encourages States concerned to promote early
consultations with the IAEA at the appropriate stage on safeguards relevant aspects of new nuclear facilities in order to
facilitate future safeguards implementation.

38. The Conference considers that the strengthening of IAEA safeguards should not adversely affect the resources
available for technical assistance and cooperation. The allocation of resources should take into account all of the
TAEA's statutory functions, including that of encouraging and assisting the development and practical application of
atomic energy for peaceful uses with adequate technology transfer.

Nuclear Security

39. The Conference recognizes that the responsibility for nuclear security within a State rests with that State. The
Conference recalls that, when developing nuclear energy, including nuclear power the use of nuclear energy must be
accompanied by appropriate and effective levels of nuclear security, consistent with States' national legislation and
respective international obligations.

40. The Conference stresses the importance of effective physical protection of all nuclear material and nuclear
facilities. The Conference calls upon all States, within their responsibility, to achieve and maintain highly effective
nuclear security, including physical protection, of nuclear and other radioactive material during use, storage and
transport and of the associated facilities at all stages in their life cycle, as well protecting sensitive information. In this
regard the Conference encourages all States, in their efforts to strengthen nuclear security, to take into account and
apply, as appropriate, the IAEA's Nuclear Security Series publications.

41. The Conference reaffirms the central role of the IAEA in strengthening the nuclear security framework
globally and in coordinating international activities in the field of nuclear security. The Conference welcomes the
contribution made by the Nuclear Security Guidance Committee in the development of the Nuclear Security Series
publications. The Conference also welcomes the outcome of the International Conference on Nuclear Security:
Enhancing Global Efforts, organized by the IAEA in Vienna in July 2013, in particular the Ministerial Declaration, and
the organization of the next international conference on nuclear security in 2016,

42. The Conference encourages the JAEA to continue to assist States upon request in strengthening their national
regulatory controls of nuclear material. including the establishment and maintenance of State systems of accounting for
and control of nuclear material. The Conference also encourages States to make further use of assistance in the field of
nuclear security, where such assistance is needed and requested, including though the IAEA services in the field of
nuclear security, such as the Integrated Nuclear Security Support Plans (INSSPs), International Nuclear Security
Advisory Service (INSServ) and International Physical Protection Advisory Service (IPPAS) missions.

43. The Conference welcomes the recent accessions to the amendment to the Convention on the Physical
Protection of Nuclear Material. The Conference calls on all States parties to the Convention on the Physical Protection
of Nuclear Material to ratify the amendment to the Convention as soon as possible and encourages them to act in
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accordance with the objectives and the purpose of the amendment until such time as it enters into force. The
Conference also encourages all States that have not yet done so to adhere to the Convention and adopt the amendment
as soon as possible.

44, The Conference stresses the importance and primary responsibility of all States parties to improve their
national capabilities to prevent, detect and respond to illicit trafficking in nuclear and other radioactive materials
throughout their national territories, in accordance with their national legislation and relevant international obligations.
The Conference notes the work of the IAEA in support of the efforts of States to combat such trafficking, including the
IAEA’s activities undertaken to provide for an enhanced exchange of information and the continued maintenance of its
incident and trafficking database. The Conference calls upon all States to improve their national capabilities to detect,
deter and disrupt illicit trafficking in nuclear material throughout their national territories, in accordance with their
national legislation and relevant international obligations and calls upon those States parties in a position to do so to
work to enhance international partnerships and capacity-building in this regard. The Conference also calls upon States
parties to establish and enforce effective domestic controls to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons in
accordance with their relevant international legal obligations.

45. The Conference expresses concerns related to the threat of terrorism and the risk that non-State actors might
acquire nuclear weapons and their means of delivery. The Conference recalls the obligation of all States to implement
fully the relevant United Nations Security Council resolutions and also recalls the relevant resolutions of the United
Nations General Assembly.

46. The Conference encourages all States that have not yet done so to become parties to the International
Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism as soon as possible.

47. The Conference recognizes the central role of the IAEA in developing comprehensive nuciear security
guidance documents and the need for the involvement of all states in nuclear security-related activities and initiatives
in an inclusive manner. The Conference notes the role that international processes and initiatives, including the Nuclear
Security Summits, could play in the area of nuclear security. The Conference encourages the IAEA to continue in
coordination with Member States, to play a constructive and coordinating role in other nuclear security-related
initiatives, within their respective mandates and memberships, including the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear
Terrorism, and the Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials Mass Destruction, and to work
jointly, as appropriate, with relevant international and regional organizations and institutions.

Export controls

48. The Conference urges all States parties to ensure that their nuclear-related exports do not directly or indirectly
assist the development of nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices and that such exports are in full
conformity with the objectives and purposes of the Treaty as stipulated, particularly in articles I, IT and III of the
Treaty, as well as the decision on principles and objectives of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament adopted in
1995 by the Review and Extension Conference.

49, The Conference recognizes that national rules and regulations of States parties are necessary to ensure that the
States parties are able to give effect to their Commitments with respect to the transfer of nuclear and nuclear-related
dual-use items to all States taking into account articles 1, II and III of the Treaty, and for States parties, also fully
respecting article IV. In this context, the Conference urges States parties that have not yet done so to establish and
implement effective national rules and regulations. The Conference encourages States parties to make use of
multilaterally negotiated and agreed guidelines and understandings in developing their own national export controls.

50. The Conference encourages States parties to consider whether a recipient State has brought into force IAEA
safeguards obligations in making nuclear export decisions.

51. The Conference underlines that any supplier arrangement should continue to be transparent and to ensure that
the export guidelines formulated by them do not hamper the development of nuclear energy for peaceful uses by States
parties in conformity with articles I, I, IIT and TV of the Treaty.

52. The Conference recalls that the 1995 Extension and Review Conference affirmed that new supply
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arrangements for the transfer of source or special fissionable material or equipment or material especially designed or
prepared for the processing, use or production of special fissionable material to non-nuclear-weapon States should
require, as a necessary precondition, acceptance of IAEA full-scope safeguards and internationally legally binding
commitments not to acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

53. The Conference calls upon all States parties, in acting in pursuance of the objectives of the Treaty, to observe
the legitimate right of all States parties, in particular developing States, to full access to nuclear material, equipment
and technological information for peaceful purposes.

54. The Conference encourages all States parties to facilitate transfers of nuclear technology and materials and
international cooperation among States parties, in conformity with articles I, II, IIl and TV of the Treaty, and to
eliminate in this regard any undue constraints inconsistent with the Treaty.

55. The Conference welcomes cooperation among States parties and assistance available, including through the
IAEA, to promote and implement high standards of safeguards, nuclear security and export controls. The Conference
encourages States parties in a position to contribute to such efforts to do so. The Conference also encourages States
parties in need of assistance to make use of the assistance available.

Article IV and the sixth and seventh preambular paragraphs

56. The Conference reaffirms that nothing in the Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting the inalienable right
of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
without discrimination and in conformity with articles I, II, Il and IV of the Treaty. The Conference recognizes
that this right constitutes a fundamental pillar of the Treaty. In this connection, the Conference confirms that each
State party’s choices and decisions in the field of peaceful uses of nuclear energy, including its fuel cycle
policies, should be respected without jeopardizing its policies or international cooperation agreements and
arrangements for peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

57. The Conference reaffirms that all States parties to the Treaty undertake to facilitate, and have the right to
participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials and scientific and technological information
for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Parties to the Treaty in a position to do so should also cooperate in
contributing alone or together with other States parties or international organizations to the further development
of the applications of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States parties
to the Treaty, with due consideration for their development needs, in accordance with Article IV.

58. The Conference urges that in all activities designed to promote the peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
preferential treatment be given to the non-nuclear weapons States parties to the Treaty, taking the needs of
developing countries, in particular, into account.

59. The Conference calls upon all States parties, in acting in pursuance of the objectives of the Treaty, to
observe the legitimate right of all States parties, in particular State parties that are developing countries, to the
fullest possible access to nuclear materials, equipment and technological information for peaceful purposes.
Transfers of nuclear technology and international cooperation among States parties in conformity with articles I,
11, 11T and IV of the Treaty are to be encouraged. They would be facilitated by eliminating undue constraints that
might impede such cooperation.

60, The Conference underlines the role of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) in assisting
developing States parties in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, through the development of effective and
efficient programmes aimed at improving their scientific, technological and regulatory capabilities.

Peaceful uses of nuclear energy: nuclear energy and technical cooperation
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61. The Conference reaffirms that the Treaty fosters the development of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
by providing a framework of confidence and cooperation within which those uses can take place. Moreover, the
Conference emphasizes that cooperation to accelerate and enlarge the contribution of atomic energy to peace,
health and prosperity throughout the world is one of the core objectives enshrined in the Statute of the IAEA. The
Conference encourages all States parties to actively cooperate among themselves, and through the IAEA, in the
peaceful uses and applications of nuclear energy, including through international technical cooperation.

62. The Conference reaffirms that the unimpeded exercise of the inalienable right in accordance with article
IV of the Treaty is essential to maintain the balance between rights and obligations of States Parties under the
Treaty, including the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

63. The Conference thus encourages, to the extent possible, transparency and inclusiveness in export control
policies which should ensure and facilitate, to the fullest extent possible, the access by developing States parties
to nuclear material, equipment or technology for peaceful purposes, in accordance with the provisions of the
Treaty.

64. The Conference acknowledges that competent human resources are a key component for all nuclear
power programmes, including new and expanding ones. The Conference underlines that partnerships and
collaboration with the IAEA, as well as amongst States parties, make a valuable contribution to developing such
capacity. The Conference welcomes initiatives directed at expanding nuclear knowledge and expertise, as well as
training in the field of nuclear energy.

65. The Conference recognizes that science and technology, including nuclear science and technology, are an
indispensable element in achieving social and economic development for all States parties.

66. The Conference underlines that IAEA activities in the field of nuclear power and non-power applications
have contributed in an important way to meeting energy needs, improving health, combating poverty, protecting
the environment, developing agriculture, managing the use of water resources and optimizing industrial
processes, thus helping to achieve the Millennium Development Goals, and that these activities, as well as
bilateral and other multilateral cooperation, contribute to achieving objectives set forth in article I'V of the Treaty.

67. The Conference calls upon Member States to cooperate through, and support fully, enhanced
international cooperation, including the efforts of the IAEA, to expand the extent that nuclear sciences and
applications are utilized to promote sustainable development for States parties, taking into account, in particular
the needs of developing countries, including the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals and, when
adopted, the post-2015 development agenda.

68. The Conference encourages States parties and relevant organizations in a position to do so to provide
assistance, in particular to States parties that are developing countries, in order to enhance access to nuclear
science and technology, through various measures including capacity-building, the provision of equipment,
strengthening regional networking and regional cooperation frameworks and facilitating cooperation among
developing countries. '

69. The Conference reaffirms that, when developing nuclear energy, including nuclear power, the use of
nuclear energy must be accompanied at all stages by commitments to, and ongoing implementation of, safeguards
as well as appropriate and effective levels of safety and security, consistent with States parties’ national
legislation and respective international obligations.

70. The Conference reaffirms the importance of the obligations under article 1V (2) of the Treaty with regard
to exports, to other States parties, of nuclear material, equipment and technology for peaceful purposes.
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71. The Conference welcomes the IAEA Renovation of the Nuclear Applications Laboratories (ReNuAL)
project, which is central to the IAEA’s efforts to provide opportunities for nuclear applications in broader areas
and to enhance the access of States parties, in particular developing countries, to the peaceful uses of nuclear
technology. The Conference welcomes the contributions already pledged by countries in support of the ReNuAL
project and calls upon all States parties to provide the necessary financial and other support for this project. The
Conference further notes that the ReNuAL project is scheduled to commence during the course of 2015, and
supports appeals for timely, additional funding to make possible the projects scheduled for commencement.

2. The Conference encourages all States parties and relevant organizations to strengthen their public
communication activity, considering that education and public communication play an important role in
disseminating information to, and raising the awareness of, the public in general on the utility of peaceful uses of
nuclear science and technology.

73. The Conference welcomes efforts by States parties to encourage national, bilateral and international
activities to train the necessary skilled workforce needed to develop peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

74. The Conference emphasizes the importance of the technical cooperation activities of the IAEA, and
stresses the importance of nuclear knowledge-sharing and the transfer of nuclear technology to States parties,
taking the needs of developing countries, in particular, into account, for the sustainment and further enhancement
of their scientific and technological capabilities, thereby also contributing to their socio-economic development
in areas such as electricity production, human health, including the application of nuclear technology in cancer
therapy, and the use of nuclear techniques in environmental protection, water resources management, industry,
food security, nutrition and agriculture,

5. The Conference underscores the importance of IAEA assistance, in particular to developing countries that
are States parties, in planning for and using nuclear science and technology for peaceful purposes, and the need
for strengthening this role of the IAEA, and, in this regard, calls on the TAEA to maintain an appropriate balance
between the promotional and other statutory activities of the IAEA, and to consider the increasing demand for
technical cooperation by States parties, especially by developing countries.

76. The Conference acknowledges the central role of the IAEA Technical Cooperation Programme (TCP), to
enhance the application of nuclear science and technology in many States parties, in particular, in those that are
developing countries, and recognizes the Technical Cooperation Fund (TCF) as the most important mechanism
for the implementation of the IAEA TCP. The Conference calls on the IAEA Member States to make every effort
and to take practical steps to ensure that IAEA resources for technical cooperation activities are assured,
predictable and sufficient to meet the objectives mandated in article I of the TAEA Statute.

77. The Conference notes that the IAEA TCP, as one of the main vehicles for the transfer of nuclear
technology for peaceful purposes, is formulated in accordance with the IAEA Statute and guiding principles, as
contained in INFCIRC/267, and in accordance with relevant directives of the IAEA General Conference and the
Board of Governors.

78. The Conference notes the ongoing collaborative efforts by the IAEA and its Member States, to enhance
the effectiveness and efficiency of the IAEA Technical Cooperation Programme.

79. The Conference acknowledges the IAEA Peaceful Uses Initiative (PUI) as a flexible mechanism to
mobilize additional resources for IAEA programmes, and complements the TCF together with other extra-
budgetary contributions to the IAEA. The Conference welcomes the contributions already pledged by Parties and
groups of countries in support of IAEA activities, as well as the IAEA’s Resource Mobilization efforts, and
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encourages those States parties and relevant organizations in a position to do so to provide necessary assistance
and contributions, including to the PUI, as well as to promote cooperation to this end. Such additional resources
can contribute to the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals and, when adopted, the post-2015
development agenda.

80. The Conference recognizes that regional cooperative arrangements for the promotion of the peaceful use
of nuclear energy can be an effective means of providing assistance and facilitating technology transfer,
complementing the technical cooperation activities of IAEA in individual countries. It notes the contributions of
the African Regional Cooperative Agreement for Research, Development and Training related to Nuclear Science
and Technology, the Regional Cooperative Agreement for the Advancement of Nuclear Science and Technology
in Latin America and the Caribbean, the Regional Cooperative Agreement for Research, Development and
Training related to Nuclear Science and Technology for Asia and the Pacific and the Cooperative Agreement for
Arab States in Asia for Research, Development and Training related to Nuclear Science and Technology, as well
as the strategy for the IAEA technical cooperation programme in the European region.

81. The Conference acknowledges that each State party has the right to define its national energy policy.

82. The Conference recognizes that a diverse portfolio of energy sources will be needed to allow access to
sustainable energy and electricity resources in all regions of the world, and that States parties may pursue
different ways to achieve their energy security and climate protection goals.

83. The Conference notes the Second Regional Conference on Energy and Nuclear Power in Africa organized
by the IAEA in Cape Town, South Africa in May 2011, the International Ministerial Conference on Nuclear
Power in the 21st Century, organized by the IAEA in Cooperation with the OECD/Nuclear Energy Agency in
Saint Petersburg, Russian Federation in June 2013, and the Third Conference on Energy and Nuclear Power in
Africa, co-organized by the IAEA and the International Framework for Nuclear Energy Cooperation in Mombasa,
Kenya in April 2015,

Multilateral approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle

84. The Conference notes the establishment of a reserve of low-enriched uranium (LEU) in the Russian
Federation in December 2010 for the use of IAEA Member States, as well as the establishment of an IAEA owned
and operated LEU Bank, approved by the TIAEA Board of Governors in December 2010 and welcomes
Kazakhstan’s offer to host the IAEA LEU Bank.

85. The Conference notes discussions undertaken under the auspices of the IAEA or other regional or
international forums to develop multilateral approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle, including the possibilities to
create, in a non-discriminatory and transparent fashion, mechanisms for assurance of nuclear fuel supply. Such
approaches, without restricting States parties’ rights under the Treaty and without any prejudice to national fuel
cycle policies, should address the technical, legal and economic complexities surrounding these issues, including
the application of TAEA full scope safeguards. nuclear safety and nuclear security norms, in a manner wholly
consistent with the inalienable right of States parties to the NPT to develop research, production and use of
nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, acknowledged in article IV of the Treaty.

Nuclear safety and security
86. The Conference recognizes the safety and security issues associated with nuclear energy, as well as the
important issue of managing spent fuel and radioactive waste in a sustainable manner, while also recognizing the

continuing international efforts to address those issues. Nuclear fuel suppliers are encouraged to work with and
assist recipient States, upon request, in the safe and secure management of spent fuel.
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87. The Conference recognizes that the development of an appropriate infrastructure to support the safe,
secure and efficient use of nuclear power, in line with relevant IAEA standards and guidelines, is an issue of
central importance, especially for States that are planning for the introduction of nuclear power.

88. The Conference emphasizes the need for States embarking on nuclear energy programmes to develop a
robust national, technical, human resource, and regulatory infrastructure to ensure safety and security for all
reactor and fuel cycle activities consistent with IAEA standards, guidelines, and recommendations at a very early
stage of the process.

89, The Conference encourages all States, in particular those operating, constructing or planning nuclear
power reactors that have not yet taken the necessary steps to become party to the Convention on Nuclear Safety,
to do so.

90. The Conference encourages bilateral and multilateral efforts to promote cooperation on future approaches
to nuclear power such as the International Project on Innovative Nuclear Reactors and Fuel Cycles, the
International Framework for Nuclear Energy Cooperation and the Generation IV International Forum, and
encourages further development of nuclear reactor technologies that are safer, more economic, more resource
efficient, and reduce proliferation risks.

91. The Conference stresses the importance of nuclear safety and nuclear security for the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy. While nuclear safety and nuclear security are national responsibilities, the IAEA should play a
key role in the development of safety standards and nuclear security guidance.

92. The Conference recognizes that nuclear safety and nuclear security have the common aim of protecting
human health, society and the environment, while acknowledging the distinctions between the two areas, and
affirming the importance of coordination in this regard.

93. The Conference recognizes that the primary responsibility for nuclear safety rests with individual States
and reaffirms the central role of the IAEA in promoting international cooperation on nuclear safety-related
matters, including through the establishment of nuclear safety standards, owing to its statutory functions and
longstanding expertise.

94. The Conference stresses that any possible review of the IAEA safety standards should be carried out
within the IAEA in a gradual, inclusive and transparent manner.

95. The Conference underscores the need to facilitate the effective participation of all interested Member
States in the IAEA Safety Standards Committees given their importance.

96. The Conference emphasizes that measures and initiatives aimed at strengthening nuclear safety and
nuclear security should be in conformity with relevant articles under the Treaty including the inalienable right of
States parties to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes.

97. The Conference encourages the efforts of the IAEA, as well as of other relevant forums, in the promotion
of safety in all its aspects, and encourages all States parties to take the appropriate national, regional and
international steps to enhance and foster a safety culture. The Conference encourages the continuous
improvement of nuclear, radiation, transport and waste safety and appropriate subsequent actions, by recognizing
the role that further analyses of the lessons learned from past experience have to play in reinforcing national,
regional and international nuclear safety frameworks that serve for the peaceful uses of nuclear science and
technology.

11
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98. The Conference welcomes the activities of the IAEA directed towards the strengthening of nuclear safety
in operating power and research reactors. The Conference further welcomes the work of the IAEA, including in
the organization of international peer review services, the support to the regulatory bodies and other relevant
areas of the infrastructure of Member States through the Technical Cooperation Programme.

99. The Conference acknowledges the primary responsibility of individual States for maintaining the safety
and security of their nuclear installations, and the crucial importance of an adequate national technical, human
and regulatory infrastructure in nuclear safety, radiological protection and spent fuel and radioactive waste
management, as well as an independent and effective regulatory body.

100. The Conference encourages efforts to assist States parties upon request in implementing IAEA safety
standards, bilaterally and through the TAEA. In this regard, the Conference recalls that special efforts should be
made and sustained to increase awareness in those fields, through the participation of States parties, in particular
those from developing countries, in training, workshops, seminars and capacity-building in a non-discriminatory
manner. The Conference underlines the fundamental importance of sustainable programmes, through national,
regional and international efforts, for education and training in nuclear radiation, transport, waste safety and
nuclear security, while focusing on building institutional capacity and technical and managerial capabilities in
States parties.

101.  The Conference welcomes the efforts made by the IAEA in the aftermath of the accident at the
Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station. The Conference notes the outcomes of the Ministerial Conference on
Nuclear Safety, hosted by the IAEA in June 2011, including the adoption of the Ministerial Declaration on
Nuclear Safety, the Fukushima Ministerial Conference on Nuclear Safety held in December 2012 and the work
tawards publishing the Fukushima Report, taking into account the findings by UNSCEAR,' and other relevant
international organizations, to share the lessons learned from the accident at the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear
Power Station in March 2011 for further improvement of global nuclear safety.

102.  The Conference notes that the IAEA’s Action Plan on Nuclear Safety has served as a significant
benchmark in guiding a comprehensive and coordinated national, regional and international approach to
strengthening nuclear safety, and reaffirms the importance of robust implementation of the Action Plan, inciuding
through international cooperation. The Conference also emphasizes the importance of States continuing to take
active steps to fulfill the actions contained in the IAEA Action Plan on Nuclear Safety.

103,  The Conference notes the Vienna Declaration on Nuclear Safety, adopted by consensus at the Diplomatic
Conference of the Convention on Nuclear Safety held in February 2015, noting in particular the principles
contained therein to guide the Contracting Parties to the Convention on Nuclear Safety, as appropriate, in the
implementation of the objective of the Convention on Nuclear Safety on how new nuclear power plants are to be
designed, sited and constructed as well as how comprehensive and systematic safety assessments are to be carried
out periodically and regularly for existing installations throughout their lifetime, and also noting the decisions of
Contracting Parties contained therein on inter alia the reporting and review mechanisms.

104.  The Conference encourages all States that have not yet done so, to become party to the Convention on
Nuclear Safety, the Convention on Early Notification of a Nuclear Accident, the Convention on Assistance in the
Case of a Nuclear Accident or Radiological Emergency, and the Joint Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel
Management and on the Safety of Radioactive Waste Management.

! The 2013 report of the United Nations Scientific Committee on the Effects on Atomic Radiation on “Levels and effects of radiation
exposure due to the nuclear aceident after the 2011 great east-Japan earthquake and tsunami”,
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105.  The Conference encourages States parties to strengthen their national, bilateral, regional and international
emergency preparedness and response mechanisms, as appropriate, to facilitate timely information exchange
during a nuclear emergency, and improve bilateral, regional and international cooperation to that effect.

106. The Conference notes that the IAEA plays a key role, supported by States, in facilitating international
cooperation with regard to preparedness and response to nuclear emergencies. The Conference encourages States
to make use of the various services and activities offered by the IAEA to improve preparedness and response to
nuclear emergencies.

107.  The Conference notes the principles and objectives of the non-legally binding Code of Conduct on the
Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources and Code of Conduct on the Safety of Research Reactors, and
underlines the important role of the supplementary Guidance on the Import and Export of Radioactive Sources.

108.  The Conference encourages States parties to strengthen the national and multinational efforts to recover
orphan sources and maintain control of disused sources, and further encourages States parties to consider
developing arrangements, as practicable, to permit the return of disused sources to the supplier States,

109. The Conference encourages States parties concerned, on a voluntary basis, to further minimize highly
enriched uranium in civilian stocks and use, where technically and economically feasible. The Conference
welcomes efforts to use non-highly enriched uranium technologies for the production of radioisotopes, taking into
account the need for an assured and reliable supply of medical isotopes.

110.  The Conference notes the efforts to apply best practices and basic principles, as promoted by the IAEA,
in mining and processing, including those related to environmental management of uranium mining.

111.  The Conference encourages States parties to promote the sharing of best practices in the areas of nuclear
safety and nuclear security, taking into account confidentiality of the information concerned, including through
dialogue with the nuclear industry and the private sector, as appropriate.

112.  The Conference notes the attention to problems of safety and contamination related to the discontinuation
of nuclear operations formerly associated with former nuclear weapons programmes, and all aspects of
remediation, including, where appropriate and technically and economically feasible, safe resettlement of any
displaced human populations and the restoration of economic productivity to affected areas.

113.  The Conference encourages all Governments and international organizations that have expertise in the
field of clean-up and disposal of radioactive contaminants to consider giving appropriate assistance as may be
requested for remedial purposes in these affected areas, while noting the efforts that have been made to date in
this regard.

Safe transport of radioactive materials
114.  The Conference recognizes that, historically, the safety record of civilian transport, including maritime
transport, of radioactive materials has been excellent, and stresses the importance of international cooperation to

maintain and enhance the safety of international transport.

115. The Conference reaffirms maritime and air navigation rights and freedoms as provided for in
international law and as reflected in relevant international instruments.

116.  The Conference welcomes the IAEA standards for the safe transport of radioactive material and affirms
that it is in the interest of all States parties that the transportation of radioactive materials continues to be
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conducted consistent with IAEA safety and security standards and guidelines. The Conference takes note of the
concerns of small island developing States and other coastal States with regard to the transportation of radioactive
materials by sea and, in this regard, welcomes continuing efforts to improve communication between shipping
and coastal States for the purpose of addressing concerns regarding transport safety, security and emergency
preparedness.

117.  The Conference notes the guidelines on best practices for Voluntary and Confidential Government-to-
Government Communications on the transport of MOX Fuel, high level radioactive waste and, as appropriate,
irradiated nuclear fuel by sea, and encourages the continuation of the positive dialogue process between shipping
and coastal States aimed at improving mutual understanding, confidence-building and enhanced communication
in relation to the safe maritime transport of radioactive material, taking into account necessary confidentiality for
security purposes. The Conference notes the Tabletop Exercise to be conducted within the Framework of the
Dialogue between Coastal and Shipping States in June 2015.

Armed attacks against nuclear installations devoted to peaceful purposes

118. The Conference considers that attacks or threats of attacks on nuclear facilities devoted to peaceful
purposes jeopardize nuclear safety, have dangerous political, economic and environmental implications and could
raise serious issues pertaining to international law, and therefore calls upon all States parties, pursuant to action
64 of the 2010 Action plan, to abide by the decision of the JAEA General Conference of 18 September 2009,
GC(53)/DEC/13, on prohibition of armed attack or threat of attack against nuclear installations, during operation
or under construction.

Nuclear liability

119.  The Conference welcomes the entry into force of the Convention on Supplementary Compensation for
Nuclear Damage on 15 April 2015,

120.  The Conference recalls the Paris Convention on Third Party Liability in the Field of Nuclear Energy, the
Vienna Convention on Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage, the Brussels Convention Supplementary to the Paris
Convention, the Joint Protocol Related to the Application of the Vienna Convention and the Paris Convention and
the protocols amending these conventions, and the Convention on Supplementary Compensation for Nuclear
Damage, and notes that these conventions can provide the basis for establishing a worldwide nuclear liability
regime based on the principles of nuclear liability law.

121.  The Conference stresses the importance of having effective liability mechanisms in place to ensure
prompt compensation for damage to people, property and the environment as well as actual economic loss due to
radiological accident or incident during transport of radioactive material, including maritime transport, and notes
the application of the principles of nuclear liability, including strict liability, in the event of a nuclear accident or
incident during the transport of radioactive material.

Article V
122.  The Conference affirms that the provisions of article V of the Treaty with regard to the peaceful

applications of any nuclear explosions are to be interpreted in the light of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty.
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Article VI and eighth to twelfth preambular paragraphs

123.  The Conference notes the reaffirmation by all States parties of their commitment to the full and effective
implementation of article VI of the Treaty.

124.  The Conference recalls and reaffirms the importance of the full implementation by all States parties of article VI
of the Treaty, paragraphs 3 and 4 (c) of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference Decision entitled “Principles and
objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”, the practical steps for achieving nuclear disarmament agreed
by consensus in the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference as well as the conclusions and recommendations for
follow-on actions agreed by the 2010 Review Conference.

125, The Conference reaffirms the need for the nuclear-weapon States to comply with their nuclear disarmament
obligations under the Treaty and to completely implement their nuclear disarmament commitments, including the 13
practical steps and the plan of action on nuclear disarmament, that were agreed by consensus at the 2000 and 2010 Review
Conferences of the Treaty, in order to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear weapons.

126.  The Conference reaffirms that the ultimate objective of the efforts of States in the disarmament process is general
and complete disarmament under effective international control.

127.  The Conference notes the agreement by the nuclear-weapon States on a common reporting framework and the
submission of their national reports at the third session of the Preparatory Committee held in 2014 and at the 2015 Review
Conference, pursuant to the relevant actions of the conclusions and recommendations agreed at the 2010 Review
Conference. The Conference welcomes the further information provided by some nuclear-weapon States with respect to
the number of nuclear weapons in their national inventories.

128.  The Conference notes the meetings of the nuclear-weapon States held in Paris (2011), Washington
(2012), Geneva (2013), Beijing (2014) and London (2015), which fostered dialogue and common approaches
amongst themselves to strengthen the Treaty and the continuation of this process and related bilateral efforts. The
Conference notes the submission of a glossary of key nuclear terms, which does not alter the definitions or
meanings of any nuclear terms in international treaties, international commitments or national laws or
regulations.

129.  The Conference recognizes and welcomes the steps taken to implement the Treaty between the Russian
Federation and the United States of America on Measures for the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic
Offensive Arms; and the significant reductions in deployed and non-deployed nuclear weapons, as well as their
dismantling nuclear weapon delivery vehicles.

130.  The Conference also notes the fulfilment as declared by the United Kingdom of its commitment made in
2010 to further reduce its stockpile of nuclear weapons, as well as the completion of its planned reductions in the
number of operationally available nuclear warheads. The Conference notes the reaffirmation as declared by China
to keep its nuclear weapon capabilities at the minimum level required for national security and of its policy of no-
first use of nuclear weapons at any time. The Conference further notes the actions taken as declared by France on
nuclear disarmament, including the completion of reductions by one-third of the air-borne component of its
nuclear forces and the irreversible dismantlement of its production facilities for fissile material for nuclear
weapons.

131.  The Conference reaffirms the importance of all States applying the principles of transparency,
verifiability and irreversibility in relation to the implementation of their treaty obligations.

132,  The Conference notes with concern that, despite the achievements in bilateral and unilateral nuclear arms

reductions, the total estimated number of nuclear weapons deployed and in stockpiles of the nuclear-weapon States still
amounts to several thousands and many hundreds remain on high alert. The Conference stresses in this regard that
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reductions in deployments and in operational status are welcome but cannot substitute for the irreversible elimination of
nuclear weapons as required under article VI of the Treaty. The Conference notes concerns expressed by non-nuclear-
weapon States regarding programmes for the development of advanced new types of nuclear weapons as well as the
qualitative improvement of existing nuclear weapon systems.

133.  The Conference recognizes that the indefinite extension of the Treaty at the 1995 Review and Extension
Conference did not imply the indefinite possession of nuclear weapons by the nuclear-weapon States.

134.  The Conference notes the reaffirmation by the nuclear-weapon States of their unequivocal undertaking to
accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament, to which all States parties are
committed under article VI, and affirms the importance of achieving and maintaining a world without nuclear weapons.

135.  The Conference reiterates its deep concern at the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear
weapons.

136.  The Conference acknowledges the devastation that would be visited upon all humankind by a nuclear war and the
consequent need to make every effort to avert the danger of such a war and to take measures to safeguard the security of
peoples.

137.  The Conference notes the growing interest during the 2010-2015 review cycle of non-nuclear-weapon States
parties in the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons. The Conference notes the conferences that were held in Oslo
(March 2013), Nayarit (February 2014) and Vienna (December 2014), which added to the knowledge of non-nuclear-
weapon States and civil society of the catastrophic consequences of any nuclear weapon detonation and the associated
risks posed by nuclear weapons.

138.  The Conference notes the various joint statements delivered at the Review Conference that addressed
humanitarian dimensions of nuclear weapons, including by Austria on behalf of 159 States parties on the Humanitarian
Consequences of Nuclear Weapons and by Australia on behalf of 26 States parties on the Humanitarian Consequences of
Nuclear Weapons. The Conference also notes the statements by the nuclear-weapon States and by Japan on behalf of 76
States parties on disarmament and non-proliferation education. The Conference further notes the statement delivered on
behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement at the Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons.

139.  The Conference notes the Pledge presented at the Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear
Weapons by Austria and supported by 93 States parties, including the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States
(CELAC), which met at the level of Heads of State or Government.

140.  The Conference affirms that the use of nuclear weapons would have immediate and long-term consequences,
which are significantly graver than many States parties previously understood. The Conference notes that those States
parties consider that no State or international organization could adequately address the humanitarian emergency caused
by such use.

141.  The Conference recalls the Interational Court of Justice advisory opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of
Nuclear Weapons issued at The Hague on 8 July 1996,

142.  The Conference expresses its concern that since the 2010 Review Conference the Conference on Disarmament
has not commenced substantive work on any agenda item in the context of a comprehensive and balanced programme of
work.

143.  The Conference notes the high-level meeting of the United Nations General Assembly on nuclear disarmament
held on 26 September 2013 and the adoption of United Nations General Assembly resolution A/RES/68/32 on Follow-up
to the 2013 high-level meeting of the General Assembly on nuclear disarmament.
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144, The Conference notes the efforts and discussions pursued within the United Nations General Assembly
related to revitalizing the multilateral disarmament machinery, including the adoption of United Nations General
Assembly resolution A/RES/66/66 on revitalizing the work of the Conference on Disarmament and taking
forward multilateral disarmament negotiations.

145. The Conference also notes the adoption of United Nations General Assembly resolution A/RES/67/56 on
taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations, which established an open-ended working group.

146.  The Conference takes note of the work of the group of governmental experts, established pursuant to
United Nations General Assembly resolution A/RES/67/53 on a Treaty banning the production of fissile materials
for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

147.  The Conference welcomes that 183 States have signed the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
(CTBT) and that 164 States, including 36 whose ratification is necessary for its entry into force, have deposited
instruments of ratification. In this respect, the Conference welcomes the ratification of the CTBT since the 2010
Review Conference by Angola, Brunei Darussalam, Chad, Congo, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Indonesia, Iraq and Niue.

148.  The Conference reaffirms the importance of the entry into force of the CTBT at the earliest possible date,
recalling the responsibility of all State signatories to promote that Treaty.

149.  The Conference further reaffirms the importance of the CTBT as a vital multilateral instrument for
nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation. The Conference recognizes the importance to promote and
achieve the entry into force of the CTBT and its universalization. The Conference welcomes the efforts by the
CTBTO Preparatory Commission toward the completion and provisional operationalization of the on-site
inspection regime and encourages it to build upon the achievements at the Integrated Ficld Exercise 2014 in
Jordan.

150.  The Conference reaffirms that the total elimination of nuclear weapons is the only absolute guarantee against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. The Conference recalls United Nations Security Council resolution 984 (1995)
noting the unilateral statements by each of the nuclear-weapon States, in which they gave conditional or unconditional
security assurances against the use and the threat of use of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the
Treaty and the relevant protocols established pursuwant to nuclear-weapon-free zones, recognizing that treaty-based
unconditional and conditional security assurances are available to such zones.

151. The Conference notes the urgency for the Conference on Disarmament to consider effective, universal, non-
discriminatory, unconditional, legally binding arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons by all nuclear-weapon States, with a view to elaborating recommendations dealing with all
aspects of this issue, including an internationally legally binding instrument, and recognizes the need to fully honour and
uphold all existing security assurances given unilaterally and multilaterally.

152.  The Conference welcomes efforts towards the development of nuclear disarmament verification
capabilities that will contribute to providing assurance of compliance with nuclear disarmament agreements for
the achievement and maintenance of a nuclear-weapon-free world, including the new and continuing initiatives
pursued by Norway, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America.
The Conference notes additional proposals for concrete and practical measures for disarmament verification.

153. The Conference welcomes the increased and positive interaction with civil society during the review

cycle and greater engagement with non-governmental organizations in the context of the review process of the
Treaty, as well as in the pursuit of nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation objectives.
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154,

The Conference recognizes that accelerated efforts are required to implement article VI of the Treaty,

paragraphs 3 and 4 (c) of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference Decision entitled “Principles and objectives
for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”, the practical steps for achieving nuclear disarmament agreed by
consensus in the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference, as well as the conclusions and
recommendations for follow-on actions agreed by the 2010 Review Conference, particularly on the part of the
nuclear-weapon States, including through the specification of concrete benchmarks and timelines as set forth in
the present document:

10.

1

18

The Conference emphasizes that deep concerns pertaining to the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of
any use of nuclear weapons are a key factor that should continue to underpin efforts in the field of nuclear
disarmament and that awareness of these consequences should lend urgency to efforts by all States leading to a
world without nuclear weapons. The Conference affirms that, pending the realization of this objective, it is in
the interest of humanity and the security of all peoples that nuclear weapons never be used again.

The Conference calls for the pursuit of all effective measures for the full implementation of article VI.

The Conference reaffirms the urgent need for the nuclear-weapon States to implement the steps leading to
nuclear disarmament agreed to in the Final Documents of the 2000 and 2010 Review Conferences, in a way
that promotes international stability, peace and security, and based on the principle of undiminished and
increased security for all.

The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States, in implementing their unequivocal undertaking. to
reduce further and eliminate, in a transparent, irreversible and verifiable manner, all types of nuclear weapons,
strategic and non-strategic, deployed and non-deployed, regardiess of location, including through negotiations
as well as unilateral, bilateral, regional and multilateral measures.

The Conference encourages the Russian Federation and the United States of America to commence
negotiations at an early date to achieve greater reductions in their stockpiles of nuclear weapons with a view to
concluding such negotiations as soon as possible. The Conference acknowledges the importance of the
Russian Federation and the United States of America addressing all issues related to strategic stability in the
nuclear disarmament process.

The Conference encourages the nuclear-weapon States to engage over the course of the next review cycle,
with a view to achieving rapid reductions in the global stockpile of nuclear weapons.

The Conference calls upon all States concerned to continue to review their military and security concepts,
doctrines and policies over the course of the next review cycle, with a view to reducing further the role and
significance of nuclear weapons therein.

The Conference urges the nuclear-weapon States to continue undertaking all efforts necessary to
comprehensively address the risks of unintended nuclear detonations, including, but not limited to, protection
of command and control systems against potential cyber threats.

The Conference encourages the consideration of further practical measures to reduce the operational status of
nuclear weapon systems.

The Conference encourages the nuclear-weapon States to build upon and expand their efforts to enhance
transparency and increase mutual confidence, including by intensifying their discussions on definitions and
terminology related to nuclear weapons, with a view to facilitating and accelerating nuclear disarmament.

Welcoming the reports submitted by the nuclear-weapon States in a common reporting framework, the
Conference encourages further detailed reporting. The Conference calls upon the nuclear-weapon States to
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12.

14.

provide regular reports on their nuclear disarmament-related undertakings in accordance with actions 5 and 20
of the 2010 action plan and further calls upon the nuclear-weapon States to continue their engagement on a
standard reporting form and to report to the 2017 and 2019 sessions of the Preparatory Committee,
encouraging them to take into account the following items, without prejudice to national security: (i) the
number, type (strategic or non-strategic) and status (deployed or non-deployed) of nuclear warheads; (ii) the
number and the type of delivery vehicles; (iii) the measures taken to reducing the role and significance of
nuclear weapons in military and security concepts, doctrines and policies; (iv) the measures taken to reduce
the risk of unintended, unauthorized or accidental use of nuclear weapons; (v) the measures taken to de-alert or
reduce the operational readiness of nuclear weapon systems; (vi) the number and type of weapons and delivery
systems dismantled and reduced as part of nuclear disarmament efforts; (vii) the amount of fissile material for
military purposes. The Conference agrees that the 2020 Review Conference and the 2017 and 2019 sessions of
the Preparatory Committee should allocate specific time to review the reports submitted by the nuclear-
weapon States.

Towards the fulfillment of action 20 agreed to at the 2010 Review Conference, the Conference calls upon
States parties to increase the quality, quantity and consistency of their reports as a contribution to enhanced
transparency and to report on their efforts to implement all aspects of paragraph 4 (c) of the 1995 decision
entitled “Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”,

The 2020 Review Conference will review the progress made in implementing this reporting mechanism and
consider next steps in this regard.

Recalling action 6 agreed to at the 2010 Review Conference, the Conference urges the Conference on
Disarmament to immediately establish a subsidiary body to deal with nuclear disarmament, within the context
of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work.

Recalling action 7 agreed to at the 2010 Review Conference, the Conference urges the Conference on
Disarmament, within the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work, to
immediately begin discussion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, to discuss substantively, without limitation, with a view to
elaborating recommendations dealing with all aspects of this issue, not excluding an internationally legally
binding instrument.

The Conference encourages all States concerned to ratify the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties and their
relevant protocols and to review any related reservations and interpretive declarations over the course of the
next review cycle with a view to their withdrawal. The Conference encourages the parties to the Southeast
Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty and the nuclear-weapon States to continue to engage constructively in
order to resolve outstanding issues.

In reaffirming actions 10 to 14 agreed to at the 2010 Review Conference, the Conference calls upon the eight
remaining States listed in Annex 2 of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty to take individual
initiatives to sign and ratify that Treaty without further delay and without waiting for any other State to do so.
Pending the entry into force of that Treaty and against the backdrop of, inter alia, widespread concerns
regarding the impact on health and the environmental consequences resulting from nuclear tests and, in
particular, the effects on children’s and women’s health, all States commit fo cease and refrain from nuclear-
weapon test explosions or any other nuclear explosions, the use of new nuclear weapons technologies and
from any action, including those at former nuclear test sites, that would defeat the object and purpose of that
Treaty, and to maintain moratoriums on nuclear-weapon test explosions. The Conference recalls that the
CTBT will provide an effective disarmament and non-proliferation measure by constraining the development
and qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons.
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16. Recalling action 15 agreed to at the 2010 Review Conference, the Conference urges the Conference on
Disarmament, within the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work, to
immediately begin negotiations of a treaty banning the production of fissile material for use in nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices in accordance with the report of the Special Coordinator of 1995
(CD/1299) and the mandate contained therein. These negotiations should take into account, in particular, all
substantive work undertaken during the past review cycle.

17. The Conference encourages all States, including in cooperation with international organizations and civil
society, to pursue and intensify efforts to develop nuclear disarmament verification capabilities, taking into
account the role of the International Atomic Energy Agency in the area of verification, that will be required to
provide assurance of compliance with nuclear disarmament agreements for the achievement and maintenance
of a world without nuclear weapons, including through the new and continuing initiatives pursued under the
leadership of Norway and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, as well as the
International Partnership for Nuciear Disarmament Verification initiated by the United States of America.

18. In light of the 70th year since the end of the tragic devastations of World War 11, the Conference encourages
all States, including in cooperation with the United Nations and other international organizations, the Red
Cross and Red Crescent Movement, local governments, non-governmental organizations, academic
institutions and the private sector, to continue and intensify efforts in the field of disarmament and non-
proliferation education to raise awareness of the public, in particular of younger and future generations, as well
as of leaders, disarmament experts and diplomats on all topics relating to nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation, including through interactions with and directly sharing the experiences of the people and the
communities affected by nuclear weapons to know their humanitarian impact. The Conference also encourages
all States to make use of new information and communication technology in these efforts.

19. The Conference recommends that the United Nations General Assembly establish at its seventieth session an
open-ended working group to identify and elaborate effective measures for the full implementation of article
VI, including legal provisions or other arrangements that contribute to and are required for the achievement
and maintenance of a world without nuclear weapons. The legal provisions could be established through
various approaches, including a stand-alone instrument or a framework agreement. Without prejudice to the
prerogative of the United Nations General Assembly to determine the methods of work of its subsidiary bodies
in accordance with its rules of procedure, the Conference recommends that the open-ended working group
conduct its work on the basis of consensus. The Conference encourages all States to engage in this open and
inclusive process.

Article VII and the security of non-nuclear-weapon States

155.  The Conference reaffirms the conviction that the further establishment of internationally recognized nuclear-
weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned enhances
global and regional peace and security, strengthens the nuclear non-proliferation regime and contributes towards realizing
the objectives of nuclear disarmament. The Conference reaffirms its support for internationally recognized nuclear-
weapon-free zones established on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned,
and in accordance with the 1999 Guidelines of the United Nations Disarmament Commission.

156.  The Conference recognizes the continuing contributions that the Antarctic Treaty, the Treaty for the Prohibition
of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco), the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone
Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga), the Treaty on the Southeast Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone (Bangkok Treaty), the African
Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty (Pelindaba Treaty) and the Treaty on a Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone in Central Asia are
making towards attaining the objectives of nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation. The Conference welcomes
the paraliel declarations adopted by the nuclear-weapon States and Mongolia on 17 September 2012, concerning
Mongolia's nuclear-weapon-free status. The Conference also welcomes the increased cooperation amongst the parties to
the zones. The Conference notes the convening of the Third Conference of the States Parties and Signatories to Treaties
that Established Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones and Mongolia in 20135,
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157.  The Conference welcomes the progress toward ratification by the nuclear-weapon States of the relevant protocols
to nuclear-weapon-free-zone treaties and the continuing efforts in this regard of the parties to the Treaty on the Southeast
Asia Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone and the nuclear-weapon States pertaining to the Protocol to that Treaty. States parties
look forward to the nuclear-weapon States signing and ratifying the Protocol to that Treaty as soon as possible. The
Conference welcomes the signature and ratification by nuclear-weapon States of the Protocol to the Treaty on a Nuclear-
Weapon-Free Zone in Central Asia. The Conference stresses the importance of the signature and ratification by the
nuclear-weapon States that have not yet done so of the relevant protocols to the treaties that establish nuclear-weapon-free
zones in order to assure the total absence of nuclear weapons in the respective territories as envisaged in article VII of the
Treaty.

158.  The Conference calls on the nuclear-weapon States to bring into effect the security assurances provided by
nuclear-weapon-free-zone treaties and their protocols. The concerned States are encouraged to review any related
reservations.

159.  The Conference underlines the importance of the establishment of nuclear weapon-free zones where they do not
exist, especially in the Middle East.

South Asia and other regional issues

160,  The Conference expresses concern about other regions in Asia where nuclear stockpiles pose challenges to the
nuclear nonproliferation regime and the shared goals of a world without nuclear weapons and, in this regard, urges
restrains and relevant efforts to help create the conditions for regional and global disarmament.

161.  The Conference strongly deplores the nuclear tests conducted by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea in
2006, 2009 and 2013, and urges the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to refrain from conducting further nuclear
tests, as required by the relevant United Nations Security Council resolutions, and to renounce its policy of building its
nuclear forces, which undermines the global nonproliferation regime.

162.  The Conference recalls that the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea cannot have the status of a
nuclear-weapon State in accordance with the Treaty, reiterates the international community’s opposition to its
possession of nuclear weapons, and strongly urges the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to abandon all its
nuclear weapons and existing nuclear programmes and return, at an early date, to the Treaty and IAEA
safeguards. The Conference expresses serious concern about its ongoing nuclear activities, and urges the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to cease all such activities immediately as required by the relevant
United Nations Security Council resolutions.

163. The Conference emphasizes the importance of full implementation of all relevant Security Council
resolutions and the 19 September 2005 Joint Statement of the Six-Party Talks. In this regard, the Conference calls
on the Democratic Pcople’s Republic of Korea to fully comply with its United Nations Security Council
obligations and take concrete steps to honor its relevant commitments. The Conference reaffirms its firm support
for the Six-Party Talks, calls for their resumption so as to achieve the complete, verifiable and irreversible
denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula, and calls on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to respond to
diplomatic efforts aimed at creating favorable conditions for the resumption of Six-Party Talks.

The Middle East, particularly implementation of the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East

164.  The Review Conference reaffirms its support for the Resolution on the Middle East adopted by the 1995
Review and Extension Conference and recalls the affirmation of its goals and objectives by the 2000 and 2010
Review Conferences. The 1995 Resolution remains valid until its goals and objectives are achieved. The 1995
Resolution, which was co-sponsored by the depositary States of the Treaty, is an essential element of the outcome
of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and of the basis on which the Treaty was extended indefinitely
without a vote in 1995. States parties renew their resolve to undertake, individually and collectively, all necessary
measures aimed at its prompt implementation.
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165. The Review Conference reaffirms that the Resolution on the Middle East adopted by the 1995 Review
and Extension Conference remains an essential element of the outcome of the 1995 Conference and on the basis
of which the Treaty was indefinitely extended without a vote, remains valid until it is fully implemented.

166, The Review Conference reaffirms the urgency and importance of achieving universality of the Treaty.
The Review Conference calls on Israel, as a State belonging to the Middle East, as well as non-regional States
India, Pakistan and South Sudan, to accede to the Treaty as non-nuclear-weapon States so as to achieve the
universality of the Treaty at an early date.

167. The Review Conference recalls the steps adopted at the 2010 Review Conference in order to launch a
process leading to a full implementation of the 1995 Resolution.

168,  The Conference notes the efforts of the facilitator, Ambassador Jaakko Laajava of Finland, the Secretary-
General of the United Nations and the co-sponsors of the 1995 Resolution. The Conference deeply regrets that a
conference on the establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass
destruction (hereinafter “the conference”) did not take place in 2012 and reaffirms that it is necessary to redouble
the efforts aimed at holding the conference at an early date.

169. The Review Conference notes the overwhelming support expressed by the States parties to convene a
conference on the establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass
destruction. To that end, the Review Conference agrees on the following actions:

i. The conference shall take as its terms of reference the 1995 Resolution.

ii. The Review Conference entrusts the Secretary-General of the United Nations to convene the conference no later
than 1 March 2016, to which all States of the Middle East? will be invited. The conference will aim at launching
a continuous process of negotiating and concluding a legally binding treaty establishing a Middle East zone free

of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at by
the States of the region.

iii. The co-sponsors will provide support for the preparatory process for the conference and the follow-up steps
leading to establishment of the zone.

iv. The Secretary-General of the United Nations, the co-sponsors of the 1995 Resolution and all other States parties
ensure that the conference will not be postponed.

v. In order to ensure adequate preparation and a successful outcome of this conference, the Review Conference
urges all States of the Middle East, to engage without delay in direct consultations through preparatory meetings
to which all States of the region shall be invited.

vi. The purpose of these consultations is to reach a consensus on the agenda of the conference. As soon as the
agenda is agreed, the Secretary-General of the United Nations will convene the conference within 45 days.

vii. All substantive decisions emerging from the preparatory process and the conference will be made by consensus
by the States of the region.

viii. In order to facilitate the process, the Review Conference requests the Secretary-General of the United Nations
by 1 July 2015 to appoint a special representative. The special representative and the co-sponsors of the 1995

2 States of the region defined as members of the League of Arab States, Islamic Republic of Iran and Israel.
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Resolution, in consultation with the States of the Middle East, will spare no effort to ensure successful
preparations for the conference and its outcome.

ix. In addition to participation by the States of the region, the nuclear-weapon States, the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA), Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW), the Preparatory
Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBTO), Biological Weapons Convention
Implementation Support Unit (BWC-ISU) and the League of Arab States (LAS) will be invited to attend the
conference as observers.

X. The conference shall define follow up steps leading to the establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear
weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction.

xi. States should assist the preparation of and holding of the conference as well as follow up steps by contributing
the necessary funds to enable the Secretary-General of the United Nations to proceed with the arrangements as
outlined above in accordance with established United Nations financial regulations.

170. The Review Conference welcomes the efforts taken by the European Union, IAEA, OPCW, CTBTO and BWC-
ISU aimed at supporting the implementation of the 1995 Resolution.

171.  The Review Conference notes the reaffirmation by the nuclear-weapon States of their commitment to the full
implementation of the 1995 Resolution.

172.  The Review Conference further recognizes the important role played by civil society in contributing to the
implementation of the 1995 Resolution and encourages all efforts in this regard.

Article VIII

173.  The Conference reaffirms the purpose of the review process as set out in the relevant decision of the 1995 Review
and Extension Conference and the 2000 Review Conference, and notes the relevant discussions undertaken in the 2010
Review Conference.

174.  The Conference recognizes the importance of ensuring efficiency, effectiveness, coordination and
continuity in the review cycle of the Treaty, and, in this context, notes the proposal that past and incumbent
Presidents and Chairs of the Main Committees of the Review Conferences consult with the incoming President
and Chairs of the Main Committees, if necessary, regarding practical matters related to their responsibilities.
Participation in these meetings will be voluntary and will not affect the costs assessed to States parties.

175.  The Conference calls for increased efficiency in the review process by considering the consolidation and
streamlining of the work of the meetings, including the length and frequency of Preparatory Committee meetings.
The Conference encourages interactive substantive discussions. The Conference recognizes the potential
efficiency gains of using digital recordings and calls on the Secretariat to provide information pertaining to the
various aspects of its use, including practices of other international organizations, to States parties at the 2017
session of the Preparatory Committee. The Conference encourages the continuing use of the PaperSmart platform.

176.  The Conference further recognizes the importance of enhanced engagement with civil society, academia

and experts; as well as making possible use of alternative meeting locations to promote the participation of States
parties from all regions, while giving due consideration to cost implications.
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Article IX

177.  The Conference welcomes the accession to the Treaty by the State of Palestine in 20135, without prejudice
to the positions of States parties, bringing the total number of States that have become parties to the Treaty to
191, and reaffirms the urgency and importance of achieving the universality of the Treaty.

178.  The Conference remains convinced that universal adherence is essential for the full realization of the
objectives of the Treaty and calls upon India, Israel and Pakistan to accede to it without further delay and without
any conditions as non-nuclear-weapon States.

179.  The Conference encourages South Sudan to accede, as soon as possible, to the Treaty.

180.  The Conference calls upon States to promote universal adherence to the Treaty and not undertake any
actions that can negatively affect prospects for the universality of the Treaty.

Article X

181.  The Conference reaffirms that each State party, in exercising its national sovereignty, has the right to
withdraw from the Treaty if it decides that extraordinary events related to the subject matter of the Treaty have
jeopardized its supreme interests.

182.  The Conference affirms States parties’ commitment not to reinterpret any provision of the Treaty.

183.  The Conference also reaffirms that notice of withdrawal shall be given to all other parties to the Treaty
and to the United Nations Security Council three months in advance and shall include a statement of the
extraordinary events the State party regards as having jeopardized its supreme interests.

184.  The Conference emphasizes that, without prejudice to the sovereign right to withdraw, States parties
should undertake efforts to uphold the objective of universality and preserve the integrity and credibility of the
Treaty through following an incentive based approach by balanced, full, effective and non-discriminatory
implementation of all Treaty provisions by all States parties at all times.
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2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear \Weapons

Volume |

Part |

Conclusions and recommendations for follow-on actions

Nuclear disarmament

In pursuit of the full, effective and urgent implementation of article VI of the

Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and paragraphs 3 and 4 (c) of
the 1995 decision entitled “Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation
and disarmament”, and building upon the practical steps agreed to in the Final
Document of the 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Conference agrees on the following
action plan on nuclear disarmament which includes concrete steps for the total
elimination of nuclear weapons:

Principles and objectives

Vi.

The Conference resolves to seek a safer world for all and to achieve the peace
and security of a world without nuclear weapons, in accordance with the
objectives of the Treaty.

The Conference reaffirms the unequivocal undertaking of the nuclear-weapon
States to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to
nuclear disarmament, to which all States parties are committed under article VI.

The Conference reaffirms the continued validity of the practical steps agreed
to in the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference.

The Conference reaffirms that significant steps by all the nuclear-weapon
States leading to nuclear disarmament should promote international stability,
peace and security, and be based on the principle of increased and
undiminished security for all.

The Conference expresses its deep concern at the catastrophic humanitarian
consequences of any use of nuclear weapons and reaffirms the need for all
States at all times to comply with applicable international law, including
international humanitarian law.

The Conference affirms the vital importance of universality of the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and calls on all States not parties to
the Treaty to accede as non-nuclear-weapon States to the Treaty promptly and
without any conditions and to commit to achieving the complete elimination of
all nuclear weapons, and calls upon States to promote universal adherence to
the Treaty and not to undertake any actions that can negatively affect prospects
for the universality of the Treaty.
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The Conference resolves that:

 Action 1: All States parties commit to pursue policies that are fully compatible
with the Treaty and the objective of achieving a world without nuclear
weapons.

« Action 2: All States parties commit to apply the principles of irreversibility,
verifiability and transparency in relation to the implementation of their treaty
obligations.

B. Disarmament of nuclear weapons

The Conference reaffirms the urgent need for the nuclear-weapon States to
implement the steps leading to nuclear disarmament agreed to in the Final
Document of the 2000 Review Conference, in a way that promotes
international stability, peace and security, and based on the principle of
undiminished and increased security for all.

The Conference affirms the need for the nuclear-weapon States to reduce and
eliminate all types of their nuclear weapons and encourages, in particular,
those States with the largest nuclear arsenals to lead efforts in this regard.

The Conference calls on all nuclear-weapon States to undertake concrete
disarmament efforts and affirms that all States need to make special efforts to
establish the necessary framework to achieve and maintain a world without
nuclear weapons. The Conference notes the five-point proposal for nuclear
disarmament of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, which proposes,
inter alia, consideration of negotiations on a nuclear weapons convention or
agreement on a framework of separate mutually reinforcing instruments,
backed by a strong system of verification.

The Conference recognizes the legitimate interests of non-nuclear-weapon
States in the constraining by the nuclear-weapon States of the development and
qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and ending the development of
advanced new types of nuclear weapons.

The Conference resolves that:

« Action 3: In implementing the unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon
States to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals, the nuclear-
weapon States commit to undertake further efforts to reduce and ultimately
eliminate all types of nuclear weapons, deployed and non-deployed, including
through unilateral, bilateral, regional and multilateral measures.

« Action 4: The Russian Federation and the United States of America commit to
seek the early entry into force and full implementation of the Treaty on
Measures for the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive
Arms and are encouraged to continue discussions on follow-on measures in
order to achieve deeper reductions in their nuclear arsenals.

« Action 5: The nuclear-weapon States commit to accelerate concrete progress
on the steps leading to nuclear disarmament, contained in the Final Document
of the 2000 Review Conference, in a way that promotes international stability,
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peace and undiminished and increased security. To that end, they are called
upon to promptly engage with a view to, inter alia:

(a) Rapidly moving towards an overall reduction in the global stockpile
of all types of nuclear weapons, as identified in action 3;

(b) Address the question of all nuclear weapons regardless of their type
or their location as an integral part of the general nuclear disarmament
process;

(c) To further diminish the role and significance of nuclear weapons in
all military and security concepts, doctrines and policies;

(d) Discuss policies that could prevent the use of nuclear weapons and
eventually lead to their elimination, lessen the danger of nuclear war and
contribute to the non-proliferation and disarmament of nuclear weapons;

(e) Consider the legitimate interest of non-nuclear-weapon States in
further reducing the operational status of nuclear weapons systems in ways
that promote international stability and security;

(f)  Reduce the risk of accidental use of nuclear weapons; and
(g) Further enhance transparency and increase mutual confidence.

The nuclear-weapon States are called upon to report the above undertakings to
the Preparatory Committee at 2014. The 2015 Review Conference will take
stock and consider the next steps for the full implementation of article VI.

Action 6: All States agree that the Conference on Disarmament should
immediately establish a subsidiary body to deal with nuclear disarmament,
within the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of
work.

C. Security assurances

i The Conference reaffirms and recognizes that the total elimination of nuclear
weapons is the only absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons and the legitimate interest of non-nuclear-weapon States in
receiving unequivocal and legally binding security assurances from nuclear-
weapon States which could strengthen the nuclear non-proliferation regime.

ii.  The Conference recalls United Nations Security Council resolution 984 (1995)
noting the unilateral statements by each of the nuclear-weapon States, in which
they give conditional or unconditional security assurances against the use and
the threat of use of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear-weapon States parties to
the Treaty and the relevant protocols established pursuant to nuclear-weapon-
free zones, recognizing that the treaty-based security assurances are available
to such zones.

Without prejudice to efforts within the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, the Conference resolves that:

« Action 7: All States agree that the Conference on Disarmament should, within
the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work,

10-39021 3

174



NPT/CONF.2010/50 (Vol. I)

immediately begin discussion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,
to discuss substantively, without limitation, with a view to elaborating
recommendations dealing with all aspects of this issue, not excluding an
internationally legally binding instrument. The Review Conference invites the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to convene a high-level meeting in
September 2010 in support of the work of the Conference on Disarmament.

Action 8: All nuclear-weapon States commit to fully respect their existing
commitments with regard to security assurances. Those nuclear-weapon States
that have not yet done so are encouraged to extend security assurances to
non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty.

Action 9: The establishment of further nuclear-weapon-free zones, where
appropriate, on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among States of the
region concerned, and in accordance with the 1999 Guidelines of the United
Nations Disarmament Commission, is encouraged. All concerned States are
encouraged to ratify the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties and their relevant
protocols, and to constructively consult and cooperate to bring about the entry
into force of the relevant legally binding protocols of all such nuclear-weapon-
free zones treaties, which include negative security assurances. The concerned
States are encouraged to review any related reservations.

D. Nuclear testing

The Conference recognizes that the cessation of all nuclear test explosions and
all other nuclear explosions, by constraining the development and qualitative
improvement of nuclear weapons and ending the development of advanced
new types of nuclear weapons, constitutes an effective measure of nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation in all its aspects.

The Conference reaffirms the vital importance of the entry into force of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty as a core element of the international
nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation regime, as well as the
determination of the nuclear-weapon States to abide by their respective
moratoriums on nuclear test explosions pending the entry into force of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.

The Conference resolves that:

« Action 10: All nuclear-weapon States undertake to ratify the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty with all expediency, noting that positive decisions by
nuclear-weapon States would have the beneficial impact towards the
ratification of that Treaty, and that nuclear-weapon States have the special
responsibility to encourage Annex 2 countries, in particular those which have
not acceded to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and
continue to operate unsafeguarded nuclear facilities, to sign and ratify.

+ Action 11: Pending the entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
Ban Treaty, all States commit to refrain from nuclear-weapon test explosions
or any other nuclear explosions, the use of new nuclear weapons technologies
and from any action that would defeat the object and purpose of that Treaty,
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and all existing moratoriums on nuclear-weapon test explosions should be
maintained.

Action 12: All States that have ratified the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty recognize the contribution of the conferences on facilitating the entry
into force of that Treaty and of the measures adopted by consensus at the Sixth
Conference on Facilitating the Entry into Force of the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, held in September 2009, and commit to report at the
2011 Conference on progress made towards the urgent entry into force of that
Treaty.

Action 13: All States that have ratified the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty undertake to promote the entry into force and implementation of that
Treaty at the national, regional and global levels.

Action 14: The Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
Ban Treaty Organization is to be encouraged to fully develop the verification
regime for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, including early
completion and provisional operationalization of the international monitoring
system in accordance with the mandate of the Preparatory Commission, which
should, upon entry into force of that Treaty, serve as an effective, reliable,
participatory and non-discriminatory verification system with global reach,
and provide assurance of compliance with that Treaty.

E. Fissile materials

i The Conference reaffirms the urgent necessity of negotiating and bringing to a
conclusion a non-discriminatory, multilateral and internationally and
effectively verifiable treaty banning the production of fissile material for
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

The Conference resolves that:

« Action 15: All States agree that the Conference on Disarmament should, within
the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work,
immediately begin negotiation of a treaty banning the production of fissile
material for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices in
accordance with the report of the Special Coordinator of 1995 (CD/1299) and
the mandate contained therein. Also in this respect, the Review Conference
invites the Secretary-General of the United Nations to convene a high-level
meeting in September 2010 in support of the work of the Conference on
Disarmament.

Action 16: The nuclear-weapon States are encouraged to commit to declare, as
appropriate, to the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) all fissile
material designated by each of them as no longer required for military
purposes and to place such material as soon as practicable under IAEA or other
relevant international verification and arrangements for the disposition of such
material for peaceful purposes, to ensure that such material remains
permanently outside military programmes.

« Action 17: In the context of action 16, all States are encouraged to support the
development of appropriate legally binding verification arrangements, within
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the context of IAEA, to ensure the irreversible removal of fissile material
designated by each nuclear-weapon State as no longer required for military
purposes.

« Action 18: All States that have not yet done so are encouraged to initiate a
process towards the dismantling or conversion for peaceful uses of facilities
for the production of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices.

F. Other measures in support of nuclear disarmament

The Conference recognizes that nuclear disarmament and achieving the peace
and security of a world without nuclear weapons will require openness and
cooperation, and affirms the importance of enhanced confidence through
increased transparency and effective verification.

The Conference resolves that:

« Action 19: All States agree on the importance of supporting cooperation
among Governments, the United Nations, other international and regional
organizations and civil society aimed at increasing confidence, improving
transparency and developing efficient verification capabilities related to
nuclear disarmament.

Action 20: States parties should submit regular reports, within the framework
of the strengthened review process for the Treaty, on the implementation of the
present action plan, as well as of article VI, paragraph 4 (c), of the 1995
decision entitled “Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and
disarmament”, and the practical steps agreed to in the Final Document of the
2000 Review Conference, and recalling the advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice of 8 July 1996.

Action 21: As a confidence-building measure, all the nuclear-weapon States
are encouraged to agree as soon as possible on a standard reporting form and
to determine appropriate reporting intervals for the purpose of voluntarily
providing standard information without prejudice to national security. The
Secretary-General of the United Nations is invited to establish a publicly
accessible repository, which shall include the information provided by the
nuclear-weapon States.

Action 22: All States are encouraged to implement the recommendations
contained in the report of the Secretary-General of the United Nations
(A/57/124) regarding the United Nations study on disarmament and
non-proliferation education, in order to advance the goals of the Treaty in
support of achieving a world without nuclear weapons.

1. Nuclear non-proliferation

The Conference recalls and reaffirms the decision of the 1995 Review and

Extension Conference entitled “Principles and objectives for nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament”, noting paragraph 1 of the principles and the
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elements relevant to article 111 of the Treaty, in particular paragraphs 9 to 13 and
17 to 19, and to article VII, in particular paragraphs 5 to 7. It also recalls and
reaffirms the Resolution on the Middle East adopted at that Conference. The
Conference also recalls and reaffirms the outcome of the 2000 Review Conference.

 Action 23: The Conference calls upon all States parties to exert all efforts to
promote universal adherence to the Treaty, and not to undertake any actions
that can negatively affect prospects for the universality of the Treaty.

« Action 24: The Conference re-endorses the call by previous review
conferences for the application of IAEA comprehensive safeguards to all
source or special fissionable material in all peaceful nuclear activities in the
States parties in accordance with the provisions of article I11 of the Treaty.

Action 25: The Conference, noting that 18 States parties to the Treaty have yet
to bring into force comprehensive safeguards agreements, urges them to do so
as soon as possible and without further delay.

Action 26: The Conference underscores the importance in complying with the
non-proliferation obligations, addressing all compliance matters in order to
uphold the Treaty’s integrity and the authority of the safeguards system.

Action 27: The Conference underscores the importance of resolving all cases
of non-compliance with safeguards obligations in full conformity with the
IAEA statute and the respective legal obligations of Member States. In this
regard, the Conference calls upon Member States to extend their cooperation
to the Agency.

Action 28: The Conference encourages all States parties which have not yet
done so to conclude and to bring into force additional protocols as soon as
possible and to implement them provisionally pending their entry into force.

Action 29: The Conference encourages |AEA to further facilitate and assist the
States parties in the conclusion and entry into force of comprehensive
safeguards agreements and additional protocols. The Conference calls on
States parties to consider specific measures that would promote the
universalization of the comprehensive safeguards agreements.

Action 30: The Conference calls for the wider application of safeguards to
peaceful nuclear facilities in the nuclear-weapon States, under the relevant
voluntary offer safeguards agreements, in the most economic and practical way
possible, taking into account the availability of IAEA resources, and stresses
that comprehensive safeguards and additional protocols should be universally
applied once the complete elimination of nuclear weapons has been achieved.

Action 31: The Conference encourages all States parties with small quantities
protocols which have not yet done so to amend or rescind them, as appropriate,
as soon as possible.

Action 32: The Conference recommends that IAEA safeguards should be
assessed and evaluated regularly. Decisions adopted by the IAEA policy bodies
aimed at further strengthening the effectiveness and improving the efficiency
of IAEA safeguards should be supported and implemented.

« Action 33: The Conference calls upon all States parties to ensure that IAEA
continues to have all political, technical and financial support so that it is able
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to effectively meet its responsibility to apply safeguards as required by article
I11 of the Treaty.

« Action 34: The Conference encourages States parties, within the framework of
the IAEA statute, to further develop a robust, flexible, adaptive and cost-
effective international technology base for advanced safeguards through
cooperation among Member States and with IAEA.

Action 35: The Conference urges all States parties to ensure that their nuclear-
related exports do not directly or indirectly assist the development of nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices and that such exports are in full
conformity with the objectives and purposes of the Treaty as stipulated,
particularly, in articles I, Il and 111 of the Treaty, as well as the decision on
principles and objectives of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
adopted in 1995 by the Review and Extension Conference.

Action 36: The Conference encourages States parties to make use of
multilaterally negotiated and agreed guidelines and understandings in
developing their own national export controls.

Action 37: The Conference encourages States parties to consider whether a
recipient State has brought into force IAEA safeguards obligations in making
nuclear export decisions.

Action 38: The Conference calls upon all States parties, in acting in pursuance
of the objectives of the Treaty, to observe the legitimate right of all States
parties, in particular developing States, to full access to nuclear material,
equipment and technological information for peaceful purposes.

Action 39: States parties are encouraged to facilitate transfers of nuclear
technology and materials and international cooperation among States parties,
in conformity with articles I, II, Il and IV of the Treaty, and to eliminate in
this regard any undue constraints inconsistent with the Treaty.

Action 40: The Conference encourages all States to maintain the highest
possible standards of security and physical protection of nuclear materials and
facilities.

Action 41: The Conference encourages all States parties to apply, as
appropriate, the IAEA recommendations on the physical protection of nuclear
material and nuclear facilities (INFCIRC/225/Rev.4 (Corrected)) and other
relevant international instruments at the earliest possible date.

Action 42: The Conference calls on all States parties to the Convention on the
Physical Protection of Nuclear Material to ratify the amendment to the
Convention as soon as possible and encourages them to act in accordance with
the objectives and the purpose of the amendment until such time as it enters
into force. The Conference also encourages all States that have not yet done so
to adhere to the Convention and adopt the amendment as soon as possible.

Action 43: The Conference urges all States parties to implement the principles
of the revised IAEA Code of Conduct on the Safety and Security of
Radioactive Sources, as well as the Guidance on the Import and Export of
Radioactive Sources approved by the IAEA Board of Governors in 2004.
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» Action 44: The Conference calls upon all States parties to improve their
national capabilities to detect, deter and disrupt illicit trafficking in nuclear
materials throughout their territories, in accordance with their relevant
international legal obligations, and calls upon those States parties in a position
to do so to work to enhance international partnerships and capacity-building in
this regard. The Conference also calls upon States parties to establish and
enforce effective domestic controls to prevent the proliferation of nuclear
weapons in accordance with their relevant international legal obligations.

Action 45: The Conference encourages all States parties that have not yet done
so to become party to the International Convention for the Suppression of Acts
of Nuclear Terrorism as soon as possible.

Action 46: The Conference encourages IAEA to continue to assist the States
parties in strengthening their national regulatory controls of nuclear material,
including the establishment and maintenance of the State systems of
accounting for and control of nuclear material, as well as systems on regional
level. The Conference calls upon IAEA Member States to broaden their
support for the relevant IAEA programmes.

I11. Peaceful uses of nuclear energy

The Conference reaffirms that the Treaty fosters the development of the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy by providing a framework of confidence and
cooperation within which those uses can take place. The Conference calls upon
States parties to act in conformity with all the provisions of the Treaty and to:

* Action 47: Respect each country’s choices and decisions in the field of
peaceful uses of nuclear energy without jeopardizing its policies or
international cooperation agreements and arrangements for peaceful uses of
nuclear energy and its fuel cycle policies.

» Action 48: Undertake to facilitate, and reaffirm the right of States parties to
participate in, the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials and
scientific and technological information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

» Action 49: Cooperate with other States parties or international organizations in
the further development of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes, with due
consideration for the needs of the developing areas of the world.

« Action 50: Give preferential treatment to the non-nuclear-weapon States
parties to the Treaty, taking the needs of developing countries, in particular,
into account.

« Action 51: Facilitate transfers of nuclear technology and international
cooperation among States parties in conformity with articles I, I, Ill, and IV
of the Treaty, and eliminate in this regard any undue constraints inconsistent
with the Treaty.

» Action 52: Continue efforts, within IAEA, to enhance the effectiveness and
efficiency of its technical cooperation programme.

« Action 53: Strengthen the IAEA technical cooperation programme in assisting
developing States parties in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.
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 Action 54: Make every effort and to take practical steps to ensure that IAEA
resources for technical cooperation activities are sufficient, assured and
predictable.

Action 55: Encourage all States in a position to do so to make additional
contributions to the initiative designed to raise 100 million dollars over the
next five years as extrabudgetary contributions to IAEA activities, while
welcoming the contributions already pledged by countries and groups of
countries in support of IAEA activities.

Action 56: Encourage national, bilateral and international efforts to train the
necessary skilled workforce needed to develop peaceful uses of nuclear energy.

Action 57: Ensure that, when developing nuclear energy, including nuclear
power, the use of nuclear energy must be accompanied by commitments to and
ongoing implementation of safeguards as well as appropriate and effective
levels of safety and security, consistent with States’ national legislation and
respective international obligations.

Action 58: Continue to discuss further, in a non-discriminatory and transparent
manner under the auspices of IAEA or regional forums, the development of
multilateral approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle, including the possibilities of
creating mechanisms for assurance of nuclear fuel supply, as well as possible
schemes dealing with the back-end of the fuel cycle without affecting rights
under the Treaty and without prejudice to national fuel cycle policies, while
tackling the technical, legal and economic complexities surrounding these

issues, including, in this regard, the requirement of IAEA full scope safeguards.

Action 59: Consider becoming party, if they have not yet done so, to the
Convention on Nuclear Safety, the Convention on Early Notification of a
Nuclear Accident, the Convention on Assistance in the Case of a Nuclear
Accident or Radiological Emergency, the Joint Convention on the Safety of
Spent Fuel Management and on the Safety of Radioactive Waste Management,
the International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism,
the Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material, and to ratify its
amendment so that it may enter into force at an early date.

Action 60: Promote the sharing of best practices in the area of nuclear safety
and security, including through dialogue with the nuclear industry and the
private sector, as appropriate.

Action 61: Encourage States concerned, on a voluntary basis, to further
minimize highly enriched uranium in civilian stocks and use, where
technically and economically feasible.

Action 62: Transport radioactive materials consistent with relevant
international standards of safety, security and environmental protection, and to
continue communication between shipping and coastal States for the purpose
of confidence-building and addressing concerns regarding transport safety,
security and emergency preparedness.

Action 63: Put in force a civil nuclear liability regime by becoming party to
relevant international instruments or adopting suitable national legislation,
based upon the principles established by the main pertinent international
instruments.
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» Action 64: The Conference calls upon all States to abide by the decision
adopted by consensus at the IAEA General Conference on 18 September 2009
on prohibition of armed attack or threat of attack against nuclear installations,
during operation or under construction.

IV. The Middle East, particularly implementation of the 1995
Resolution on the Middle East

1.  The Conference reaffirms the importance of the Resolution on the Middle East
adopted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and recalls the affirmation
of its goals and objectives by the 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The Conference stresses that
the resolution remains valid until the goals and objectives are achieved. The
resolution, which was co-sponsored by the depositary States of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America), is an
essential element of the outcome of the 1995 Conference and of the basis on which
the Treaty was indefinitely extended without a vote in 1995. States parties renew
their resolve to undertake, individually and collectively, all necessary measures
aimed at its prompt implementation.

2. The Conference reaffirms its endorsement of the aims and objectives of the
Middle East peace process, and recognizes that efforts in this regard, as well as
other efforts, contribute to, inter alia, a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons as
well as other weapons of mass destruction.

3.  The Conference takes note of the reaffirmation at the 2010 Review Conference
by the five nuclear-weapon States of their commitment to a full implementation of
the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East.

4. The Conference regrets that little progress has been achieved towards the
implementation of the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East.

5.  The Conference recalls the reaffirmation by the 2000 Review Conference of
the importance of Israel’s accession to the Treaty and the placement of all its nuclear
facilities under comprehensive IAEA safeguards. The Conference reaffirms the
urgency and importance of achieving universality of the Treaty. The Conference
calls on all States in the Middle East that have not yet done so to accede to the
Treaty as non-nuclear-weapon States so as to achieve its universality at an early date.

6. The Conference stresses the necessity of strict adherence by all States parties
to their obligations and commitments under the Treaty. The Conference urges all
States in the region to take relevant steps and confidence-building measures to
contribute to the realization of the objectives of the 1995 Resolution on the Middle
East and calls upon all States to refrain from undertaking any measures that
preclude the achievement of this objective.

7. The Conference emphasizes the importance of a process leading to full
implementation of the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East. To that end, the
Conference endorses the following practical steps:

(a) The Secretary-General of the United Nations and the co-sponsors of the
1995 Resolution, in consultation with the States of the region, will convene a
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conference in 2012, to be attended by all States of the Middle East, on the
establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and all other weapons
of mass destruction, on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at by the States of
the region, and with the full support and engagement of the nuclear-weapon States.
The 2012 Conference shall take as its terms of reference the 1995 Resolution;

(b) Appointment by the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the
co-sponsors of the 1995 Resolution, in consultation with the States of the region, of
a facilitator, with a mandate to support implementation of the 1995 Resolution by
conducting consultations with the States of the region in that regard and undertaking
preparations for the convening of the 2012 Conference. The facilitator will also
assist in implementation of follow-on steps agreed by the participating regional
States at the 2012 Conference. The facilitator will report to the 2015 Review
Conference and its Preparatory Committee meetings;

(c) Designation by the Secretary-General of the United Nations and the
co-sponsors of the 1995 Resolution, in consultation with the States of the region, of
a host Government for the 2012 Conference;

(d) Additional steps aimed at supporting the implementation of the 1995
Resolution, including that IAEA, the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons and other relevant international organizations be requested to prepare
background documentation for the 2012 Conference regarding modalities for a zone
free of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction and their delivery
systems, taking into account work previously undertaken and experience gained;

(e) Consideration of all offers aimed at supporting the implementation of the
1995 Resolution, including the offer of the European Union to host a follow-on
seminar to that organized in June 2008.

8.  The Conference emphasizes the requirement of maintaining parallel progress,
in substance and timing, in the process leading to achieving total and complete
elimination of all weapons of mass destruction in the region, nuclear, chemical and
biological.

9.  The Conference reaffirms that all States parties to the Treaty, particularly the
nuclear-weapon States and the States in the region, should continue to report on
steps taken to implement the 1995 Resolution, through the United Nations
Secretariat, to the President of the 2015 Review Conference, as well as to the
Chairperson of the Preparatory Committee meetings to be held in advance of that
Conference.

10. The Conference further recognizes the important role played by civil society in
contributing to the implementation of the 1995 Resolution and encourages all efforts
in this regard.

Other regional issue

1. The Conference strongly urges the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to
fulfil the commitments under the Six-Party Talks, including the complete and
verifiable abandonment of all nuclear weapons and existing nuclear programmes in
accordance with the September 2005 joint statement, and urges the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to return, at an early date, to the Treaty and to its
adherence with its IAEA safeguards agreement. The Conference also calls on the
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Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and all States parties to fully implement all
relevant nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament obligations. The Conference
reaffirms its firm support for the Six-Party Talks and remains determined to achieve
the satisfactory and comprehensive resolution to the issues involved through
diplomatic means.
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2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons

Volume |

Part |

Article VI and eighth to twelfth preambular paragraphs

15. The Conference agrees on the following practical steps for the systematic and progressive efforts to
implement article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and paragraphs 3 and 4 (c) of
the 1995 Decision on “Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”:

1. The importance and urgency of signatures and ratifications, without delay and without conditions and in
accordance with constitutional processes, to achieve the early entry into force of the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.

2. A moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other nuclear explosions pending entry into force
of that Treaty.

3. The necessity of negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on a non-discriminatory, multilateral and
internationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices in accordance with the statement of the Special Coordinator in 1995 and the
mandate contained therein, taking into consideration both nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation
objectives. The Conference on Disarmament is urged to agree on a programme of work which includes the
immediate commencement of negotiations on such a treaty with a view to their conclusion within five years.

4. The necessity of establishing in the Conference on Disarmament an appropriate subsidiary body with a
mandate to deal with nuclear disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament is urged to agree on a
programme of work which includes the immediate establishment of such a body.

5. The principle of irreversibility to apply to nuclear disarmament, nuclear and other relatedarms control and
reduction measures.

6. An unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to accomplish the total elimination of their
nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament, to which all States parties are committed under article VI.

7. The early entry into force and full implementation of START Il and the conclusion of STARTIII as soon as
possible while preserving and strengthening the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems as
a cornerstone of strategic stability and as a basis for further reductions of strategic offensive weapons, in
accordance with its provisions.

8. The completion and implementation of the Trilateral Initiative between the United States of America, the
Russian Federation and the International Atomic Energy Agency.

9. Steps by all the nuclear-weapon States leading to nuclear disarmament in a way that promotes international
stability, and based on the principle of undiminished security for all: — Further efforts by the nuclear-weapon
States to reduce their nuclear arsenals unilaterally; — Increased transparency by the nuclear-weapon States
with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities and the implementation of agreements pursuant to article VI
and as a voluntary confidence- building measure to support further progress on nuclear disarmament; — The
further reduction of non-strategic nuclear weapons, based on unilateral initiatives and as an integral part of the
nuclear arms reduction and disarmament process; — Concrete agreed measures to further reduce the
operational status of nuclear weapons systems; — A diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security policies
to minimize the risk that these weapons will ever be used and to facilitate the process of their total
elimination; — The engagement as soon as appropriate of all the nuclear-weapon States in the process leading
to the total elimination of their nuclear weapons.
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10. Arrangements by all nuclear-weapon States to place, as soon as practicable, fissile material designated by
each of them as no longer required for military purposes under IAEA or other relevant international
verification and arrangements for the disposition of such material for peaceful purposes, to ensure that such
material remains permanently outside military programmes.

11. Reaffirmation that the ultimate objective of the efforts of States in the disarmament process is general and
complete disarmament under effective international control.

12. Regular reports, within the framework of the strengthened review process for the Non-Proliferation Treaty,
by all States parties on the implementation of article VI and paragraph 4 (c) of the 1995 Decision on
“Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”, and recalling the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice of 8 July 1996.

13. The further development of the verification capabilities that will be required to provide assurance of
compliance with nuclear disarmament agreements for the achievement and maintenance of a
nuclear-weapon-free world.
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NPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part 1), Annex
Decision 1

STRENGTHENING THE REVIEW PROCESS FOR THE TREATY

1. The Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons examined the
implementation of article VIII, paragraph 3, of the Treaty and agreed to strengthen the review process for the
operation of the Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of the Preamble and the provisions of the
Treaty are being realized.

2. The States party to the Treaty participating in the Conference decided, in accordance with article VIII,
paragraph 3, that Review Conferences should continue to be held every five years and that, accordingly, the
next Review Conference should be held in the year 2000.

3. The Conference decided that, beginning in 1997, the Preparatory Committee should hold, normally for a
duration of 10 working days, a meeting in each of the three years prior to the Review Conference. If necessary,
a fourth preparatory meeting may be held in the year of the Conference.

4.  The purpose of the Preparatory Committee meetings would be to consider principles, objectives and
ways in order to promote the full implementation of the Treaty, as well as its universality, and to make
recommendations thereon to the Review Conference. These include those identified in the decision on
principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, adopted on 11 May 1995. These
meetings should also make the procedural preparations for the next Review Conference.

5. The Conference also concluded that the present structure of three Main Committees should continue and
the question of an overlap of issues being discussed in more than one Committee should be resolved in the
General Committee, which would coordinate the work of the Committees so that the substantive responsibility
for the preparation of the report with respect to each specific issue is undertaken in only one Committee.

6. It was also agreed that subsidiary bodies could be established within the respective Main Committees
for specific issues relevant to the Treaty, so as to provide for a focused consideration of such issues. The
establishment of such subsidiary bodies would be recommended by the Preparatory Committee for each
Review Conference in relation to the specific objectives of the Review Conference.

7. The Conference further agreed that Review Conferences should look forward as well as back. They
should evaluate the results of the period they are reviewing, including the implementation of undertakings of
the States parties under the Treaty, and identify the areas in which, and the means through which, further
progress should be sought in the future. Review Conferences should also address specifically what might be
done to strengthen the implementation of the Treaty and to achieve its universality.
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NPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part I), Annex
Decision 2

PRINCIPLES AND OBJECTIVES FOR NUCLEAR
NON-PROLIFERATION AND DISARMAMENT

The Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Reaffirming the preamble and articles of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Welcoming the end of the cold war, the ensuing easing of international tension and the strengthening of trust
between States,

Desiring a set of principles and objectives in accordance with which nuclear non-proliferation, nuclear

disarmament and international cooperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be vigorously
pursued and progress, achievements and shortcomings evaluated periodically within the review process
provided for in article VI, paragraph 3, of the Treaty, the enhancement and strengthening of which is

welcomed,

Reiterating the ultimate goals of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and a treaty on general and
complete disarmament under strict and effective international control,

The Conference affirms the need to continue to move with determination towards the full realization and
effective implementation of the provisions of the Treaty, and accordingly adopts the following principles and
objectives:

Universality

1. Universal adherence to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is an urgent
priority. All States not yet party to the Treaty are called upon to accede to the Treaty at the earliest
date, particularly those States that operate unsafeguarded nuclear facilities. Every effort should be
made by all States parties to achieve this objective.

Non-proliferation

2. The proliferation of nuclear weapons would seriously increase the danger of nuclear war. The
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons has a vital role to play in preventing the
proliferation of nuclear weapons. Every effort should be made to implement the Treaty in all its
aspects to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices, without
hampering the peaceful uses of nuclear energy by States parties to the Treaty.

Nuclear disarmament

3. Nuclear disarmament is substantially facilitated by the easing of international tension and the
strengthening of trust between States which have prevailed following the end of the cold war. The
undertakings with regard to nuclear disarmament as set out in the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons should thus be fulfilled with determination. In this regard, the nuclear-weapon
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States reaffirm their commitment, as stated in article VI, to pursue in good faith negotiations on
effective measures relating to nuclear disarmament.

4.  The achievement of the following measures is important in the full realization and effective
implementation of article V1, including the programme of action as reflected below:

(@  The completion by the Conference on Disarmament of the negotiations on a universal and
internationally and effectively verifiable Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty no later than 1996.
Pending the entry into force of a Comprehensive Test-Ban Treaty, the nuclear-weapon States should
exercise utmost restraint;

(b)  The immediate commencement and early conclusion of negotiations on a nondiscriminatory
and universally applicable convention banning the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons
or other nuclear explosive devices, in accordance with the statement of the Special Coordinator of
the Conference on Disarmament and the mandate contained therein;

(c)  The determined pursuit by the nuclear-weapon States of systematic and progressive efforts to
reduce nuclear weapons globally, with the ultimate goals of eliminating those weapons, and by all
States of general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control.

Nuclear-weapon-free zones

5. The conviction that the establishment of internationally recognized nuclear-weapon-free zones,
on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned, enhances
global and regional peace and security is reaffirmed.

6.  The development of nuclear-weapon-free zones, especially in regions of tension, such as in the
Middle East, as well as the establishment of zones free of all weapons of mass destruction, should be
encouraged as a matter of priority, taking into account the specific characteristics of each region. The
establishment of additional nuclear-weapon-free zones by the time of the Review Conference in the
year 2000 would be welcome.

7. The cooperation of all the nuclear-weapon States and their respect and support for the relevant
protocols is necessary for the maximum effectiveness of such nuclear-weapon-free zones and the
relevant protocols.

Security assurances

8. Noting United Nations Security Council resolution 984 (1995), which was adopted
unanimously on 11 April 1995, as well as the declarations of the nuclear-weapon States concerning
both negative and positive security assurances, further steps should be considered to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States party to the Treaty against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
These steps could take the form of an internationally legally binding instrument.

Safequards

9.  The International Atomic Energy Agency is the competent authority responsible to verify and
assure, in accordance with the statute of the Agency and the Agency's safeguards system,
compliance with its safeguards agreements with States parties undertaken in fulfilment of their
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obligations under article I, paragraph 1, of the Treaty, with a view to preventing diversion of
nuclear energy from peaceful uses to nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. Nothing
should be done to undermine the authority of the International Atomic Energy Agency in this regard.
States parties that have concerns regarding non-compliance with the safeguards agreements of the
Treaty by the States parties should direct such concerns, along with supporting evidence and
information, to the Agency to consider, investigate, draw conclusions and decide on necessary
actions in accordance with its mandate.

10.  All States parties required by article 11l of the Treaty to sign and bring into force
comprehensive safeguards agreements and which have not yet done so should do so without delay.

11.  International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards should be regularly assessed and evaluated.
Decisions adopted by its Board of Governors aimed at further strengthening the effectiveness of
Agency safeguards should be supported and implemented and the Agency's capability to detect
undeclared nuclear activities should be increased. Also, States not party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons should be urged to enter into comprehensive safeguards
agreements with the Agency.

12. New supply arrangements for the transfer of source or special fissionable material or
equipment or material especially designed or prepared for the processing, use or production of
special fissionable material to non-nuclear-weapon States should require, as a necessary
precondition, acceptance of the Agency's full-scope safeguards and internationally legally binding
commitments not to acquire nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

13.  Nuclear fissile material transferred from military use to peaceful nuclear activities should, as
soon as practicable, be placed under Agency safeguards in the framework of the voluntary
safeguards agreements in place with the nuclear-weapon States. Safeguards should be universally
applied once the complete elimination of nuclear weapons has been achieved.

Peaceful uses of nuclear energy

14.  Particular importance should be attached to ensuring the exercise of the inalienable right of
all the parties to the Treaty to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in conformity with articles I, 11 as well as 111 of the Treaty.

15. Undertakings to facilitate participation in the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials
and scientific and technological information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy should be fully
implemented.

16. In all activities designed to promote the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, preferential
treatment should be given to the non-nuclear-weapon States party to the Treaty, taking the needs of
developing countries particularly into account.

17.  Transparency in nuclear-related export controls should be promoted within the framework of
dialogue and cooperation among all interested States party to the Treaty.

18.  All States should, through rigorous national measures and international cooperation, maintain
the highest practicable levels of nuclear safety, including in waste management, and observe
standards and guidelines in nuclear materials accounting, physical protection and transport of
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nuclear materials.

19.  Every effort should be made to ensure that the International Atomic Energy Agency has the
financial and human resources necessary to meet effectively its responsibilities in the areas of
technical cooperation, safeguards and nuclear safety. The Agency should also be encouraged to
intensify its efforts aimed at finding ways and means for funding technical assistance through
predictable and assured resources.

20.  Attacks or threats of attack on nuclear facilities devoted to peaceful purposes jeopardize
nuclear safety and raise serious concerns regarding the application of international law on the use of
force in such cases, which could warrant appropriate action in accordance with the provisions of the
Charter of the United Nations.

The Conference requests that the President of the Conference bring the present decision, the decision on

strengthening the review process for the Treaty and the decision on the extension of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, to the attention of the heads of State or Government of all States and
seek their full cooperation on these documents and in the furtherance of the goals of the Treaty.
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NPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part ), Annex
Decision 3

EXTENSION OF THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF
NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Having convened in New York from 17 April to 12 May 1995, in accordance with article VIII, paragraph 3,
and article X, paragraph 2, of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Having reviewed the operation of the Treaty and affirming that there is a need for full compliance with the
Treaty, its extension and its universal adherence, which are essential to international peace and security and
the attainment of the ultimate goals of the complete elimination of nuclear weapons and a treaty on general
and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control,

Having reaffirmed article VIII, paragraph 3, of the Treaty and the need for its continued implementation in a
strengthened manner and, to this end, emphasizing the decision on strengthening the review process for the
Treaty and the decision on principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament, also
adopted by the Conference,

Having established that the Conference is quorate in accordance with article X, paragraph 2, of the Treaty,

Decides that, as a majority exists among States party to the Treaty for its indefinite extension, in accordance
with article X, paragraph 2, the Treaty shall continue in force indefinitely.
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NPT/CONF.1995/32 (Part I), Annex

Resolution on the Middle East

The Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Reaffirming the purpose and provisions of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,

Recognizing that, pursuant to article VIl of the Treaty, the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones
contributes to strengthening the international non-proliferation regime,

Recalling that the Security Council, in its statement of 31 January 1992, ¥ affirmed that the proliferation of
nuclear and all other weapons of mass destruction constituted a threat to international peace and security,

Recalling also General Assembly resolutions adopted by consensus supporting the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, the latest of which is resolution 49/71 of 15 December 1994,

Recalling further the relevant resolutions adopted by the General Conference of the International Atomic
Energy Agency concerning the application of Agency safeguards in the Middle East, the latest of which is
GC(XXXVIN/RES/21 of 23 September 1994, and noting the danger of nuclear proliferation, especially in
areas of tension,

Bearing in mind Security Council resolution 687 (1991) and in particular paragraph 14 thereof,

Noting Security Council resolution 984 (1995) and paragraph 8 of the decision on principles and objectives
for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament adopted by the Conference on 11 May 1995,

Bearing in mind the other decisions adopted by the Conference on 11 May 1995,

1. Endorses the aims and objectives of the Middle East peace process and recognizes that efforts in this
regard, as well as other efforts, contribute to, inter alia, a Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons as well as
other weapons of mass destruction;

2. Notes with satisfaction that, in its report (NPT/CONF.1995/MC.111/1), Main Committee Il of the
Conference recommended that the Conference "call on those remaining States not parties to the Treaty to
accede to it, thereby accepting an international legally binding commitment not to acquire nuclear weapons or
nuclear explosive devices and to accept International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards on all their nuclear
activities™;

3. Notes with concern the continued existence in the Middle East of unsafeguarded nuclear facilities, and
reaffirms in this connection the recommendation contained in section VI, paragraph 3, of the report of Main
Committee 11l urging those non-parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that
operate unsafeguarded nuclear facilities to accept full- scope International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards;

4. Reaffirms the importance of the early realization of universal adherence to the Treaty, and calls upon all
States of the Middle East that have not yet done so, without exception, to accede to the Treaty as soon as
possible and to place their nuclear facilities under full-scope International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards;
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5. Calls upon all States in the Middle East to take practical steps in appropriate forums aimed at making
progress towards, inter alia, the establishment of an effectively verifiable Middle East zone free of weapons of
mass destruction, nuclear, chemical and biological, and their delivery systems, and to refrain from taking any
measures that preclude the achievement of this objective;

6. Calls upon all States party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, and in particular
the nuclear-weapon States, to extend their cooperation and to exert their utmost efforts with a view to ensuring
the early establishment by regional parties of a Middle East zone free of nuclear and all other weapons of
mass destruction and their delivery systems.

al S/23500.
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Taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations

Note by the Secretary-General

The Secretary-General has the honour to transmit herewith the report of the
Open-ended Working Group taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament
negotiations established by the General Assembly in its resolution 70/33 to
substantively address concrete effective legal measures, legal provisions and norms
that will need to be concluded to attain and maintain a world without nuclear
weapons and also to substantively address recommendations on other measures that
could contribute to taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations,
including but not limited to: (a) transparency measures related to the risks
associated with existing nuclear weapons; (b) measures to reduce and eliminate the
risk of accidental, mistaken, unauthorized or intentional nuclear weapon
detonations; and (c) additional measures to increase awareness and understanding of
the complexity of and interrelationship between the wide range of humanitarian
consequences that would result from any nuclear detonation.
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Annex |

Measures proposed under the progressive approach+

1.  Effective measures proposed under the progressive approach included:

(a) Achieving the early entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
Ban Treaty;

(b) Negotiating a verifiable and non-discriminatory treaty banning the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
devices;

(c) Commencing negotiations on a post-New Strategic Arms Reduction
Treaty (START) between the United States of America and the Russian Federation;

(d) Achieving universal adherence to the International Convention for the
Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism;

(e) Promoting full implementation of the 2005 amendment to the Convention
on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material,;

(f) Providing support for the practical implementation of Security Council
resolution 1540 (2004);

(g) Strengthening nuclear-weapon-free zones and creating new nuclear-
weapon-free zones and weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zones;

(h) Supporting and strengthening the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) safeguards system;

(i) Promoting the implementation of the Hague Code of Conduct and
contributing to its universal adoption;

(j) Helping to create conditions that would facilitate further major
reductions in nuclear arsenals, including confidence-building measures and efforts
to reduce levels of hostility and tension between States — particularly among those
possessing nuclear weapons.

2. States possessing nuclear weapons, while taking into account relevant security
considerations, should also take the following practical concrete measures:

(a) Increasing transparency measures in relation to their nuclear arsenals and
fissile material holdings;

(b) Dismantling or converting for peaceful uses facilities for the production
of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices;

(c) Pending negotiations and the entry into force of a treaty banning the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive nuclear
devices, maintaining and declaring moratoriums on the production of fissile material
for nuclear weapons purposes;

(d) Designating fissile material no longer required for military purposes and
the development of legally binding verification arrangements, within the context of
TAEA, to ensure the irreversible removal of such fissile material;

20/30

* No agreement was reached on annex I.
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(e) Reducing the risk of accidental or unauthorized use of nuclear weapons
through further practical measures to reduce the operational status of nuclear
weapons systems in ways that promote international stability and security;

(f) Reducing the number of deployed strategic nuclear weapons;

(g) Reducing the number of non-strategic and non-deployed nuclear
weapons;

(h) Reducing, or at least freezing, the number of nuclear weapons in holding
pending the commencement and conclusion of plurilateral negotiations on nuclear
weapons reductions;

(i) Continuing to respect fully their commitments with regard to security
assurances or to extend such assurances if they have not yet done so;

() Pending the entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty, maintaining and declaring moratoriums on nuclear weapons tests, as well as
restraining from the use of new nuclear weapons technologies and from any action
that would defeat the object and purpose of that Treaty.

3. States should further commit to the following additional measures:
(a) Reducing the role of nuclear weapons in security doctrines;

(b) Promoting disarmament and non-proliferation education and awareness-
raising, including on the humanitarian consequences of the use of nuclear weapons,
as appropriate;

(c) Continuing work on developing verification capabilities, including
through the International Partnership for Nuclear Disarmament Verification;

(d) An immediate return to substantive work in the Conference on
Disarmament.
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Annex II
Suggested elements for effective legal measures that could be
included in an international legal instrument:

Element Details

1.  General obligations and Prohibitions on the development, testing, including subcritical

5.

22/30

prohibitions

Definition of nuclear weapons

Prohibitions relating to the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons

Prohibition on development and
production

Deployment

experiments and supercomputer simulations, production, acquisition,
possession, stockpiling, transfer, use and threat of use of nuclear
weapons, as well as on the production of weapons-usable fissile material

The definition of a nuclear weapon is any device which is capable of
releasing nuclear energy in an uncontrolled manner and which has a
group of characteristics that is appropriate for use for warlike purposes:
an instrument that may be used for the transport or propulsion of the
device is not included in this definition if it is separable from the device
and not an indivisible part thereof

Prohibitions on participating in any use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons

Prohibition on participating in nuclear war planning
Prohibition on participating in the targeting of nuclear weapons

Prohibition on training personnel to take control of and use another
State’s nuclear weapons

Adoption of measures to prevent the use of new technologies for
upgrading existing nuclear-weapon systems, including the prohibition of
nuclear-weapon research and development

Cessation by the nuclear-weapon States of the development and
qualitative improvement of nuclear weapons and their means of delivery
and related infrastructure

Prohibition on the development of nuclear weapons and delivery
systems could preclude nuclear research and research on the testing of
nuclear weapons, including subcritical and other means of testing

Prohibition from participating financially or otherwise in the production
of nuclear weapons

Addressing issues related to dual-use technology, without prejudice to
the inalienable rights of all States to the peaceful use of nuclear energy

Prohibitions on accepting any stationing, installation or deployment of
nuclear weapons

* No agreement was reached on annex II.
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Element

Details

6. Visitation, transit, overflight,
stationing and deployment

7. Nuclear material

8.  Financing and supply of fissile
materials

9. Assistance, encouragement and
inducement in prohibited acts

10. Victims and the environment

11. Declarations

12. Phases for elimination

16-15200

Prohibitions on permitting nuclear weapons in national territory,
including on permitting vessels with nuclear weapons in ports and
territorial seas, permitting aircraft with nuclear weapons from entering
national airspace, permitting nuclear weapons from being transited
through national territory and permitting nuclear weapons from being
stationed or deployed on national territory

Prohibition of the production of any fissionable material which can be
used directly to make a nuclear weapon, including separated plutonium
and highly enriched uranium: low enriched uranium would be permitted
for peaceful purposes

Placement of all existing fissile material under international safeguards

Dismantlement or conversion for peaceful use of facilities for the
production of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear
explosive devices

Designation of fissile material which is no longer required for military
purposes

Development of legally binding verification arrangements, within the
context of IJAEA

Prohibitions on financing nuclear weapon activities, including any
support to private entities involved in nuclear weapon activities, except
those activities necessary for the implementation of the treaty and in
meeting stockpile elimination obligations or on providing special
fissionable material to any States that do not apply IAEA comprehensive
safeguards

Prohibitions on assisting, encouraging or inducing, directly or indirectly,
any activity prohibited by the treaty

Recognition of the rights of victims of the use and testing of nuclear
weapons and a commitment to provide assistance to victims and to
environmental remediation

Declarations of the existence in their arsenals and stockpiles of all
nuclear weapons, nuclear material, nuclear facilities and nuclear weapon
delivery vehicles they possess or control and their locations

A specific sequence of phases for the elimination of nuclear weapons
were identified: (a) taking nuclear weapons off alert; (b) removing
weapons from deployment; (c) removing nuclear warheads from their
delivery vehicles; (d) removing and disfiguring the “pits”; and

(e) placing the fissile material under international control

Obligations to eliminate nuclear arsenals within an agreed time frame
and in a specified manner could be included

23/30
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Element

Details

13. Verification

14. Rights and obligations of
individuals

15. Compliance and secretariat

16. Dispute settlement

17. National implementation
measures

18. Optional protocol concerning
energy assistance

19. Cooperation and assistance to
meet the obligations of the treaty

20. Relation with other international
agreements

21. Military cooperation

Verification arrangements, including routine and challenge inspections,
as well as measures for the use of on-site sensors, satellite photography,
radionuclide sampling and other remote sensors, information sharing
with other organizations and citizen reporting

Establishment of an international monitoring system and making
information available through a registry

Rights and obligations for individuals, including national legislation to
criminalize support for activities proscribed under the convention and
protections for individuals reporting such activities, including the right
of asylum

Establishment of an international agency responsible for verification and
ensuring compliance, comprising a conference of States parties, an
executive council and a technical secretariat, or giving IAEA an active
role in verifying nuclear disarmament

The secretariat shall be responsible for the holding of periodic or
extraordinary consultations among Member States on matters relating to
the purposes, measures and procedures set out in the instrument

Dispute settlement, including provisions for consultation, cooperation,
fact-finding and other measures to clarify and resolve implementation
issues, including the possibility of referring a dispute to the International
Court of Justice and, if required, referring a situation to the Security
Council

Provision of a series of graduated responses for non-compliance and, if
required, sanctions or recourse to the General Assembly and the Security
Council for action

Requirement for States parties to adopt necessary legislative measures to
implement their obligations under the convention and to establish a
national authority responsible for national implementation

Nothing should affect the inalienable right of all the parties to any
instrument to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes without discrimination and in conformity with their
relevant international obligations: an optional protocol establishing a
programme of energy assistance could be included

Provision of a framework for international cooperation and technical
assistance to work towards meeting obligations

Possibility of adding functions and activities of existing nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament regimes and verification and
compliance arrangements, as well as establishing additional
complementary arrangements

Requirement not to participate in any act prohibited and in doctrines
based on nuclear deterrence, and ensuring that participation in an
alliance with a nuclear-armed State is compatible with the commitments
and policies under the instruments

24/30

16-15200

200



¢/ N
&@i} 60 Years

——

I A E A Atoms for Peace and Development

General Conference
GC(60)/RES/15
Date: September 2016

General Distribution
Original: English

Sixtieth regular session

Item 19 of the agenda
(GC(60)/20)

Application of IAEA safeguards in the Middle
East

Resolution adopted on 29 September 2016 during the eighth plenary
meeting

The General Conference,’

(a)  Recognizing the importance of the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons — both globally
and regionally — in enhancing international peace and security,

(b) Mindful of the usefulness of the Agency's safeguards system as a reliable means of
verification of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy,

(c)  Concerned by the grave consequences, endangering peace and security, of the presence in
the Middle East region of nuclear activities not wholly devoted to peaceful purposes,

(d) Welcoming the initiatives regarding the establishment of a zone free of all weapons of
mass destruction, including nuclear weapons, in the Middle East and earlier initiatives regarding
arms control in the region,

(e) Recognizing that full realization of these objectives would be promoted by the
participation of all States of the region,

() Commending the efforts of the Agency concerning the application of safeguards in the
Middle East and the positive response of most States in concluding a full-scope safeguards
agreement, and

(g)  Recalling its resolution GC(59)/RES/15,

1. Takes note of the Director General's report in document GC(60)/14;

! The resolution was adopted with 122 in favour, 0 against and 6 abstentions (roll-call vote).
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GC(60)/RES/15
Page 2

2. Calls upon all States in the region to accede to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons (NPT);*

3. Calls upon all States in the region, to accede to and implement, all relevant nuclear disarmament
and non-proliferation conventions, to fulfil in good faith international obligations and commitments
relating to safeguards, and to cooperate fully with the IAEA within the framework of their respective
obligations;

4. Affirms the urgent need for all States in the Middle East to forthwith accept the application of
full-scope Agency safeguards to all their nuclear activities as an important confidence-building
measure among all States in the region and as a step in enhancing peace and security in the context of
the establishment of a NWFZ;

5. Calls upon all parties directly concerned to consider seriously taking the practical and
appropriate steps required for the implementation of the proposal to establish a mutually and
effectively verifiable NWFZ in the region, and invites the countries concerned which have not yet
done so to adhere to international non-proliferation regimes, including the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, as a means of complementing participation in a zone free of all
weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East and of strengthening peace and security in the region;

6. Further calls upon all States of the region, pending the establishment of the zone, not to pursue
actions that would undermine the goal of establishing the zone, including developing, producing,
testing or otherwise acquiring nuclear weapons;

7. Further calls upon all States in the region to take measures, including confidence-building and
verification measures, aimed at establishing a NWFZ in the Middle East;

8. Urges all States to render assistance in the establishment of the zone and at the same time to
refrain from any action that would hinder efforts aiming at its establishment;

9. Mindful of the importance of establishing the Middle East as a nuclear weapons free zone, and
in this context, emphasizing the importance of establishing peace therein;

10.  Requests the Director General to pursue further consultations with the States of the Middle East
to facilitate the early application of full-scope Agency safeguards to all nuclear activities in the region
as relevant to the preparation of model agreements, as a necessary step towards the establishment of a
NWFZ in the region, referred to in resolution GC(XXXVII)/RES/627;

11.  Calls upon all States in the region to extend their fullest cooperation to the Director General in
the fulfilment of the tasks entrusted to him in the preceding paragraph;

12.  Calls upon all other States, especially those with a special responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security, to render all assistance to the Director General by facilitating the
implementation of this resolution; and

13.  Requests the Director General to submit to the Board of Governors and the General Conference
at its sixty-first (2017) regular session a report on the implementation of this resolution and to include
in the provisional agenda for that session an item entitled “Application of IAEA safeguards in the
Middle East”.

2 Operative paragraph 2 was voted on separately and was approved with 119 in favour, 1 against and 5 abstentions (roll-call
vote).
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DRAFT NPT/CONF.2015/ WP.

2015 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

Joint working paper submitted by the members of the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative (Australia, Canada, Chile, Germany, Japan,
Mexico, Nigeria, Netherlands, Philippines, Poland, Turkey and United
Arab Emirates)

1. As expressed in our ministerial statement made at Hiroshima on 12 April 2014, the Non-
Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative (NPDI) is committed to actively contributing to
the 2015 Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) Review Conference
(RevCon), and provides the following recommendations for consideration in an outcomes
document.

2. These recommendations reflect the common commitment of the NPDI’s diverse cross-
regional membership to the NPT as the essential foundation for the achievement of
nuclear disarmament, as the cornerstone of the global nuclear non-proliferation regime
and as the basis for the development of the peaceful uses of nuclear technology. They
reflect the priorities of the NPDI, as detailed in the working papers submitted to the three
Preparatory Committee meetings for the 2015 NPT RevCon on specific issues within the
Action Plan agreed at the 2010 NPT RevCon. The recommendations are aimed at
contributing to a balanced, consensus outcome document for the 2015 NPT RevCon.

3. The members of the NPDI re-iterate that nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation are
mutually reinforcing processes. We remain deeply concerned, as expressed in the 2010
NPT RevCon Final Document, at the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of any use
of nuclear weapons, and consider this to fundamentally underpin all work to pursue a
world free of nuclear weapons, particularly through the NPT. The NPDI further reaffirms
the need for all States at all times to comply with applicable international law, including
international humanitarian law.

Pillar 1 - Disarmament \

The NPDI recalls that Action 3 of the Action Plan adopted by the 2010 NPT RevCon states:
“In implementing the unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to accomplish
the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals, the nuclear-weapon States commit to undertake
further efforts to reduce and ultimately eliminate all types of nuclear weapons, deployed and
non-deployed, including through unilateral, bilateral, regional and multilateral measures.”

The NPDI recommends that,

4. The Conference stresses the need for a systematic and continued reduction of all types of
nuclear weapons, including non-strategic and non-deployed nuclear weapons, by all
States possessing nuclear weapons aimed at their total elimination.

5. The Conference welcomes the ongoing implementation of New START and urges the
Russian Federation and the United States to engage in a new round of negotiations and
advance further steps in line with the principles of irreversibility, verifiability and
transparency.
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6. The Conference reiterates that the obligation to pursue nuclear disarmament concerns not
only the two States with the largest arsenals and that, in due time, the other nuclear-
weapon States should also take part in nuclear disarmament negotiations, bearing in mind
that all States parties are called upon to engage in multilateral disarmament negotiations
under the provisions of Article VI of the NPT.

7. Pending the start of multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations, the Conference urges
nuclear-weapon States to undertake to not increase their nuclear holdings. A further
build-up of nuclear arsenals runs counter to the obligations under the 2010 Action Plan
and Article VI of the NPT.

8. The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States and other States possessing nuclear
weapons to take further steps to reduce their arsenals, regardless of their size, type or
location, and to declare a moratorium on developing new warheads and new types of
nuclear weapons, and on upgrading existing nuclear weapons or developing new missions
for nuclear weapons.

9. The Conference calls upon nuclear-weapon States to commit to refrain from developing
new nuclear warheads.

Non-Strategic Nuclear Weapons
The NPDI recommends that,

10. The Conference urges the inclusion of non-strategic nuclear weapons in any future
nuclear disarmament processes, with a view to their elimination, and a cessation of the
development and production of new non-strategic nuclear weapons.

11. The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States and other States possessing nuclear
weapons to review promptly their deployment posture of non-strategic nuclear weapons
in the context of their declaratory policies and in a manner compatible with the Treaty
and the objective of achieving a world free of nuclear weapons.

12. The Conference calls for, as a first step on the way to the elimination of non-strategic
nuclear weapons, transparency with respect to the current status of the implementation of
the 1991 and 1992 Presidential Nuclear Initiatives between the Russian Federation and
the United States and possible verification of such implementation.

Reduced Role of Nuclear Weapons
The NPDI recommends that,

13. The Conference agrees that quantitative reductions of arsenals should be accompanied by
a reduction in the role and significance of nuclear weapons in security strategies and
defence doctrines. This would represent an important contribution towards the goal of
complete nuclear disarmament and will be mutually reinforcing with further quantitative
reductions.

14. The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States to reiterate that they will not use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States that are parties to the
NPT and in compliance with their nuclear non-proliferation obligations (what are termed
"negative security assurances").

15. The Conference calls upon States parties to actively promote disarmament and non-
proliferation education, and to contribute to raising awareness, in particular among
younger generations, of the tragic consequences of the use of nuclear weapons.
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De-alerting Nuclear Weapons
The NPDI recommends that,

16. The Conference, recognizing that de-alerting is important not only as a step towards a
world free of nuclear weapons but also to avoid and reduce the risk of the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences from any unauthorised or accidental launch of a nuclear
weapon, urges all nuclear-weapon States to take concrete and meaningful steps, whether
unilaterally, bilaterally or regionally, to further reduce the operational status of nuclear
weapons. Practical steps to that end would promote international stability and security,
and reduce the risk of accidental use of nuclear weapons.

17. The Conference highlights the importance of other States which possess nuclear weapons
also taking steps towards de-alerting their nuclear forces.

Transparency of Information Relating to Nuclear Weapons
The NPDI recommends that,

18. The Conference reiterates the importance of the realization of nuclear disarmament
measures under strict observance of the principles of transparency, verification and
irreversibility while also recognizing that the principle of transparency underpins the
principles of verification and irreversibility.

19. The Conference underscores the rightful need for and expectation of more detailed
information relating to nuclear weapons to be provided by all nuclear-weapon States.
This holds especially true with regard to non-strategic nuclear weapons.

20. The Conference calls upon the nuclear-weapon States to commit to utilizing a standard
reporting form to make annual reports on their nuclear disarmament activities during the
2020 NPT review cycle.

21. The Conference calls upon the nuclear-weapon States to commit to continuously
improving the transparency of information related to nuclear weapons in their standard
reporting form. The standard reporting form should include, without prejudice to the
national security of the nuclear-weapon States, information on:

(@) the number, type (strategic or non-strategic) and status (deployed or non-deployed)
of nuclear warheads;

(b) the number and, if possible, types of delivery vehicles;

(c) the number and types of weapons and delivery systems dismantled and reduced as
part of nuclear disarmament efforts;

(d) the amount of fissile material produced for military purposes; and

(e) the measures taken to diminish the role and significance of nuclear weapons in
military and security concepts, doctrines and policies.

22. The Conference encourages the nuclear-weapon States to continue discussions on
definitions and terminology related to nuclear weapons.

23. The Conference calls upon all States parties, both nuclear-weapon States and non-
nuclear-weapon States, to submit regular reports on their fulfilment of obligations and
commitments under the provisions of the NPT.

Nuclear Weapon Free Zones and Negative Security Assurances

The NPDI recommends that,
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24. The Conference reiterates that, while the total elimination of nuclear weapons is the only
absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, interim measures
contributing to this goal should be considered in earnest and existing interim measures
strengthened.

25. The Conference urges all nuclear-weapon States to recognise the value of nuclear
weapon-free zones by taking all necessary measures to bring into force the pending
protocols to the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties.

26. The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States to withdraw any reservations or
interpretative declarations made to the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties and their
protocols contrary to the object and purpose of such treaties.

27. The Conference urges all nuclear-weapon States to respect fully their existing
commitments with regard to security assurances.

28. The Conference calls upon all nuclear-weapon States to reiterate that they will not use or
threaten to use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States that are parties to the
NPT and in compliance with their nuclear non-proliferation obligations (what are termed
"negative security assurances").

29. The Conference urges all States parties to continue discussion of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons.

Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT)
The NPDI recommends that,

30. The Conference urges all States that have yet to ratify the CTBT to do so without delay,
in particular the remaining eight Annex 2 States. Annex 2 States should not wait for
other States to ratify the Treaty.

31. The Conference reiterates that nuclear-weapon States have a particular responsibility, as
agreed in action 10 of the 2010 Action Plan, to encourage ratification of the CTBT and
calls upon them to take the initiative in this regard. Ratification by nuclear-weapon
States that have not yet done so would provide further impetus towards entry into force of
the Treaty.

32. Pending the Treaty’s entry into force, the Conference calls upon all States to uphold and
maintain a moratorium on nuclear-weapon test explosions and any other nuclear
explosions.

33. The Conference encourages all States parties to the NPT to assist the Preparatory
Commission of the CTBT Organization in its work in anticipation of and preparing for
the entry into force of the Treaty. This includes the early completion and provisional
operation of the International Monitoring System, which serves as an effective, reliable,
participatory and non-discriminatory element of the verification system globally and
helps to provide assurance of compliance with the CTBT.

Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty

The NPDI recommends that,

34. The Conference urges negotiations on a treaty banning the production of fissile material
for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices to begin immediately,

preferably in the Conference on Disarmament, on the basis of the Shannon Mandate and
within the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced programme of work.
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35. The Conference agrees that national and security concerns hindering commencement of
negotiations within the Conference on Disarmament on a treaty banning the production of
fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices can and
should be effectively addressed in the course of negotiations. All concerned States are
encouraged to intensify bilateral, subregional and regional dialogue to address said
concerns.

36. Pending the entry into force of a treaty banning the production of fissile material for use
in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, the Conference calls upon all
nuclear-weapon States and other States which possess nuclear weapons to maintain or
declare moratoriums on the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices.

Disarmament and Non-Proliferation Education
The NPDI recommends that,

37. In implementing the recommendations contained in the report of the Secretary-General of
the United Nations regarding the United Nations study on disarmament and non-
proliferation education, in order to advance the goals of the NPT in support of achieving
a world free of nuclear weapons, the Conference invites all States parties to take into
account the following three points:

(@) as achieving a world free of nuclear weapons requires long-term continuous efforts,
educating young people, especially teenagers, is most crucial. The amassed
knowledge and experience of older generations should be passed on to younger
generations, including in the educational process, so that they can actively engage in
disarmament and non-proliferation issues;

(b) disarmament and non-proliferation education should be undertaken in a collaborative
way. Various actors such as governments, both national and local, international
organizations, non-governmental organizations, media, academics and the private
sector should closely cooperate with and learn from one another through interaction.
Governments can serve as the hub of a network among actors as well as a provider of
resources to facilitate interaction; and

(c) the 2002 report on disarmament and non-proliferation education recommended using
new information and communications technologies, in particular the Internet, and a
full range of pedagogical methods including literature, theatre and other artistic
activities. It would be more effective to utilise new tools that have become available
since the report was published in 2002, including YouTube and social network
services such as Twitter and Facebook.

Pillar 2: Non-Proliferation

Safeguards in Nuclear Weapon States
The NPDI recommends that,

38. The Conference encourages each nuclear-weapon State to explore ways to further widen
the scope of the application of safeguards to peaceful nuclear facilities to the maximum
extent possible, inter alia, by:

(a) reviewing the operation of the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement and/or revisiting
the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement so that the safeguards will be applicable to
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all nuclear material designated by each nuclear-weapon State as no longer required
for military purposes and relevant facilities where it is located, in a manner neither to
exclude such material from the scope of the safeguards application nor to reverse
such material to military uses; and

(b) reviewing the existing scope of the Additional Protocol to add measures, if necessary,
such as complementary access stipulated in the IAEA Model Additional Protocol.

39. The Conference encourages those nuclear-weapon States that have not done so, to
consider, when identifying certain specified nuclear material as “excess” for military uses,
placing such “excess” under IAEA verification as soon as practicable, in @ manner to
make it irreversible, either under the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement or separate
arrangements for permitting the IAEA to verify that the “excess” is neither withdrawn
from the declared facilities nor reversed for use for nuclear weapon purposes.

40. The Conference encourages the nuclear-weapon States to explore ways and means for
financing safeguards in the nuclear-weapon States so that necessary access and other
safeguards activities as referred to in paragraphs 38 and 39 above can be conducted by
the IAEA without impeding other critical safeguards implementation priorities.

41. The Conference encourages each nuclear-weapon State to explore ways and means for
financing the wider application of safeguards in nuclear-weapon States, including extra-
budgetary funding by the nuclear-weapon States to the IAEA, and that they report on the
matter in the standard form as per action 21 of the 2010 Action Plan.

IAEA Additional Protocol
The NPDI recommends that,

42. The Conference urges all States parties that have not yet concluded an Additional
Protocol, as contained in INFCIRC/540, with IAEA to do so as soon as possible, and to
implement its provisions pending ratification. The Conference strongly encourages
further work towards achieving universalization of the Additional Protocol.

43. The provision of assistance to States to adhere to the Additional Protocol can be best
facilitated with IAEA support. The Conference encourages the IAEA and its member
States to continue to assist other States in concluding, bringing into force and
implementing Additional Protocols.

44. The Conference encourages the IAEA and member States to pursue coordinated activities
and provide, where possible, the technical and financial support required for such
activities.

Export Controls
The NPDI recommends that,

45. The Conference encourages States parties to share best practices and lessons learned
regarding building, implementing and reinforcing effective domestic export control
systems and practices, including through the implementation of UN Security Council
Resolution 1540 as well as the effective use of catch-all controls.

46. The Conference urges all nuclear suppliers to require full compliance by States with their
IAEA safeguards obligations as a condition of nuclear equipment, material and
technology supply by States parties.

47. The Conference reaffirms the principle that States parties should require the conclusion
and implementation of a Safeguards Agreement (INFCIRC/153) as well as an Additional
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Protocol (INFCIRC/540) with the IAEA as a condition for new supply arrangements with
non-nuclear-weapon States.

48. The Conference calls on States parties to adhere to the multilaterally negotiated and
agreed guidelines and understandings of the Nuclear Suppliers Group and Zangger
Committee in developing their domestic export control systems.

Pillar 3 — Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy

The NPDI recommends that,

49. The Conference recognises the inalienable right of every State party to the NPT to the
peaceful use of nuclear energy and, considering the increasing demand for nuclear power
as a means of addressing climate change and energy security concerns and the importance
of increased accessibility and broader application of nuclear technology in fields such as
human health, agriculture, water management and industrial applications, we emphasise
that cooperation to accelerate and to enlarge the contribution of the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy to peace, health and prosperity throughout the world is a core objective of
the IAEA Statute.

50. The Conference reaffirms that the use of nuclear energy must be accompanied by
commitments to, and on-going implementation of, safeguards as well as appropriate and
effective levels of safety and security, consistent with States' national legislation and
respective international obligations.

51. The Conference underlines the central role of the IAEA in the field of peaceful uses of
nuclear energy and is determined to ensure that the IAEA continues to have the expertise,
authority and resources needed to fulfil its statutory functions in facilitating technical
cooperation and in coordinating international efforts to strengthen global nuclear safety
and security.

Nuclear Security
The NPDI recommends that,

52. The Conference recommends that all States:

(@) subscribe to the fundamental principles set forth in IAEA Nuclear Security Series
document No. 20 and meet the intent of the recommendations contained in Nos. 13,
14 and 15, including through the implementation and enhancement of national
regulations and other government measures and arrangements;

(b) develop, in conjunction with IAEA, as necessary, Integrated Nuclear Security
Support Plans to consolidate and prioritise nuclear security needs;

(c) continue to improve the effectiveness of their nuclear security regimes and operators’
systems by conducting self-assessments, periodically hosting IPPAS missions and
acting upon the recommendations identified during these reviews; and

(d) ensure that management and personnel with accountability for nuclear security are
demonstrably competent.

53. The Conference recommends that, in order to promote confidence in the effectiveness of
security for non-civilian nuclear materials, the nuclear-weapon States and other States
which possess nuclear weapons:

(a) affirm that nuclear materials in the military realm are at least as well protected, or
that nuclear security is at least as effective for non-civilian nuclear materials as for
civilian materials and, in this regard, declare that internationally agreed guidelines
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for physical protection (notably IAEA Nuclear Security Series document No. 13)
will be taken into account to enhance the effectiveness of protecting non-civilian
nuclear materials; and

(b) publish the legal and regulatory framework related to the security of non-civilian
nuclear materials on the understanding that no confidential information will be
disclosed or confidentiality arrangements violated.

54. The Conference recommends that all States become party to the International Convention
for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism (ICSANT) and the Convention on the
Physical Protection of Nuclear Material (CPPNM), and ratify the 2005 Amendment of the
CPPNM.

55. The Conference reaffirms the commitment of all NPT States parties to work together to
strengthen nuclear security, including by fully implementing relevant international
requirements such as UNSCR 1540 (2004).

| Other Issues Related to the NPT

North Korea
The NPDI recommends that,

56. The Conference strongly condemns North Korea’s nuclear and ballistic missile programs
which undermine the NPT and the global non-proliferation regime as well as pose a great
threat to regional and global peace and stability. The Conference condemns and
expresses grave concern at a series of ballistic missile launches conducted by North
Korea, which are clear violations of relevant UN Security Council resolutions. The
Conference strongly urges North Korea to comply with its commitments under the 2005
Six-Party Talks Joint Statement and obligations under all the relevant UN Security
Council resolutions, to abandon all nuclear weapons and existing nuclear programs, and
to return to compliance with its IAEA safeguards agreement and the NPT. Furthermore,
the Conference urges North Korea to refrain from further provocative actions including,
among others, ballistic missile launches, nuclear tests or threat of the use of nuclear
weapons. The Conference also deplores the announcement and the efforts by North
Korea to readjust and restart the nuclear facilities at Yongbyon, and urges North Korea to
cease immediately all nuclear activities.

Iran
The NPDI recommends that,

57. The Conference encourages the ongoing negotiations between the E3+3 and Iran over
Iran’s nuclear issue and hopes that the negotiations will lead to the final and
comprehensive resolution of the issue. In particular, the Conference urges Iran to swiftly
and steadily implement measures, such as the ratification and implementation of the
Additional Protocol, to remove international concerns regarding Iran’s nuclear activities.
In addition, the Conference urges Iran to fulfil the requirements of the relevant UN
Security Council resolutions and decisions by the IAEA Board of Governors. In this
context, the Conference welcomes the Framework for Cooperation and the steps
implemented to date and fully supports the efforts by the E3+3 and the IAEA. In
particular, while respecting Iran’s right to the use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
in conformity with the NPT and other relevant obligations, the Conference supports the
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IAEA’s efforts to resolve international concerns and all outstanding issues regarding
Iranian nuclear activities, including Possible Military Dimensions, and calls upon Iran to
fully cooperate with the IAEA in this respect.

Middle East Zone Free of Weapons of Mass Destruction and Their Means of Delivery
The NPDI recommends that,

58. All States Parties agree to pay special attention to the ultimate goal of establishing the
Middle East as a zone free from all weapons of mass destruction (WMD).

59. The Conference encourages countries of the Middle East region to work together to reach
an agreement on the arrangements for an International Conference on WMD-Free Zone
in the Middle East.

60. The Conference encourages countries of the region to continue to work constructively
with the Facilitator, Ambassador Laajava, and his team.

61. The Conference encourages the Conveners and the Facilitator to continue their efforts in
a constructive, flexible and forward-looking manner so as to ensure that the conference is
convened at the earliest convenience.

62. The Conference encourages all interested States parties to constructively assist the
process to convene a conference, and calls on the countries of the region to work to
strengthen mutual understanding and cooperation.

Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons
The NPDI recommends that,

63. The Conference reiterates its deep concern at the catastrophic humanitarian consequences
of any use of nuclear weapons. In view of such consequences, the Conference affirms it
is in the interest of all nations that the nearly 70 year record of non-use of nuclear
weapons be extended forever. The Conference affirms that the catastrophic humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons fundamentally underpins all work to succeed in our non-
proliferation efforts and to achieve nuclear disarmament in pursuit of a more secure world,
particularly through the NPT, and that the discussion on this issue should be inclusive and
universal as well as a catalyst for united global action towards the goal of a world free of
nuclear weapons.

64. The Conference stresses the significance of spreading awareness of the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons across borders and generations through such efforts as
disarmament and non-proliferation education and translation of atomic bomb survivors’
(Hibakushas’) testimonies into multiple languages. The Conference also reaffirms the
importance of further deepening our understanding of the humanitarian consequences of
nuclear weapons based on fact-based scientific studies.

65. The Conference invites the world’s political leaders to visit Hiroshima and Nagasaki to
witness the humanitarian consequences with their own eyes.
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Withdrawal from the NPT

66. A holistic approach should be taken to encourage States parties to remain within, and to
discourage them to withdraw from, the Treaty and to re-emphasise the importance of the
integrity and universality of the Treaty.

The NPDI recommends that,

67. The Conference agrees that the exercise of the right of withdrawal under Article X of the

NPT be governed by the following principles:

(a) withdrawal is a right for States parties under Article X of the NPT. Article X
subjects this right to conditions and a timeframe. Accordingly, the right of
withdrawal can be exercised only in the face of extraordinary events related to the
subject matter of the Treaty and the withdrawing State party must give notice of such
withdrawal to all other parties to the Treaty and to the Security Council three months
in advance. Such notice must include a statement of the extraordinary events the
withdrawing State regards as having jeopardised its supreme interests;

(b) the right of withdrawal is governed by the provisions of the NPT and other relevant
international law such as the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties. Under
international law, a withdrawing party is still liable for violations of the Treaty
perpetrated prior to the notification of withdrawal. Furthermore, withdrawal should
not affect any right, obligation or legal situation between the withdrawing State and
each of the other States parties created through the implementation of the Treaty
prior to withdrawal, including those related to IAEA safeguards;

(c) recalling the NPT’s standing as a cornerstone of international security, depositories
and States parties should undertake consultations and conduct every diplomatic effort
to persuade the withdrawing State to reconsider its decision. In doing so, States
parties should also address the extraordinary events relating to the subject matter of
the Treaty that has jeopardised the supreme interests of the withdrawing party.
Diplomatic initiatives at the regional level should be encouraged and supported;

(d) nuclear materials, equipment and technology acquired by a State under Article IV
prior to withdrawal must remain under IAEA safeguards or fall-back safeguards even
after withdrawal; and

(e) nuclear supplying States parties are encouraged to exercise their sovereign right —in
accordance with international law and their national legislation —to incorporate
dismantling and/or return clauses or fall-back safeguards in the event of withdrawal,
as appropriate, in contracts or any other arrangement concluded with other States
parties. Nuclear supplying States parties are invited to adopt standard clauses for the
dismantling and/or return of materials, equipment and other relevant goods from a
withdrawing party.
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2015 Review Conference of the Parties
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 20 March 2015

of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

New York, 27 April-22 May 2015

Transparency by non-nuclear-weapon States parties

Joint working paper submitted by the members of the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative (Australia, Canada,
Chile, Germany, Japan, Mexico, Nigeria, Netherlands, Philippines,
Poland, Turkey and United Arab Emirates)

1. As recognized in the 13 practical steps for systematic and progressive efforts
to implement article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
agreed at the 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the action plan agreed at the 2010
Review Conference, increased transparency is essential to further progress in
nuclear disarmament.

2. With regard to the 2010 action plan, action 20 states that States parties to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty “should submit regular reports, within the framework of
the strengthened review process for the Treaty, on the implementation of the present
action plan, as well as of article VI, paragraph 4 (c), of the 1995 decision entitled
‘Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament’, and the
practical steps agreed to in the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference, and
recalling the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice of 8 July 1996”.

3. As part of its efforts to promote the implementation of the 2010 action plan,
the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative submitted working papers on the
subject of transparency to the 2012 and 2014 Preparatory Committees for the 2015
Review Conference.

4. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative 2012 working paper
(NPT/CONF.2015/PC.I/WP.12) included a draft standard nuclear disarmament
reporting form with specific items in which the Treaty nuclear-weapon States could
provide information, including the quantity, the types and the status of nuclear
warheads and their delivery systems; the quantity of fissile material produced for
military purposes in the past and currently; and the measures taken to diminish the
role and significance of nuclear weapons in military and security concepts, doctrines
and policies. The aim of the proposal was to provide the nuclear-weapon States with
a template with which to implement actions 5 and 21.
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5. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative 2014 working paper
(NPT/CONF.2015/PC.III/WP.10) made a number of recommendations to the 2015
Review Conference, including reiteration of the three principles of disarmament —
transparency, verification and irreversibility — calling on the nuclear-weapon States
to fulfil their commitments under actions 5 and 21 by agreeing on a standard
reporting form; calling on the nuclear-weapon States to submit annual reports using
an agreed standard reporting form; and calling on all non-nuclear-weapon States to
also submit regular reports on their fulfilment of their Treaty commitments and
obligations.

6.  Following up on the latter recommendation in its 2014 joint working paper, the
Non-Proliferation Disarmament Initiative also drafted a reporting template for
non-nuclear-weapon Treaty States parties (see annex). This reporting template aims
to provide a concise and user-friendly model that Treaty non-nuclear-weapon States
parties can use to fulfil their action 20 commitment to report on their
implementation of the 2010 action plan. The reporting template includes a number
of suggested elements to include under each action plan item, if applicable.

7. We invite Treaty non-nuclear-weapon States parties to make use of the
reporting template throughout the 2020 Treaty review cycle, with a view to
increasing the quality, the quantity and the consistency of transparency by all Treaty
States parties.
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Report by [country] on the implementation of action 20 of
the action plan agreed at the 2010 Review Conference of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

Action 20 of the action plan contained in the Final Document of the 2010

Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons calls on States parties to submit regular reports on their implementation of
the action plan and of the 13 practical steps towards disarmament contained in the
Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review Conference, and of article VI, paragraph 4
(c), of the 1995 Review Conference decision entitled “Principles and objectives for
nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”. [country] submits this report in
accordance with these commitments.

Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

Nuclear disarmament

1

Summary of national policy on nuclear disarmament, including any relevant
initiatives and actions that serve to illustrate the policy.

Membership in regional/multilateral groups that promote nuclear disarmament.

National policy on irreversibility, verifiability and transparency, including any
relevant initiatives and actions that serve to illustrate the policy.

Support for relevant General Assembly resolutions that support irreversibility,
verifiability and transparency.

No action required, for nuclear-weapon States only.

No action required, for the United States of America and the Russian Federation
only.

No action required, for nuclear-weapon States only.

Support for the establishment of a subsidiary body in the Conference on
Disarmament to deal with nuclear disarmament, including through support for
relevant draft Conference on Disarmament programmes of work, Non-Proliferation
Treaty working papers and/or General Assembly resolutions.

Participation in the Open-Ended Working Group on Nuclear Disarmament and/or the
Informal Working Group.

Support for the establishment of subsidiary body in the Conference on Disarmament
to discuss effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, including through support for
relevant draft Conference on Disarmament programmes of work, Non-Proliferation
Treaty working papers and/or General Assembly resolutions.

No action required, for nuclear-weapon States only.

3/9
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Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

9

10
11

12

13

14

15

16
17

4/9

National efforts to support the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

Support for relevant General Assembly resolutions and/or Non-Proliferation Treaty
working papers that support the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones.

Name of nuclear-weapon-free zones treaty to which your country is party.

No action required, for nuclear-weapon States only.
Date of signature and ratification of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.

Summary of national efforts to fully implement the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-
Ban Treaty (for example, national legislation or policies).

Confirmation that commitment was met to report at the 2011 Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty article XIV conference on progress made towards the urgent
entry into force of that Treaty.

Summary of efforts to encourage all States that have yet to do so to sign and ratify
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (for example, positions on General
Assembly resolutions; participation in the Treaty article XIV conferences or the
Treaty ministerial meetings; participation in Non-Proliferation Treaty working papers
and/or national, regional multilateral activities).

List any nationals who participate in the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Group of Eminent Persons.

Summary of national efforts to construct, complete and/or certify International
Monitoring System stations hosted in your territory.

Summary of national efforts to help the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Organization strengthen its verification regime (for example, workshops, seminars,
training, exercises, voluntary funding contributions and/or in-kind contributions).

Summary of national efforts to help develop the onsite inspection capabilities of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization.

Support for launching negotiations on a treaty to ban the production of fissile
materials for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, including through
support for relevant draft Conference on Disarmament programmes of work, General
Assembly resolutions and/or Non-Proliferation Treaty working papers.

Summary of contributions to the Group of Governmental Experts on the subject.

No action required, for nuclear-weapon States only.

Proposals and/or statements made in support of the development of appropriate
legally binding verification arrangements to ensure the irreversible removal of excess
fissile material from military stockpiles by nuclear-weapon States.

15-04509
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Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

18

19

20

21

22

Confirmation that domestic nuclear facilities do not produce fissile material for use
in nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.

Summary of national, regional and international efforts to promote greater
transparency, confidence and efficiency in verification of nuclear disarmament.

Summary of efforts to implement relevant decisions agreed to prior to 2010, such as
the 1995 decision entitled “Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation
and disarmament” and the practical steps toward nuclear disarmament included in the
Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference.

Summary of efforts to encourage the nuclear weapon States to agree on a standard
reporting form and an appropriate reporting interval.

Summary of efforts to promote nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation education
(for example, contributions to the report of the Secretary-General, adding the subject
to school curriculums, seminars, conferences, exhibitions, partnerships with civil
society, public events, social media events, contests).

Nuclear non-proliferation

23
24

25

26

27

28

15-04509

Summary of efforts to promote universal adherence to the Treaty.

Summary of safeguards agreements concluded with the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA), such as a comprehensive safeguards agreement, the Additional
Protocol and/or the Modified Small Quantities Protocol.

Summary of efforts to conclude or implement a comprehensive safeguards
agreement, or to facilitate and encourage others to do so.

Summary of national efforts to comply with non-proliferation obligations. Initiatives,
including through Non-Proliferation Treaty working papers, that promote high
international standards of compliance.

Summary of IAEA conclusions about non-diversion of declared nuclear material
from peaceful nuclear activities and the absence of undeclared nuclear material and
activities.

Summary of national steps taken to address cases of non-compliance with
Non-Proliferation Treaty non-proliferation obligations, including implementation of
sanctions regimes imposed by the Security Council or statements in relevant
international forums, such as the IAEA General Conference or Board of Governors.

Date of signature and entry into force of an Additional Protocol agreement with
IAEA.

Summary of efforts to implement the Additional Protocol or to encourage and
facilitate others to do so.

5/9
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Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

29

30

31
32
33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

Summary of national, regional and/or multilateral efforts to promote or assist other
States in concluding or implementing a comprehensive safeguards agreement.

Summary of support for efforts to apply safeguards more widely in nuclear-weapon
States (for example, Non-Proliferation Treaty working papers).

Efforts to amend or rescind an existing Small Quantities Protocol.

Summary of efforts to review and evaluate IAEA safeguards.

Summary of status of payment of assessed contributions to IAEA.

Summary of extrabudgetary, voluntary and/or in-kind contributions to TAEA.

Summary of contributions to the development of an international technology base to
help improve TAEA safeguards.

Summary of efforts in export control regimes (for example, the Nuclear Suppliers
Group, the Zangger Committee, the Wassenaar Arrangement) and other arrangements
(for example, domestic legislation or bilateral agreements) that help to ensure that
nuclear-related exports do not lead to proliferation.

Summary of implementation of nuclear export control lists into domestic export
control legislation and/or regulations.

Summary of efforts to show that the compliance state of a recipient State is taken
into account in making nuclear export decisions.

Support for the legitimate right of States to peaceful uses of nuclear energy, such as
by providing a list of developing States with which Nuclear Cooperation Agreements
have been completed.

Summary of key policy criteria considered when determining whether or not to
engage in nuclear cooperation with a State.

Efforts to facilitate international cooperation and transfer of nuclear technology.

Summary of efforts to strengthen the physical protection of nuclear facilities,
particularly by the national regulatory agency.

Summary of efforts undertaken as part of the Nuclear Security Summit process.
Summary of efforts to apply the ITAEA INFCIRC/225/Rev.4 (Corrected).

Timeline for any planned national reviews of physical protection policies and
practices or that have been accomplished.

Summary of progress in signing, ratifying and implementing the 2005 Amendment to
the Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material.

Summary of efforts to promote the ratification and implementation of the amended
Convention.
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Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

43

44

45

46

Summary of steps taken to implement the principles of the revised IAEA Code of
Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources.

Summary of steps take to implement the Guidance on the Import and Export of
Radioactive Sources.

Summary of efforts to strengthen national capabilities against illicit trafficking of
nuclear material.

Summary of efforts to provide assistance to other States to strengthen national
capabilities against illicit trafficking of nuclear material (for example, Nuclear
Security Summit, Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials
of Mass Destruction).

Information about participation in the Proliferation Security Initiative.
Information about participation in the Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism.

Summary of any reports provided in accordance with Security Council resolution
1540 (2004).

Status of participation in the IAEA Illicit Trafficking Database.

Summary of progress in signing, ratifying and implementing the International
Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism.

Summary of efforts to establish and maintain a State System for Accounting for and
Control of Nuclear Material.

Summary of cooperation with TAEA on accounting and control of nuclear materials.

Peaceful uses of nuclear energy

47

48
49

50

51

Summary of the types of peaceful uses of nuclear energy being pursued nationally
(for example, power generation, mining, medical, agricultural).

Summary of national policy on nuclear cooperation.

Summary of national, regional and/or multilateral efforts to assist developing States
through the ITAEA Technical Cooperation Programme.

Summary of the types of nuclear cooperation undertaken nationally, particularly in
developing States (for example, natural resources, medical, agricultural, power
generation, safety and security, technical training).

List of the total number of Nuclear Cooperation Agreements in place or awaiting
implementation.

List of the total number of countries with which Nuclear Cooperation Agreements
are in effect (see actions 37 and 38).

79
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Action number  Examples of information to include (if applicable)

52 Summary of any voluntary or in-kind contributions made to the IAEA Technical
Cooperation Fund.

Summary of efforts to improve efficiency, effectiveness, accountability and
transparency of the Technical Cooperation Fund.

53 Summary of efforts in the IAEA Board of Governor’s Technical Assistance and
Cooperation Committee.

Summary of efforts to improve the design, implementation and oversight of the
Technical Cooperation Fund.

54 Summary of any national position on funding for the Technical Cooperation Fund.

Rate of attainment on assessed voluntary contribution to the Technical Cooperation
Fund.

Extrabudgetary contributions to IAEA for technical cooperation.

55 Summary of any voluntary or in-kind contributions to the IAEA Peaceful Uses
Initiative.
56 Summary of efforts to provide technical training on peaceful uses of nuclear energy

to other Non-Proliferation Treaty States parties.
57 Title and date of key national legislation on nuclear energy.

Date of ratification of a safeguards agreement with IAEA, as well as an Additional
Protocol (see actions 24 and 28, as applicable).

Title of legislation and regulations for nuclear energy.

Confirmation of the application of IAEA Safety Standards and Security Guidelines,
the Convention on Physical Protection of Nuclear Materials and its amendment
and/or domestic application of the Code of Conduct on Safety and Security of
Radioactive Sources.

58 Summary of efforts to develop multilateral approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle.

59 Status vis-a-vis the Convention on Nuclear Safety, the Convention on Early
Notification of a Nuclear Accident or Radiological Emergency, the Convention on
Assistance in the Case of a Nuclear Accident or Radiological Emergency and the
Joint Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Management and on the Safety of
Radioactive Waste Management.

Status vis-a-vis the International Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear
Terrorism and amended Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material
could be reiterated (see actions 42 and 45).
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Action number

Examples of information to include (if applicable)

60

61

62

63

64

Summarize how international best practices on nuclear safety and security have been
implemented nationally.

Summarize any peer reviews conducted by the IAEA Integrated Regulatory Review
Service and how its recommendations are being implemented.

Summarize any contributions to the IAEA Nuclear Security Series.

Summarize any contributions to or reviews by the IAEA International Physical
Protection Advisory Service teams.

Summarize any participation in or contributions to workshops by non-governmental
organizations such as the World Institute for Nuclear Security.

Summarize any national efforts to reduce the use of high-enriched uranium in
civilian nuclear programmes and/or convert nuclear facilities to low-enriched
uranium.

Summarize any international assistance provided to other States to reduce the use of
high-enriched uranium in civilian nuclear programmes.

Summarize national regulations on the transport of radioactive materials, noting in
particular the implementation of the IAEA updated transport regulations (No. SSR-6,
2012).

List the date of signature and ratification of the Convention on Supplementary
Compensation for Nuclear Damage, the Vienna Convention on Civil Liability for
Nuclear Damage and/or the Paris Convention on Nuclear Third-Party Liability.

List the title and date of adoption of any national legislation on nuclear liability.

National position on attacks on or threats against safeguarded nuclear facilities for
peaceful purposes.
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Nuclear disarmament post-New START

Working paper submitted by the members of the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative (Australia, Canada, Chile, Germany,

Japan, Mexico, Nigeria, the Netherlands, the Philippines, Poland,

Turkey and the United Arab Emirates)

1. The Final Document of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons reaffirms the “unequivocal
undertaking of the nuclear-weapon States to accomplish the total elimination of their
nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament, to which all States parties are
committed under article VI”.

2. Action 5 of the action plan spells out that the nuclear-weapon States “commit
to accelerate concrete progress on the steps leading to nuclear disarmament,
contained in the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference”.

3. The present paper will focus on the fulfilment of action 4 of the 2010 action
plan, which calls upon the Russian Federation and the United States of America to
seek the early entry into force and full implementation of the Treaty on Measures for
the Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (New START
Treaty). This call needs to be framed within the broader objectives set by action 3,
which stipulates the commitment of nuclear-weapon States to undertake further efforts
to reduce and ultimately eliminate all types of nuclear weapons, deployed and
non-deployed, including through unilateral, bilateral regional and multilateral
measures. Other issues on nuclear disarmament have been dealt with in various
working papers by the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative, such as a fissile
material cut-off treaty (NPT/CONF.2015/PC.1/WP.10), the transparency of Nuclear
Weapons (NPT/CONF.2015/PC.1/WP.12), disarmament and non-proliferation education
(NPT/CONF.2015/PC.1/WP.14), the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
(NPT/CONF.2015/PC.11/WP.1), non-strategic nuclear weapons (NPT/CONF.2015/
PC.II/WP.3) and the reduced role of nuclear weapons (NPT/CONF.2015/PC.11/WP.4).

4. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative welcomes the unilateral
measures undertaken in the past few years. We would welcome more activities in
this regard. We note that, so far, the onus has been on bilateral dealings between the
Russian Federation and the United States of America to work on bilateral nuclear
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disarmament efforts. According to the Final Document of the Review Conference of
2010, a special responsibility lies with the States possessing the largest arsenals.

5.  The Final Document also encourages the Russian Federation and the United
States of America to “continue discussions on follow-on measures in order to
achieve deeper reductions in their nuclear arsenals.” This emphasizes the
fundamental conviction underpinning the action plan that nuclear disarmament is an
ongoing endeavour which demands continuous progress. The 1995 decision on
disarmament and non-proliferation states that with the end of the cold war and the
ensuing easing of tensions, cooperation based on trust replaced the former
antagonism.

6.  The United States of America and the Russian Federation significantly reduced
their nuclear arsenals after the end of the cold war. The successful completion of the
Agreement between the Russian Federation and the United States of America
concerning the Disposition of Highly Enriched Uranium Extracted from Nuclear
Weapons, in December 2013, is also a very welcome development. 500 tons of
Russian highly enriched uranium stockpiles (enough to fuel 20,000 nuclear
weapons) have been converted into low-enriched uranium suitable for use as power
reactor fuel. Efforts made first under the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty
(START 1), and subsequently under the Strategic Offensive Reductions Treaty
(SORT), are now being taken forward under the more comprehensive New START
Treaty. With the full implementation of New START by 2018, the nuclear arsenals
of the United States of America and the Russian Federation will return to the levels
in existence before the Cuban missile crisis in 1962.

7. In the light of this assessment, the obligations and commitments made at the
Review Conferences since 1995, and in the spirit of the action plan, the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative welcomes the offer made by the
President of the United States of America, Barack Obama, on 19 June 2013 in Berlin
to seek negotiated cuts with the Russian Federation and to further reduce deployed
strategic nuclear weapons by up to one third. The Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative expects that this offer provides a much needed perspective
for the next round of nuclear weapons reductions in line with article VI of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. We hope that it will lead to progress in bilateral
negotiations between the Russian Federation and the United States of America on a
comprehensive reduction of nuclear weapons including non-strategic and
non-deployed nuclear weapons, as the action plan of 2010 requires action with
respect to all types of nuclear weapons.

8. While recognizing the positive impact of this trend in bilateral reductions, the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative recalls that this does not replace
multilateral negotiations towards the ultimate elimination of all types of nuclear
weapons regardless of their size and location, in accordance with article VI.
Action 3 also recommends regional or multilateral measures, which have so far not
materialized. In this context, the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative
expects that the ongoing dialogue among the nuclear-weapon States will lead to
concrete and tangible results at the third session of the Preparatory Committee. The
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative looks forward to an intensification of
this process, which must be a departure point or platform for future multilateral
disarmament negotiations, particularly after the next bilateral United States-Russian
disarmament round has been achieved.
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9.  The action plan stipulates that all nuclear-weapon States, not only the two
States with the largest arsenals, should reduce all types of nuclear weapons in their
stockpiles, deployed and non-deployed. Any build-up of nuclear arsenals runs
counter to the obligations of nuclear weapon-States. The Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative remains deeply concerned about the reported build-up of
nuclear arsenals by some States, against the clear intent of the international
community to achieve the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons. In this context,
we urge all nuclear-weapon States to continue, and in some cases, to start reducing
their arsenals, with the objective of their total elimination.

10. Apart from this obligation, the action plan commits all nuclear-weapon States
to refrain from developing or qualitatively improving nuclear weapons. They are
called upon to end the development of advanced new types of nuclear weapons.

On this basis, the 2015 Review Conference should:

11. Welcome the ongoing implementation of New START and urge the United
States of America and the Russian Federation to engage in a new round of
negotiations and advance further steps in line with the principles of irreversibility,
verifiability and transparency.

12. Reiterate that the obligation to pursue nuclear disarmament concerns not only
the two States with the largest arsenals and that, in due time, the other nuclear-
weapon States should also take part in nuclear disarmament negotiations, bearing in
mind that all States parties are called upon to engage in multilateral disarmament
negotiations under the provisions of article VI. Pending such negotiations, nuclear-
weapon States must undertake not to increase their nuclear holdings.

13. Call upon all nuclear-weapon States and other States possessing nuclear
weapons to take further steps to reduce their arsenals, regardless of their size, type
or location, and to declare a moratorium on developing new warheads and new types
of nuclear weapons, and on upgrading existing nuclear weapons or developing new
missions for nuclear weapons. A further build-up of nuclear arsenals runs counter to
the obligations under the action plan and article V1.
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1. Asrecognized in the 13 practical steps for systematic and progressive efforts
to implement article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
agreed upon at the 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, as well as in the action plan agreed upon at
the 2010 Review Conference, increased transparency is an important precondition
for further progress in nuclear disarmament.

2. Asapart of its efforts to promote the implementation of the 2010 action plan,
the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative submitted to the 2012 Preparatory
Committee for the 2015 Review Conference a working paper entitled “ Transparency
of Nuclear Weapons: the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative’. The
working paper contained a draft standard nuclear disarmament reporting form with
specific items on which the nuclear-weapon States could provide information,
including the quantity, types and status of nuclear warheads and their delivery
systems, the quantity of fissile material produced for military purposesin the past as
well as presently, and the measures taken to diminish the role and significance of
nuclear weapons in military and security concepts, doctrines and policies. The aim
of this proposal was to provide the nuclear-weapon States with a template with
which to implement action 21.

3. Noting the call in action 5 for the nuclear-weapon States to report on their
nuclear disarmament undertakings at the 2014 Preparatory Committee meetings, the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative is submitting the present working
paper to make four specific recommendations on this important subject.

Three principles of nuclear disarmament

4.  Action 2 of the 2010 action plan acknowledged the three principles of nuclear
disarmament, namely, irreversibility, verifiability and transparency. The principle of
transparency underpins the other two principles. Without transparency, nuclear
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disarmament cannot be verified, nor would States parties to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty have complete confidence that nuclear disarmament measures have been
accomplished in an irreversible manner.

Reporting and transparency

5. Reporting is a practical and effective tool to achieve greater transparency.
Reporting has been a method for strengthening accountability since the Preparatory
Committee for the 1985 Review Conference first invited the nuclear-weapon States
to “provide information relevant to the implementation of various articles of the
Treaty, including especially article V1”7, as mentioned in the Final Document of the
1985 Review Conference (NPT/CONF.111/64/1). A number of transparency efforts
exist in other forums, for example, the 1998 IAEA Guidelines for the Management
of Plutonium (INFCIRC/549).

6. “Information” provided by the nuclear-weapon States at the 1995 Review and
Extension Conference, where the issue of the extension of the Treaty was discussed
and agreed upon, was quite significant in terms of its scope and contents. However,
after the 1995 Conference, even though “regular reporting” on the implementation
of article VI was included as one of the 13 practical steps at the 2000 Review
Conference, the actual reporting by the nuclear-weapon States has been sporadic and
informal. Against this backdrop, the 2010 Review Conference agreed upon the need
for a standard reporting form.

7. The 2010 action plan refers to reporting on three occasions. However, the
relationship between the three references requires further clarification.

Srengthening the review process and transparency

8.  Strengthening the review process was first agreed upon at the 1995 Review
and Extension Conference as an integral part of the indefinite extension of the
Treaty. The essential significance of this issue was that it ensured, among other
things, accountability, in particular of nuclear-weapon States, in exchange for
indefinitely extending the Treaty.

9. Reporting is an effective instrument both for providing greater transparency on
nuclear disarmament activities and for greater accountability as a part of the
strengthened review process. Indeed, “regular reports’ were agreed upon at the 2000
and 2010 Review Conferences “within the framework of the strengthened review
process’, which demonstrates the relationship between reporting and strengthening
the review process.

10. Action 20 calls for “regular reports’ not just by the nuclear-weapon States, but
by all States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, and not just on nuclear
disarmament, but on all three pillars of the Treaty. However, the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative re-emphasizes the special responsibility of the nuclear-
weapon States to report on their nuclear disarmament activities and the fulfilment of
their obligations and commitments under the Treaty.

11. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative recommends that the 2015
Review Conference:

(@ In relation to three principles of nuclear disarmament, reiterate the
importance of the realization of nuclear disarmament measures under strict
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observance of the principles of transparency, verification and irreversibility. The
2015 Review Conference should also recognize that the principle of transparency
underpins the principles of verification and irreversibility;

(b) In relation to reporting, call on the nuclear-weapon States to agree on a
standard reporting form, as recommended under action 21 of the action plan of
2010, and to utilize the form in implementing action 20 (regular reports) and action 5
(reporting on nuclear disarmament efforts at the 2014 Preparatory Committee);

(c) Inrelation to strengthening the review process, highlight the relationship
between increased transparency through regular reporting utilizing a standard
reporting form and the objective of accountability that is at the core of strengthening
the Non-Proliferation Treaty review process. In this context of a strengthened
review process, the 2015 Review Conference should urge the nuclear-weapon States
to make regular reports, as an important confidence-building measure, for instance,
annually, on their nuclear disarmament activities, utilizing a standard reporting
form, and to continuously work to improve the quantity and quality of information
provided in the agreed standard form during the 2020 review cycle;

(d) Call upon all States parties, both nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-
weapon States, to submit regular reports on their fulfilment of their obligations and
commitments under the provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty.
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Importance of strengthening nuclear security implementation

1. In the Final Document of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, the Conference stresses the
importance of nuclear security and formulates several action points related to the
non-proliferation and peaceful uses of nuclear energy in the action plan. States are
encouraged to maintain the highest possible standards of security and physical
protection of nuclear materials and facilities (action 40) and to apply, as appropriate,
the recommendations of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) on the
physical protection of nuclear material and nuclear facilities and other relevant
international instruments at the earliest possible date (action 41).

2. The actual application of nuclear security and physical protection measures
remains a fundamental responsibility of States, as has been established, inter alia, in
the 2005 amendment to the Convention on the Physical Protection of Nuclear Material
and referred to in Nuclear Security Fundamentals: Objective and Essential Elements
of a States Nuclear Security Regime (IAEA Nuclear Security Series document
No. 20). This includes taking appropriate measures for preventing non-State actors
from obtaining nuclear materials that can be used in nuclear weapons. It is incumbent
upon each State to establish the appropriate legal framework, a robust governance
structure and other measures it sees fit to advance nuclear security.

3. The members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative support the
use of best practices gathered from the expert community, and recognize IAEA as a
key player in collecting these best practices, developing them into nuclear security
guidance and providing specific assistance to States. In this context, IAEA offers a
number of services including the International Physical Protection Advisory Service
(IPPAS) and the Integrated Nuclear Security Support Plans to assist States in
consolidating their nuclear security needs into comprehensive plans. The IAEA
Nuclear Security Series publications contain objectives and essential elements of a —
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State’s nuclear security regime, along with recommendations and additional
implementing guidance. Nuclear Security Series document No. 20, on the objective
and essential elements of a State’s nuclear security regime, is endorsed by the IAEA
Board of Governors and reflects broad international consensus. The IAEA
recommendation document No. 13 on physical protection of nuclear material and
nuclear facilities (also published as INFCIRC/225/Revision 5), document No. 14 on
radioactive material and associated facilities, and document No. 15 on nuclear and
other radioactive material out of regulatory control were prepared by nuclear
security experts from more than 40 member States. In addition, the IAEA Code of
Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources provides non-binding
international guidance for the lifecycle control of high-risk radioactive sources, and
120 States to date have made a political commitment to follow its guidance.

4. It would be a considerable step forward if States were to actively apply and
implement the IAEA recommendations nationally and declare such intent publicly.
This would significantly strengthen nuclear security worldwide and bolster
confidence at national and international level. It would by no means alter the
character of IAEA guidance into a legally binding instrument. States remain fully
responsible for the ways and means of the implementation. This is the reason why
the so-called implementing guides and technical guidance publications of the IAEA
Nuclear Security Series should remain at the disposal of States, but would not be
part of the recommended national implementation since their applicability remains
dependent upon the legal and regulatory system of a State.

Securing nuclear materials for military purposes

5. An estimated 85 per cent of the global inventory of fissile material — the
larger part of all highly enriched uranium and about half of the plutonium — has
been produced for military purposes and remains outside of civilian programmes.
The nuclear-weapon States have an additional responsibility to secure their stocks of
nuclear materials for military purposes, including nuclear weapons and associated
military facilities. It is of paramount importance that these stocks and facilities are
protected at least as well as civilian nuclear materials and their associated facilities,
and that the States involved affirm this.

6. In this context, the 2015 Review Conference should recommend that States:

 Subscribe to the fundamental principles set forth in IAEA Nuclear Security
Series document No. 20 and meet the intent of the recommendations contained
in Nos. 13, 14 and 15, including through the implementation and enhancement
of national regulations and other government measures and arrangements

» Develop, in conjunction with IAEA, as necessary, Integrated Nuclear Security
Support Plans to consolidate and prioritize nuclear security needs

« Continue to improve the effectiveness of their nuclear security regimes and
operators’ systems by conducting self-assessments, periodically hosting IPPAS
missions and acting upon the recommendations identified during these reviews

* Ensure that management and personnel with accountability for nuclear security
are demonstrably competent

7. Additionally, the 2015 Review Conference should recommend that, in order to
promote confidence in the effectiveness of security for non-civilian nuclear
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materials, the nuclear-weapon States and non-States parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons:

« Affirm that nuclear materials in the military realm are at least as well
protected, or that nuclear security is at least as effective for non-civilian
nuclear materials as for civilian materials and, in this regard, declare that
internationally agreed guidelines for physical protection (notably IAEA
Nuclear Security Series document No. 13) will be taken into account to
enhance the effectiveness of protecting non-civilian nuclear materials

» Publish the legal and regulatory framework related to the security of non-
civilian nuclear materials on the understanding that no confidential
information will be disclosed or confidentiality arrangements violated

14-30538 3/3
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1. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative states at the outset that
seeking consensus regarding recommendations concerning the exercise of the right
of withdrawal, which article X confers on States parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, is eminently political in nature, not to
underestimate its legal dimension.

2. As regards the legal dimension, the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative reaffirms that article X cannot be considered in isolation from the
remaining provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The Treaty is a normative
corpus with a crucial purpose: to contribute to the maintenance of international
peace and security and thus satisfy the security interests of all its States parties.
Furthermore, the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative underlines that the
Treaty is widely recognized as a cornerstone of international security.

3. Therefore, the integrity and universality of the Non-Proliferation Treaty must
be maintained. To this end, it is important to take a holistic approach, both to
encourage parties to remain in the Treaty and to discourage them from withdrawing.
In order to encourage parties to remain and, for that matter, to discourage them to
withdraw from the Treaty, the importance of the integrity and universality of the
Treaty should be re-emphasized. Furthermore, in this context, tangible progress
needs to be made in the implementation of the past commitments made within the
framework of the Treaty, in particular the 2010 action plan, including nuclear
disarmament, the negative security assurances, the peaceful uses of nuclear energy
and a Middle East zone free of weapons of mass destruction and their delivery
vehicles.

4.  The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative notes that article X provides
States parties with the right to withdraw from the Treaty. It also gives them the
possibility of deciding that extraordinary events related to the subject matter of the E
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Treaty have jeopardized the supreme interests of the State party which sees a need to
withdraw.

5. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative underlines that the process
to exercise the right of withdrawal is described in the Treaty. Article X provides that
the withdrawing State shall give notice to all other parties to the Treaty and to the
Security Council three months in advance. In addition, this notice must provide a
description of reasons for withdrawal, which shall include a statement of the
extraordinary events the withdrawing State regards as having jeopardized its
supreme interests of security.

6. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative believes that the discussion
on strengthening the process to exercise article X should increase emphasis on the
legitimate security interests of all the other States parties in the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative believes that the withdrawal
of any State party becomes an extremely significant event for all the States parties
remaining in the Treaty: universal adherence to the Treaty enhances its value as an
instrument of collective security; lack of universal adherence diminishes that value.
And since withdrawal from the Treaty is an extremely significant political event, it
must also be given extremely significant attention and care by the States parties
remaining in the Treaty.

7. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative recognizes that withdrawal
is a right consistent with the law of treaties. The motivation underpinning the effort
to strengthen the process to exercise this right is not to abolish it, but to safeguard
the interests of the parties that stay in the Non-Proliferation Treaty: their interests
are no less supreme than those of the withdrawing State. Rights, whether individual
or collective, are meaningful only through interaction with the rights of others. If
the Treaty is really a cornerstone of international security, we should regard any
withdrawal from it as a serious political action which, in addition to diminishing the
security of the other States parties, may have a potentially disastrous impact on the
security of all. States parties are entitled to withdraw, but all States parties are
entitled to undiminished security.

8.  The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative underlines further the role
given to the Security Council by the Treaty itself: article X requires the withdrawing
party to give notice to the Council because such withdrawal constitutes an
extraordinary event relevant to international security. Pursuant to Article 24 of the
Charter of the United Nations, in order to ensure prompt and effective action by the
United Nations, its Members confer on the Council primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security. The Council should not remain
silent after a withdrawal from the Non-Proliferation Treaty: under the Charter, it
will be primarily responsible for determining whether that withdrawal constitutes a
threat to international peace and security.

9. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative recalls that, in the
discussions on the basic principles on the regulation of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty’s withdrawal provisions at the 2005 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, one principle was derived
from article 71 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties: under international
customary law a State continues to be responsible for any violation of its legal
obligations committed prior to its withdrawal from a treaty.
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10. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative firmly believes that the
formulation of principles regarding the exercise of the right of withdrawal by a State
and to protect the legitimate interests of all the other States parties does not
constitute an amendment of the Treaty. Nevertheless, the Review Conference has
authority to address specifically what might be done to strengthen the
implementation of the provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty using the mandate
to look forward decided upon at the 1995 Review and Extension Conference. The
Initiative proposes to achieve such regulation within the framework of the Treaty
and under the authority of the Review Conference.

11. The proposal below aims to preserve the integrity of the non-proliferation
regime, the effectiveness of safeguards and the rights of the States parties remaining
in the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Those States — bilaterally or through membership
in international organizations such as the International Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA) — may have engaged in cooperation under articles Il and 1V of the Treaty
and may also, in good faith, have transferred materials, equipment and technology
to a withdrawing State. It is vital that mechanisms remain in place on such items to
ensure that they are not diverted to weapons programmes.

Principles regarding the exercise of the right of withdrawal

Mindful that withdrawal pursuant to article X of the Non-Proliferation Treaty
may pose threats to international peace and security, and

Acknowledging that such threats are to be assessed — and eventually remedied —
by the Security Council in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations,

The exercise of the right of withdrawal under article X of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty should be governed by the following principles:

A. Withdrawal is a right for States parties under article X of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty. Article X subjects this right to conditions and a time framework. Accordingly,
the right to withdrawal can be exercised only in the face of extraordinary events
related to subject matter of the Treaty and the withdrawing State party must give
notice of such withdrawal to all other parties in the Treaty and to the Security
Council three months in advance. Such notice must include a statement of the
extraordinary events the withdrawing State regards as having jeopardized its
supreme interests.

B. The right of withdrawal is governed by the provisions of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty and other relevant international law such as the Vienna Convention on the
Law of Treaties. Under international law, a withdrawing party is still liable for
violations of the Treaty perpetrated prior to the notification of withdrawal. Furthermore,
withdrawal should not affect any right, obligation or legal situation between the
withdrawing State and each of the other States parties created through the
implementation of the Treaty prior to withdrawal, including those related to IAEA
safeguards.

C. Recalling the Non-Proliferation Treaty’s standing as a cornerstone of international
security, depositories and States parties should undertake consultations and conduct
every diplomatic effort to persuade the withdrawing State to reconsider its decision.
In doing so, States parties should also address the legitimate security needs of the
withdrawing party. Diplomatic initiatives at the regional level should be encouraged
and supported.
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D. Nuclear materials, equipment and technology acquired by a State under article 1V
prior to withdrawal must remain under IAEA safeguards or fall-back safeguards
even after withdrawal.

E. Nuclear supplying States parties are encouraged to exercise their sovereign
right — in accordance with international law and their national legislation — to
incorporate dismantling and/or return clauses or fall-back safeguards in the event of
withdrawal, as appropriate, in contracts or any other arrangement concluded with
other States parties. Nuclear supplying States parties are invited to adopt standard
clauses for the dismantling and/or return of materials, equipment and other relevant
goods from a withdrawing party.
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1.  The political situation in the Middle East is one of the most volatile in the
world. The existence of ossified problems and the lack of confidence among the
countries of the region have brought about constant tensions throughout the decades.

2. There is a build-up of weapons of mass destruction in the region. Some States
of the region are still not party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, the Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention or the Chemical Weapons
Convention. Also, some States of the region have yet to agree to place their nuclear
activities under full scope safeguards by the International Atomic Energy Agency.
Questions remain about the nuclear capabilities of some States. There is a
considerable stockpile of chemical weapons, and some States may be engaged in
biological warfare-related activities.

3. To make matters worse, chemical weapons have, in fact, been used in the
region, in the cases of Iraq and recently Syria, which led to humanitarian tragedies.
Although the decisions of the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons
(OPCW) and Security Council resolution 2118 (2013) were adopted in September
2013, and Syria became a party to the Chemical Weapons Convention, the
commitments by the Syrian authorities with regard to the elimination of the
chemical weapons stockpile and production facilities are yet to be implemented
despite a strict timetable set by the decision of the Executive Council of OPCW.

4.  Weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zones should be established on the basis of
arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned. They
constitute an important intermediate step towards the ultimate goal, namely,
complete disarmament. Given the seriousness and urgency of the situation, we are of
the view that the Middle East is a priority region for the establishment of such a
zone.
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5. Few words can better explain the way forward than those of Queen Rania of
Jordan, who said that “to achieve a lasting peace in the Middle East takes guts, not
guns”. Unfortunately, we note that, 40 years after the adoption of the first General
Assembly resolution calling for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in
the Middle East (resolution 3263 (XX1X)), the issue remains unresolved.

6. A number of other resolutions that have the same purpose as resolution 3263
(XXIX) have been adopted by consensus by the General Assembly since 1980. A
number of Security Council resolutions have also endorsed the idea. Since 1991,
International Atomic Energy Agency General Conferences have also annually
adopted a resolution calling for the application of full-scope safeguards on all
nuclear activities in the region as a necessary step for the establishment of such a
zone.

7. At the 1995 Review and Extension Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, States parties agreed on a resolution on
the Middle East. The resolution states that a future weapons-of-mass-destruction-free
zone would commit parties not to possess, acquire, test, manufacture or use any
nuclear, chemical and biological weapons as well as their delivery systems. The
decision, adopted without a vote, to indefinitely extend the Non-Proliferation Treaty
in 1995 was made possible through a negotiated package of texts that included the
resolution on the Middle East as well as the decisions entitled “Strengthening the
review process for the Treaty” and “Principles and objectives for nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament”. The Final Document of the 2000 Review
Conference (NPT/CONF.2000/28 (Parts | and 1)) recalled and reaffirmed the 1995
resolution.

8. At the 2010 Review Conference, States parties agreed on a decision to make
progress on this issue. The United States of America, the Russian Federation and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland committed to work together
with the Secretary-General to convene a regional conference to discuss the issue in
2012. Subsequently, Finnish Ambassador Jaakko Laajava was appointed as
Facilitator. Regrettably, however, an international conference on a weapons-of-
mass-destruction-free zone in the Middle East that would have been attended by all
countries of the region on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at was not
convened in 2012.

9.  All States of the Middle East should unite around the idea of rendering the
region free of all weapons of mass destruction. Transforming the Middle East into a
weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zone will be instrumental in reducing tensions
and building confidence.

10. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative firmly believes that the
challenges that must be overcome to create a weapons-of-mass-destruction-free
zone in the Middle East are difficult, but not insurmountable. If all countries of the
region display the required political will and work in a spirit of cooperation,
progress can be made.

11.  We note the recent developments in the region that may improve the prospects
for a weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zone conference. The Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative hopes that this positive momentum can be maintained.
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12. Patience is an important virtue when it comes to the Middle East.
Nevertheless, we also need to be mindful that the challenge at hand is pressing and
requires a prompt solution.

13. We welcome the discussions on a weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zone
conference that took place in Glion, Switzerland, which we supported and closely
followed. We believe that these meetings are significant occasions for the countries
of the region to come together and discuss the prospect of a conference on a
weapons-of-mass-destruction-free zone in the Middle East. The Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative hopes that the consultation process will produce
substantial outcomes that will facilitate the convening of the conference.

14. The members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative see the
decision to postpone the conference as a missed opportunity, not a lost one.
However, we are concerned that further delay or lack of tangible progress to
convene a conference could have negative repercussions for the prospects for a
successful 2015 Review Conference.

15. To this end, we, as the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative,
recommend that:

» The international community continue to pay special attention to the ultimate
goal of establishing the Middle East as a zone free from all weapons of mass
destruction;

» Countries of the region work together to reach an agreement on the
arrangements for the conference;

* The Conveners and the Facilitator continue their efforts in a constructive,
flexible and forward-looking manner so as to ensure that the conference is
convened at the earliest convenience;

» The Conveners, in consultation with the countries of the region, announce a
new date for the postponed conference;

» Countries of the region continue to work constructively with the Facilitator,
Ambassador Laajava, and his team;

« All interested States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty constructively
assist the process to convene a conference;

» Countries of the region work to strengthen mutual understanding and
cooperation.

16. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative will continue to follow this
issue and stands ready to provide any support that the Conveners and the Facilitator
may require.
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1. The 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in its consensus final document, included in
its 13 practical steps towards nuclear disarmament the need for “concrete agreed
measures to further reduce the operational status of nuclear weapons systems”.

2. Action 5 of the action plan adopted at the 2010 Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons further
highlighted the importance of de-alerting nuclear weapons. It called for nuclear-
weapon States to “commit to accelerate concrete progress” on the 13 practical steps
agreed at the 2000 Review Conference. It specifically called upon nuclear-weapon
States to “consider the legitimate interest of non-nuclear-weapon States in further
reducing the operational status of nuclear weapons systems in ways that promote
international stability and security” (action 5 (e)) and to “reduce the risk of
accidental use of nuclear weapons” (action 5 (f)).

3. The issue of de-alerting is also closely related to the other aims found in the
action plan. For example, de-alerting may provide a much-needed boost to
disarmament efforts (action 5 (a)) and help to de-emphasize the role of nuclear
weapons (action 5 (c)).

4.  As expressed in our ministerial statement of 26 September 2013, the members
of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative urged all nuclear-weapon States
and those States outside of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
to take steps towards de-alerting their nuclear forces to help lower the risk of
inadvertent use.

5. A lowered operational readiness for nuclear weapons systems would
demonstrate a commitment to reducing the role of nuclear weapons in security and
defence doctrines. It would also be a valuable confidence-building measure and an
important step towards nuclear disarmament.
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6. While we acknowledge steps taken by the United States of America and the
Russian Federation to mitigate the risk of avoidable nuclear war, including through
the operation of nuclear risk reduction centres, we are concerned by the lack of
declared or assumed reductions in operational status since the 2010 Review
Conference.

7. The high alert nuclear force posture is based on a security environment that
existed during the Cold War, but there has been no correspondingly significant
change to reflect the major reduction in levels of tension since the end of the Cold
War.

8.  We therefore recommend that the 2015 Review Conference of the Parties to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons:

(a) Urge all nuclear-weapon States to take concrete and meaningful steps,
whether unilaterally, bilaterally or regionally, to implement actions 5 (e) and 5 (f) in
the action plan adopted at the 2010 Review Conference;

(b) Call on all nuclear-weapon States to provide an update to States Parties
to the Treaty on efforts they have undertaken to implement actions 5 (e) and 5 (f);

(c) Highlight the importance of nuclear armed States outside the Treaty also
taking steps towards de-alerting their nuclear forces.
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The members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative — Australia,
Canada, Chile, Germany, Japan, Mexico, the Netherlands, Nigeria, the Philippines,
Poland, Turkey and the United Arab Emirates — have the honour to submit the joint
ministerial statement adopted at the eighth Ministerial Meeting of the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative held in Hiroshima, Japan, on 11 and
12 April 2014.

Eighth Ministerial Meeting of the

Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative: joint ministerial statement
Hiroshima, Japan

(12 April 2014)

1. We, the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative countries — Australia, Canada, Chile, Germany, Japan,
Mexico, the Netherlands, Nigeria, the Philippines, Poland, Turkey and the United
Arab Emirates — are gathered here in Hiroshima, where an atomic bomb was dropped
for the first time in human history and which witnessed first-hand the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences of an atomic bombing that last even to the present day. We
were very deeply touched by the testimonies of atomic bomb survivors (hibakushas)
and reinforce our commitment to achieving the goal of a world free of nuclear
weapons. With this in mind, we invite the world’s political leaders to visit Hiroshima
and Nagasaki, Japan, to witness the consequences with their own eyes.

2. We are committed to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
as the essential foundation for the achievement of nuclear disarmament, as the
cornerstone of the global nuclear non-proliferation regime and as the basis for the
development of the peaceful uses of nuclear technology. We stress the importance of
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universal adherence to the Treaty and call upon all States not parties to the Treaty to
accede to it immediately as non-nuclear-weapon States.

3. We reaffirm our commitment and shared purpose as declared in our first
ministerial statement in September 2010, which is to take forward the consensus
outcome of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and to jointly advance the nuclear disarmament
and non-proliferation agendas as mutually reinforcing processes. We reaffirm our
commitment to contributing actively to the 2015 Review Conference, including the
upcoming third session of the Preparatory Committee, by submitting working papers
to promote discussion and understanding on the following subjects: nuclear
disarmament in the era following the signing of the Treaty between the United
States of America and the Russian Federation on Measures for the Further
Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (New START Treaty),
increased transparency in nuclear disarmament, de-alerting, nuclear security, a
Middle East zone free of weapons of mass destruction and withdrawal from the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

4.  With the 2015 Review Conference fast approaching, we urge all States parties
to comply fully with the obligations and commitments, particularly the full and
prompt implementation of all the actions in the 2010 action plan. For its part, the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative has been devoting, and will continue to
devote, attention to elements for consideration in a consensus outcome document for
the 2015 Review Conference. In our view, the 2015 Review Conference should review
the implementation of the 2010 action plan and, with an eye towards the next 2020
review cycle, seek to strengthen all three pillars of the Treaty — nuclear disarmament,
nuclear non-proliferation and the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. As a diverse cross-
regional group of non-nuclear-weapon States, we can play a constructive and
proactive role in bridging diverse positions to help craft a successful outcome at the
2015 Review Conference, with progress across all the pillars of the Treaty.

5. We reaffirm that the only absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons is their total elimination. In this regard, we stress the need for a
systematic and continued reduction of all types of nuclear weapons, including
non-strategic and non-deployed nuclear weapons, by all States possessing nuclear
weapons, in a pragmatic and step-by-step approach, with a view to their total
elimination.

6.  We recall that the nuclear-weapon States made an unequivocal undertaking at
the 2000 Review Conference to accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear
arsenals, thereby generating a process that would lead to their elimination. At the
2010 Review Conference, the nuclear-weapon States reaffirmed their commitment
to unequivocally accomplishing the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals,
leading to nuclear disarmament in accordance with article VI of the Treaty, and
committed themselves to accelerating progress on the steps leading to nuclear
disarmament.

7. In this regard, we welcome bilateral disarmament measures by the Russian
Federation and the United States of America, such as those contained in their New
START Treaty, and encourage them to continue discussions on follow-on measures
to the New START Treaty to achieve even deeper reductions in their nuclear
arsenals, towards achieving the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons. We were
encouraged by the proposals of the President of the United States, Barack Obama, in
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his speech in Berlin in June 2013, in which he stated the intention of the United
States to seek additional negotiated cuts with the Russian Federation and move
beyond cold war nuclear postures. We expect the proposals to lead to progress in
negotiations on comprehensive reductions of all types of nuclear weapons.

8.  While recognizing the positive impact of unilateral and bilateral reductions,
we believe that they do not replace multilateral negotiations towards the ultimate
elimination of all types of nuclear weapons.

9.  We are deeply concerned about the reported build-up of nuclear arsenals,
against the clear intent of the international community to achieve the goal of a world
free of nuclear weapons. We urge those not yet engaged in nuclear disarmament
efforts to reduce their arsenals with the objective of their total elimination.

10. Increasing the transparency of information about nuclear forces has also been
an issue of great importance to the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative.
Without transparency, nuclear disarmament cannot be verified nor would States
parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons have complete
confidence that nuclear disarmament measures have been accomplished in an
irreversible manner. We urge the nuclear-weapon States to use an agreed standard
reporting form to meet their obligations to report their disarmament undertakings to
the upcoming third session of the Preparatory Committee. We urge them to build
upon this effort by submitting further substantive, timely and meaningful reports at
future Treaty meetings on their nuclear disarmament undertakings to fulfil their
commitments under article VI of the Treaty.

11. Quantitative reductions should be accompanied by steps towards reducing the
role and significance of nuclear weapons in security strategies and military
doctrines. These steps are important contributions towards the goal of complete
nuclear disarmament and will be mutually reinforcing with further quantitative
reductions. While we acknowledge the steps that have been taken in this regard, we
urge nuclear-weapon States to reduce further the role of nuclear weapons and urge
others who have not done so to start reducing the role of nuclear weapons in their
security strategies and military doctrines.

12. De-alerting nuclear forces is also important, not only as a step towards a world
free of nuclear weapons but also to avoid and reduce the risk of catastrophic
humanitarian consequences from any unauthorized or accidental launch of nuclear
weapons. We urge all nuclear-weapon States to take concrete and meaningful steps,
whether unilaterally, bilaterally or regionally, to implement actions 5(e) and 5(f) of
the 2010 action plan, which, inter alia, call for reducing the risk of accidental use of
nuclear weapons.

13. We are deeply concerned and frustrated with the continued stalemate in the
Conference on Disarmament. We regret that the Conference has failed to fulfil its
mandate as the single multilateral disarmament negotiation forum of the
international community for more than 18 years. It is time for the Conference’s
member States to take bold steps towards fulfilling the Conference’s mandate and
resume negotiations.

14. As an essential step towards a world free of nuclear weapons, the immediate
commencement of negotiations on a non-discriminatory, multilateral and universally
and effectively verifiable treaty to ban the production of fissile material for nuclear
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices (fissile material cut-off treaty) that
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serves both disarmament and non-proliferation purposes remains a priority. We
welcome and look forward to the work of the Group of Governmental Experts on
this issue, which ended its first session on 11 April 2014 in Geneva. We urge the
Conference to launch negotiations on a fissile material cut-off treaty as soon as
possible. Pending the conclusion of such negotiations, all nuclear-weapon States and
other States in possession of nuclear weapons should declare and maintain a
moratorium on the production of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons.

15. The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty is also an essential component
for achieving nuclear disarmament. We welcome the recent ratification of the Treaty
by Brunei Darussalam, Chad, Guinea-Bissau, Irag and Niue, bringing the total
number of ratifications to 162. Although the Treaty, 18 years after opening up for
signatories, has yet to come into force, we believe that the prohibition of nuclear
tests as envisioned by the Treaty has become a de facto international norm.
However, without the legally-binding effect of the entry into force of the Treaty,
such a norm remains fragile. We therefore urge those remaining States whose
signatures and ratifications are necessary for the entry into force of the Treaty to
sign and ratify it without delay.

16. We are committed to strengthening the effectiveness and efficiency of the
Safeguards System of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). We consider
the IAEA Comprehensive Safeguards Agreement, in combination with an Additional
Protocol, to be the international verification standard and call upon all States that
have not yet done so to conclude and implement an Additional Protocol without
delay. We stand ready to share our experiences and best practices, as well as legal
and practical assistance, in cooperation with IAEA.

17. Furthermore, we underscore the crucial role of export controls to support the
fulfilment of nuclear non-proliferation obligations under paragraph 2 of article 111 of
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. We encourage all States to
establish, develop and maintain appropriate and effective national export controls
for nuclear and nuclear-related dual-use goods, equipment and technology. We stand
ready to share our individual experiences in the field of export control with
other States.

18. Recognizing the serious threat of nuclear terrorism, we reaffirm our
commitment to working together to strengthen nuclear security, including by fully
implementing relevant international requirements. We welcome The Hague
Communiqué adopted at the third Nuclear Security Summit, which was held in the
Netherlands on 24 and 25 March 2014. The members of the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Imitative fully support the objectives of the Nuclear Security Summit,
which are to strengthen nuclear security and reduce the threat of nuclear terrorism.
We also reaffirm the essential responsibility and the central role of IAEA in the
international nuclear security architecture.

19. We strongly condemn the nuclear and ballistic missile programmes of the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, which undermine the Treaty and the global
non-proliferation regime, as well as pose a great threat to regional and global peace
and stability. We condemn and express grave concern at the ballistic missile
launches conducted by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea on 26 March
2014 (local time), following the launches on 3 March 2014. These launches are clear
violations of the relevant Security Council resolutions. We strongly urge the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to comply with its commitments under the
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2005 Six-Party Talks joint statement and with its obligations under all the relevant
Security Council resolutions, to abandon all nuclear weapons and existing nuclear
programmes and to return to compliance with its IAEA Safeguards Agreement and
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Furthermore, we urge the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to refrain from further provocative actions,
including ballistic missile launches, nuclear tests or the threat of the use of nuclear
weapons. We also deplore the announcement and the efforts by the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea to readjust and restart the nuclear facilities at Yongbyon
and urge the country to cease all nuclear activities immediately.

20. We welcome the start of the implementation of the first steps of the joint plan
of action agreed with the Islamic Republic of Iran and hope that the ongoing
negotiations of the Governments of France, Germany, the People’s Republic of
China, the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and the United States of America (E3+3) with the Islamic Republic of Iran
will lead to the final and comprehensive resolution of the Islamic Republic of Iran’s
nuclear issue. In particular, we urge the Islamic Republic of Iran to swiftly and
steadily implement measures such as the ratification and implementation of its
Additional Protocol, with a view to removing international concerns regarding its
nuclear activities. In addition, we urge the Islamic Republic of Iran to fulfil the
requirements of the relevant Security Council resolutions and the decisions of the
IAEA Board of Governors. In this context, we welcome the Framework for
Cooperation and the steps implemented to date, and fully support the efforts of the
E3+3 Governments and IAEA. In particular, while respecting the right of the
Islamic Republic of Iran to use nuclear energy for peaceful purposes in conformity
with the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and other relevant
obligations, we support the efforts of IAEA to resolve international concerns and all
outstanding issues regarding Iranian nuclear activities, including possible military
dimensions, and we call on the Islamic Republic of Iran to cooperate fully with
IAEA in this respect.

21. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative, as a group of
non-nuclear-weapon States committed to promoting nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation, is following with grave concern the situation in Ukraine, which
has been the subject of intensive discussions among ourselves as well as at the
General Assembly. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative expects
international obligations and commitments to be respected, including the 1994
Memorandum on Security Assurances in Connection with Ukraine’s accession to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (Budapest Memorandum).

22. We emphasize that the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones, on the
basis of arrangements freely arrived at among States of the region concerned, is an
important measure in strengthening the nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
process. We therefore call on all nuclear-weapon States to recognize the value of
nuclear-weapon-free zones, such as those established by the Treaties of Pelindaba,
Rarotonga, Semipalatinsk and Bangkok, by securing ratifications of relevant
protocols without reservations contrary to the object and purpose of those Treaties.

23.  We regret that the conference on the establishment of a Middle East zone free
of nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass destruction, which is an essential
and integral part of the final outcomes of the 1995, 2000 and 2010 review
conferences, has still not been held. We welcome the ongoing consultations among

14-30706 517

244



NPT/CONF.2015/PC.111/WP.29

617

the relevant parties to address outstanding issues and call for the earliest possible
convening of a successful conference with the participation of all the States of the
region on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at. We support the facilitator in
his efforts to realize this outcome and call upon the States in the region to engage in
a spirit of constructive cooperation that will lead to an inclusive, substantive and
goal-oriented conference and follow-up steps.

24. The testimonies of hibakushas serve as a reminder to us all of why a nuclear
war should never be fought. The devastating impact of nuclear weapons
has motivated humanity’s aspirations to achieve and sustain the goal of a
nuclear-weapon-free world, which is reflected in the first resolution passed by the
General Assembly in 1946. The humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons
have been reflected in numerous multilaterally negotiated instruments, including the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and the Tlatelolco Treaty, as
well as in the final document of the first special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament.

25. We urge all States to reiterate their deep concern at the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear weapons, as expressed in the Final
Document of the 2010 Review Conference. In view of such consequences, it is in
the interest of all nations that the nearly 69-year record of the non-use of nuclear
weapons be extended forever.

26. The catastrophic humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons fundamentally
underpins all work aimed at succeeding in our non-proliferation efforts and at
achieving nuclear disarmament in pursuit of a more secure world, particularly
through the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The ongoing
discussion on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons should be inclusive and
universal as well as a catalyst for united global action towards the goal of a world
free of nuclear weapons. For this purpose, we encourage all States to contribute
actively and constructively in all forums to pursue practical and effective measures
that will strengthen the international nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation
regime based on the Treaty, while dealing with diverse nuclear risks.

27. In order to foster further momentum for achieving a world free of nuclear
weapons, we stress the significance of spreading awareness of the humanitarian
impact of nuclear weapons across borders and generations. Through disarmament,
non-proliferation education and the translation of the testimonies of hibakushas into
multiple languages, messages have been sent to the world about the consequences of
nuclear weapons. Such endeavours should continue. Efforts to deepen our
understanding further of the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons based
on facts-based scientific studies are important. We welcome all such recent efforts,
including the conferences on the humanitarian impact of nuclear weapons held in
Oslo in March 2013 and in Nayarit, Mexico, in February 2014. In this regard, we
take note of the offer of the Government of Austria and are looking forward to
further discussions on the Government’s plans for the next conference on this issue,
which is to be held in Vienna later in 2014.

28. We recognize the significant role of civil society, and accordingly, the
importance of disarmament and non-proliferation education. On the margins of the
Ministerial Meeting held in Hiroshima, we had a welcome opportunity to engage
with civil society, including non-governmental organizations, students from
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative member States, academics and the
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media. We will continue our engagement with civil society in pursuit of our
common objectives.

29. We call upon all States parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons to take part in the third Preparatory Committee in a spirit of
cooperation and good faith, which would maintain the constructive atmosphere
created at the previous sessions of the Preparatory Committees, and to carry that
spirit forward to the 2015 Review Conference. It is the responsibility of all States
parties to fulfil their commitments and obligations under the Treaty regime and to
work to uphold and strengthen that regime, including by achieving a successful
outcome at the 2015 Review Conference.
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1. The 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons emphasized in its action plan the urgency of
the entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (see
NPT/CONF.2010/50 (Vol. 1), actions 10-14). This principle was stressed also at the
2000 Review Conference (see NPT/CONF.2000/28 (Parts | and 1)), the Final
Declaration of the 2011 Conference on Facilitating the Entry into Force of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, the 2012 Joint Ministerial Statement of the
Friends of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty and General Assembly
resolution 67/76.

Importance of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty and its
verification regime

2. The Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty is intrinsically linked to the
goals and objectives of the Non-Proliferation Treaty and in this regard is an
invaluable component of the nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation regime.
Conclusion of negotiations on the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty was an
integral part of the indefinite extension of the Non-Proliferation Treaty in 1995. The
early entry into force of the Treaty was identified as the first of 13 practical steps for
the systematic and progressive efforts to implement article VI of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty and paragraphs 3 and 4 (c) of the 1995 Decision on “Principles and
Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament”, agreed by the Review
Conference in 2000. Additionally, the basic obligations under article | of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty represent the contemporary standard by
which the provisions of article V of the Non-Proliferation Treaty on peaceful
applications of any nuclear explosions will now be interpreted.

3. The obligations under the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty contribute
to the limitation of the vertical and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons. The [m]fpmE#:
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Treaty helps to constrain those States intent on developing a nuclear capability and
inhibit the development of more advanced forms of nuclear weapons by the nuclear-
weapon States and other States possessing nuclear weapons.

4. The widespread condemnation that has followed nuclear tests since the
negotiation of the Treaty, demonstrated most recently by the response to the test
conducted by the Democratic People's Republic of Korea on 12 February 2013, is
testament to the normative strength of the Treaty’s provisions. Together with the
existing voluntary moratoriums on nuclear test explosions, the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty has proved to be beneficial to nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation by stigmatizing nuclear test explosions. However, this is not a
substitute for a permanent and legally binding commitment to end nuclear weapon
testing and all other nuclear explosions, which can only be achieved by the entry
into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.

5. Continuing with the development of the Treaty’s verification regime is vital to
the effectiveness of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. This includes the
International Monitoring System (IMS) and preparedness by the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization to conduct on-site inspections, as well as the
development of verification-related technical capacity in States. The International
Monitoring System, which is at the core of the verification regime, is capable of
accurately detecting and identifying explosions larger than 1 kiloton worldwide, in
the atmosphere, under water or under ground, and has aready proved its
effectiveness. Additionally, data from IMS has important civil and scientific
benefits, especially in the context of natural disasters and other emergency
situations, such as tsunami alerts. IMS stations were able to detect signatures from
the damage to the Fukushima nuclear power plant following the devastating
earthquake and tsunami on 11 March 2011.

6. Confidencein the ability of the verification regime to meet the requirements of
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty is fundamental to the success of the
Treaty as it gives States the assurance of adherence to the test ban. In this regard,
further international cooperation in the development of the regime should be
encouraged.

Status of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty

7. We welcome the recent ratifications by Brunei Darussalam, Chad, Ghana,
Guinea, Guatemala and Indonesia, as well as the signature by Niue. We particularly
commend the leadership demonstrated by Indonesia’s ratification of the Treaty on
6 February 2012, the first Annex 2 State to ratify the Treaty since 2008; this reduces
the number of Annex 2 States yet to ratify the Treaty to eight. The Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty has now been signed by 183 States, of which 159 States
have ratified the Treaty.

8. Ratification by the eight remaining Annex 2 States — China, the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, Egypt, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel,
Pakistan and the United States of America — is required for the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty to enter into force. There is also a small number of
non-Annex 2 States that have yet to ratify the Treaty.
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9. The International Monitoring System, consisting of 321 monitoring stations
and 16 laboratories built in 89 countries worldwide, is currently 85 per cent
complete.

Promotion of the entry into for ce of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Thereview cycle of 2015 should:

10. Urge al States that have yet to ratify the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty to do so without delay, in particular the remaining eight Annex 2 States.
Annex 2 States should not wait for other States to ratify the Treaty.

11. Reiterate that nuclear-weapon States have a particular responsibility, as agreed
in action 10 of the action plan, to encourage ratification of the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty and call upon them to take the initiative in this regard.
Ratification by nuclear-weapon States that have not yet done so would provide
further impetus towards entry into force of the Treaty.

12. As dtipulated in action 11 of the action plan, pending the Treaty’s entry into
force, call upon all States to uphold and maintain a moratorium on nuclear-weapon
test explosions and any other nuclear explosions.

13. Inaccordance with action 14, encourage all States parties to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty to assist the Preparatory Commission of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty Organization in its work in anticipation of and preparing for the entry into
force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. This includes the early
completion and provisional operation of the International Monitoring System, which
serves as an effective, reliable, participatory and non-discriminatory element of the
verification system globally and helps to provide assurance of compliance with the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.
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1. The Final Document of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons states. “The Conference
expresses its deep concern at the continued risk for humanity represented by the
possibility that these [nuclear] weapons could be used and the catastrophic
humanitarian consequences that would result from the use of nuclear weapons.”
(para. 80)

2. Asthe Final Document recalls, “the total elimination of nuclear weaponsis the
only absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons and the
legitimate interest of non-nuclear-weapon States in receiving unequivocal and
legally binding security assurances from nuclear-weapon States which could
strengthen the nuclear non-proliferation regime.” (action plan, sect. |.C., para. i)

3. The total elimination of nuclear weapons in a transparent and irreversible
manner is a goal to which members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative are firmly committed. In working towards this goal, one of the areas where
progress is needed and feasible is the role of nuclear weapons in military doctrines.
The role of nuclear weapons is defined by each nuclear-weapon State's declaratory
policy and subsequently translated into military doctrine and force posture.

4. Thisis also addressed in action 5 of the Final Document, which states: “The
nuclear-weapon States commit to accelerate concrete progress on the steps leading
to nuclear disarmament, contained in the Final Document of the 2000 Review
Conference, in a way that promotes international stability, peace and undiminished
and increased security. To that end, they are called upon to promptly engage with a
view to ... (c) further diminish the role and significance of nuclear weapons in all
military and security concepts, doctrines and policies ....".

5. Members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative want to draw
attention to the importance of further reducing the role and significance of nuclear E 1L
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weapons in declaratory policies. According to the general principles of the action
plan laid down in actions 1 and 2, declaratory policies should reflect the
commitment to achieving a world without nuclear weapons and be consistent with
the principles of irreversibility, verifiability and transparency.

On this basis, the 2015 Review Conference should reiter ate the following:

6. In view of the catastrophic humanitarian consequences of any use of nuclear
weapons, it is imperative that the more than 65 year record of nuclear non-use be
extended forever. Members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative
thus see the need for determined steps by the nuclear-weapon States towards nuclear
disarmament, with the final objective of a nuclear-weapon-free world.

7. To ensure progress on this road and to prevent nuclear weapons from ever
being used again, concrete efforts must be made so that the possible use of nuclear
weapons becomes even more remote than it is now.

8.  Quantitative reductions should be accompanied by steps towards reducing the
role and significance of nuclear weapons in security strategies and military
doctrines. These steps are important contributions towards the goal of complete
nuclear disarmament and will be mutually reinforcing with further quantitative
reductions.

9.  All nuclear-weapon States should reiterate that they will not use or threaten to
use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States that are parties to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty and in compliance with their nuclear non-proliferation
obligations (what are termed “ negative security assurances”).

10. All nuclear-weapon States should make a political commitment to refrain from
developing new nuclear warheads.

11. The 2010 action plan calls upon the nuclear-weapon States to provide
information, using a standard reporting form to be agreed under action 21, to the
Preparatory Committee at its third session in 2014 on their efforts towards the
reduction of the role of nuclear weapons. When devel oping such a form, the nuclear-
weapon States are encouraged to refer to the draft reporting form
(NPT/CONF.2015/PC.1/WP.12), which the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative proposed at the first session of the Preparatory Committee for the 2015
Review Conference held in 2012.

12. In order to reduce the role of nuclear weapons, States parties are called upon to
promote actively disarmament and non-proliferation education. We encourage all
States parties to contribute to raising awareness, in particular among younger
generations, of the tragic consequences of the use of nuclear weapons.
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1. Action 3 of the action plan adopted by the 2010 Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons states: “In
implementing the unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to
accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals, the nuclear-weapon States
commit to undertake further efforts to reduce and ultimately eliminate all types of
nuclear weapons, deployed and non-deployed, including through unilateral,
bilateral, regional and multilateral measures.”

2. To this end, strategic nuclear weapons have been the object of a phased
reduction process (e.g. through the new START Treaty). Intermediate-range ground-
based nuclear weapons have been eliminated altogether from the arsenals of the
United States and the Russian Federation by means of the Intermediate-Range
Nuclear Forces Treaty. Unilateral commitments, such as the presidential nuclear
initiatives made by the United States and the Soviet Union/Russian Federation in
1991 and 1992, have led to the decommissioning and (partial) abolition of certain
types of non-strategic nuclear weapons and a significant reduction of such weapons.

3. However, there are nuclear weapons — especially those that can be considered
non-strategic nuclear weapons — that have not been covered by any arms control
agreements. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative is of the opinion that
the further reduction of the numbers and types of non-strategic nuclear weapons
should be placed higher on the international agenda if the overall reduction process
of nuclear weapons is to continue towards the goal of a world free of nuclear
weapons. Furthermore, the status of implementation of some commitments already
made has not been subject to any accountability or verification. Although
transparency is lacking, we know that important numbers of these weapons remain
in arsenals. And the fact that these weapons are typically smaller and more easily
transported poses the additional risk of nuclear terrorism if security precautions are
insufficient. Thus, the need for strengthening nuclear security has also made E
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addressing non-strategic nuclear weapons an imperative for inclusion in the
disarmament process.

4. We cal on the United States and the Russian Federation to continue their
mutual efforts to enhance transparency, further reduce their numbers of strategic and
non-strategic nuclear weapons and as such improve strategic stability, based on the
principle of undiminished security for all.

5. Inthis context, the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative takes note of
the decision of NATO, agreed at its 2012 Chicago summit, that NATO allies aim to
continue developing and exchanging transparency and confidence-building ideas
with the Russian Federation with the goal of developing detailed proposals on and
increasing mutual understanding of the non-strategic nuclear force postures in
Europe of NATO and the Russian Federation. Members of the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative also call upon the other nuclear-weapon States and States
possessing nuclear weapons to start reducing or further reduce their strategic and
non-strategic nuclear weapons, in a verifiable and irreversible manner, with a view
to eliminating all nuclear weapons, including through unilateral, bilateral, regional
and multilateral measures.

6. Addressing non-strategic nuclear weapons may also highlight possible
inconsistencies between declaratory policies and deployment postures, particularly
with respect to negative security assurances. We therefore call for a fresh look at the
deployment of non-strategic nuclear weapons. A lack of transparency further
complicates this matter, which demonstrates the importance of the reporting form
called for in actions 5 and 21 of the action plan.

We therefore:

7. Urge the inclusion of non-strategic nuclear weapons in any future nuclear
disarmament processes, with a view to their elimination, and a cessation of the
development and production of new nuclear weapons.

8. Cal upon al nuclear-weapon States and other States possessing nhuclear
weapons to review promptly their deployment posture of non-strategic nuclear
weapons in the context of their declaratory policies.

9.  Call upon nuclear-weapon States to provide information as agreed at the 2010
Review Conference, using a standard reporting form to be agreed under action 21 of
the action plan.

10. Call for, as afirst step on the way to the elimination of non-strategic nuclear
weapons, transparency with respect to the current status of the implementation of
the 1991 and 1992 presidential nuclear initiatives and possible verification of such
implementation.

11. Welcome progress in the dialogue on non-strategic nuclear weapons proposed
by NATO at its Chicago summit, as a contribution towards including non-strategic
nuclear weapons in post-new-START reduction processes.
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1. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative is committed to engaging in
the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials and scientific and technical
information for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. In the view of the Initiative,
multilateral export control regimes allow for such an exchange by aiming to ensure
that nuclear trade for peaceful purposes does not contribute to the proliferation of
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, while also ensuring that such
trade is not unnecessarily constrained. Export controls are a legitimate and
important method of implementing a State party’s non-proliferation obligations
under the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. The requirement for
all States to establish and enforce effective domestic export controls has been
expressed in Security Council resolutions 1540 (2004), 1673 (2006), 1810 (2008),
1887 (2009) and 1977 (2011).

2. In their June 2012 Istanbul statement, Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative Foreign Ministers stated that export controls play a crucia role in
implementing nuclear non-proliferation obligations under the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons article 1ll, paragraph 2. The Foreign
Ministers urged all States to establish, develop, review and maintain appropriate
effective national export controls over both nuclear and nuclear-related dual-use
items and technology, including as required by paragraph 3 (d) of Security Council
resolution 1540 (2004), and stated the commitment of Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative members to share national experiences and information in
the field of export controls with all interested States parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

3. TheAction Plan agreed in the Final Document of the 2010 Review Conference
lists a number of ways for States parties to strengthen domestic export control
systems:
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(@) Action 35 urges all States parties to ensure that their nuclear-related
exports do not directly or indirectly assist the development of nuclear weapons or
other nuclear explosive devices;

(b) Action 36 encourages States parties to make use of multilaterally
negotiated and agreed guidelines and understandings in developing their own
national export controls;

(c) Action 37 encourages States parties to consider whether a recipient State
has brought into force International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards
obligations in making nuclear export decisions;

(d) Action 43, in its second part, urges States parties to implement the IAEA
Guidance on the Import and Export of Radioactive Sources approved by the Board
of Governorsin 2004,

(e) Action 44, in its second part, calls upon States parties to establish and
enforce effective domestic controls to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons
in accordance with their relevant international legal obligations.

4. The NPDI supports building upon these steps during the 2015 Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons review cycle in the following practical ways:

(@) Encouraging States parties to share best practices and lessons learned
regarding building, implementing and reinforcing effective domestic export control
systems and practices, including the effective use of catch-all controls;

(b) Requiring ongoing compliance by States with their IAEA safeguards
obligations as a condition of nuclear equipment, material and technology supply by
States parties,

(c) Reaffirming the principle that States parties should require the
conclusion and implementation of a Safeguards Agreement (INFCIRC/153
(Corrected)) as well as an Additional Protocol (INFCIRC/540 (Corrected)) with
IAEA as a condition for new supply arrangements with non-nuclear-weapon States;

(d) Calling on States parties to adhere to the multilaterally negotiated and
agreed guidelines and understandings of the Nuclear Suppliers Group and Zangger
Committee in devel oping their domestic export control systems.
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Reaffirming that efforts by both the nuclear-weapon States and the
non-nuclear-weapon States are important in order to realize the outcome on the
entirety of the action plan of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), and

Recalling that the action plan has called for the wider application of
safeguards to peaceful nuclear facilities in the nuclear-weapon States, under the
relevant voluntary-offer safeguards agreements, as a nuclear non-proliferation
measure on the part of the nuclear-weapon States,

Pur pose of the working paper
1. The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative proposes to:

(@) Review the relevant agreed actions of the 2010 Review Conference
regarding the wider application of International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards in the nuclear-weapon States, and highlight key issues to be addressed; and

(b) Contribute to promoting efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to realize
the wider application of IAEA safeguards in the nuclear-weapon States by
encouraging them to explore the practical steps mentioned in paragraph 9 below and
consider the suggestions set out in paragraph 12 below.

Background

Agreed action for the wider application of safeguards in the nuclear-weapon Sates

2. The 2010 Review Conference agreed on action 30, in which “the Conference
calls for the wider application of safeguards to peaceful nuclear facilities in the
nuclear-weapon States, under the relevant voluntary-offer safeguards agreements, in
the most economic and practical way possible, taking into account the availability of E
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IAEA resources, and stresses that comprehensive safeguards and additional
protocols should be universally applied once the complete elimination of nuclear
weapons has been achieved” .t

Irreversibility

3. The 2010 Review Conference agreed on actions 16 and 17 in which the Review
Conference encouraged all the nuclear-weapon States “to commit to declare, as
appropriate, to IAEA all fissile nuclear material designated by each [nuclear-weapon
State] as no longer required for military purposes and to place such material as soon as
practicable under IAEA or other relevant international verification and arrangements
for the disposition of such material for peaceful purposes, to ensure that such material
remains permanently outside military programmes’ (action 16), and in this context,
encouraged all States “to support the development of appropriate legally binding
verification arrangements, within the context of IAEA, to ensure the irreversible
removal of fissile material designated by each nuclear-weapon State as no longer
required for military purposes’ (action 17).2

Safeguards implementation under the voluntary-offer safeguards agreements

4.  Although the details of voluntary-offer safeguards agreements are different,
they have a common feature: each nuclear-weapon State undertakes to permit |AEA
to apply safeguards to nuclear material, so long as such material remains in the
facilities listed by the nuclear-weapon State and those facilities are not removed by
the nuclear-weapon State from the facility list provided to IAEA. The safeguards
under the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement are, however, actually applied only
to the extent that | AEA selects facilities from the list provided, with the scope of the
selection being made within the context of the limited resources available to |AEA.

5. Some voluntary-offer safeguards agreements allow nuclear-weapon States to
withdraw nuclear material from activities in the declared facilities under IAEA
safeguards and reverse it to military uses, and to remove facilities from the facility
list if the nuclear-weapon States deem it necessary. This is inconsistent with the
principle of irreversibility, as agreed and advocated in action 2 of the 2010 action
plan.

Scope and role of the additional protocols

6. In addition, there are variations among the additional protocols concluded by
the nuclear-weapon States, such as the lack of provisions on complementary access
by IAEA in some cases. In this regard, it is noted that the 2000 Review Conference
invited all nuclear-weapon States to keep the scope of these additional protocols
under review (see paragraph 26 of Final Document), and the same concept is
incorporated into paragraph 18 of the IAEA General Conference resolution adopted
in 2012 (GC(56)/RES/13).

1 This concept first appeared in paragraph 13 of the principles and objectives for nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and was
expanded in its scope in paragraph 12 of the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference
(NPT/CONF.2000/28 (Parts | and 11)).

2 The importance of this concept is emphasized in paragraph 29 of the Final Document of the
2000 Review Conference.
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7. It is further noted that the additional protocols based on the IAEA Model
Additional Protocol, whether brought into force by non-nuclear-weapon States or
nuclear-weapon States, play a significant role in enabling IAEA to detect and
respond to any sign of cross-border proliferation activities including the
involvement non-State actors in third States, mainly through the provision of
information on import/export records and nuclear operations as well as
complementary access to the locations concerned.

Treatment of excess nuclear material

8. In relation to certain specified nuclear material identified by nuclear-weapon
States as “excess’ to military uses, the United States of America and the Russian
Federation are negotiating with IAEA on an agreement concerning the verification
of their respective programme to dispose of at least 34 tons of excess weapon-grade
plutonium in each country designated as no longer required for military purposes.
The disposition is expected to transform such plutonium into spent fuel, effectively
preventing its use in nuclear weapons.

I ssuesto be addressed

9. Taking into account the above-mentioned significance of the pursuit of the
wider application of safeguards in the nuclear-weapon States, the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative:

Wider application of safeguards under voluntary-offer safeguards agreements and
additional protocols

(&) Encourages each nuclear-weapon State to explore ways to further widen
the scope of the application of safeguards to peaceful nuclear facilities to the
maximum extent possible, inter alia, by:

1. Reviewing the operation of the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement
and/or revisiting the voluntary-offer safeguards agreement so that the
safeguards will be applicable to al nuclear material designated by each
nuclear-weapon State as no longer required for military purposes and relevant
facilitieswhere it is located, in a manner neither to exclude such material from
the scope of the safeguards application nor to reverse such material to military
uses; and

2. Reviewing the existing scope of the additional protocol to add measures,
if necessary, such as complementary access stipulated in the IAEA Model
Additional Protocol;

Safeguarding excess nuclear material

(b) Encourages those nuclear-weapon States that have not done so, to
consider, when identifying certain specified nuclear material as “excess’ for
military uses, placing such “excess’ under |AEA verification as soon as practicable,
in a manner to make it irreversible, either under (i) the voluntary-offer safeguards
agreement or (ii) separate arrangements for permitting |IAEA to verify that the
“excess’ is neither withdrawn from the declared facilities nor reversed for use for
nuclear weapon purposes;
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(c) Welcomes in this regard the move by the United States of America and
the Russian Federation as mentioned in paragraph 8 above; and

Financing safeguards in the nuclear-weapon Sates

(d) Further encourages the nuclear-weapon States to explore ways and means
for financing safeguards in the nuclear-weapon States so that necessary access and
other safeguards activities as referred to in subparagraphs (a) and (b) above can be
conducted by IAEA without impeding other critical safeguards implementation
priorities.

Consequence conduciveto the process of nuclear disarmament and
non-proliferation

10. To the extent that the wider application of safeguards in the nuclear-weapon
States is undertaken in relation to “excess’ nuclear material or material generated
from the nuclear disarmament process, further efforts made or measures taken will
also be conducive to promoting the application of the principles of irreversibility,
verifiability and transparency in relation to the implementation of the NPT
obligations of all State parties for nuclear disarmament, which were agreed in
action 2 of the 2010 Review Conference action plan.

11. Such efforts by the nuclear-weapon States would complement undertakings of
further nuclear non-proliferation measures by non-nuclear-weapon States, in
particular, the conclusion of additional protocols, thus contributing further to the
promotion of nuclear non-proliferation.

Way forward to the 2015 Review Conference

12. From the perspective of promoting the wider application of safeguards in the
nuclear-weapon States:

(@) Each nuclear-weapon State, using a standard reporting form to be agreed
under action 21 of the action plan of the 2010 Review Conference, will report to the
third session of the Preparatory Committee for the 2015 Review Conference, to be
held in 2014, on the status of its implementation of the action plan, including the
actions mentioned in the present paper. When developing such a form, the nuclear-
weapon States are encouraged to refer to the draft reporting form (see
NPT/CONF.2015/PC.I/WP.12, annex), which the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative proposed at the first session of the Preparatory Committee for the 2015
Review Conference, held in 2012;

(b) The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative suggests that each
nuclear-weapon State explore ways and means for financing the wider application of
safeguards in nuclear-weapon States, including extrabudgetary funding by the
nuclear-weapon States to IAEA, and that they report on the matter in the standard
form under action 21.
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Preparatory Committeefor the 2015 Review
Conference of the Partiestothe Treaty on the  11April 2013

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

Second session
Geneva, 22 April-3 May 2013

Nuclear-weapon-free zones and negative security assurances

Working paper submitted by the members of the
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament I nitiative (Australia,
Canada, Chile, Germany, Japan, Mexico, the Netherlands,
Poland, Turkey and the United Arab Emirates)

1.  Nuclear-weapon-free zones are not an end in themselves but rather a means for
enhancing global and regional peace and security pending the total elimination of
nuclear weapons. In accordance with the 1999 Guidelines of the United Nations
Disarmament Commission as contained in document A/54/42, the establishment of
internationally recognized nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements
freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned, contributes to the
implementation of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, as
nuclear-weapon-free zones strengthen and increase the nuclear non-proliferation
obligations of non-nuclear-weapon States to refrain from acquiring nuclear
weapons, and to develop and use nuclear energy solely for peaceful purposes and in
accordance with the safeguards established by the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA).

2. The nuclear-weapon-free zones created by the Treaty for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean (Treaty of Tlatelolco), the
South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga), the Treaty on the
South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone (Treaty of Bangkok), the African
Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Pelindaba) and the Treaty on a
Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone in Central Asia (Treaty of Semipalatinsk) gather 113
States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, which have freely chosen to form
these zones. Additionally, Mongolia has declared its nuclear-weapon-free status.

3. Inthe advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the Legality of
the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, of 1996, the Court decided unanimously,
inter alia, that “there is in neither customary nor conventional international law any
specific authorization of the threat or use of nuclear weapons”, and that “a threat or
use of force by means of nuclear weapons that is contrary to Article 2, paragraph 4,
of the United Nations Charter and that fails to meet al the requirements of
Article 51, is unlawful”.

4. In this regard, while the only absolute guarantee against the use or threat of
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from nuclear-weapon States not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons against
them.

5. The action plan adopted at the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons stated that “the Conference on
Disarmament should, within the context of an agreed, comprehensive and balanced
programme of work, immediately begin discussion of effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons, to discuss substantively, without limitation, with a view to
elaborating recommendations dealing with all aspects of this issue, not excluding an
internationally legally binding instrument” (action 7).

6. Additionally, action 8 contained the commitment of all nuclear-weapon States
“to fully respect their existing commitments with regard to security assurances’, and
that “[t]hose nuclear-weapon States that have not yet done so are encouraged to
extend security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty”.

7. Action 9 encouraged “[t]he establishment of further nuclear-weapon-free
zones, where appropriate, on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among
States of the region concerned, and in accordance with the 1999 Guidelines of the
United Nations Disarmament Commission”. Further, “[a]ll concerned States are
encouraged to ratify the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties and their relevant
protocols, and to constructively consult and cooperate to bring about the entry into
force of the relevant legally binding protocols of all such nuclear-weapon free zones
treaties, which include negative security assurances’, and to “review any related
reservations”.

8. Even though the nuclear-weapon States have indicated they support the
granting of negative security assurances to parties to treaties forming nuclear-
weapon-free zones, to date, the respective protocols of the treaties of Rarotonga,
Pelindaba, Bangkok and Semipalatinsk have not been signed or ratified by one or
more nuclear-weapon States; while the protocols of the Treaty of Tlatelolco have
been signed and ratified but with reservations and interpretative declarations by
nuclear-weapon States.

9. In view of these issues, the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative
considers that the 2015 Review Conference should:

(a) Reiterate that, while the total elimination of nuclear weapons is the only
absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, interim
measures should be considered;

(b) Urge al nuclear-weapon States to recognize the value of nuclear-
weapon-free zones by taking all necessary measures to bring into force the pending
protocols to the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties;

(c) Call upon all nuclear-weapon States to withdraw any reservations or
interpretative declarations made to the nuclear-weapon-free zone treaties and their
protocols contrary to the object and purpose of such treaties;

(d) Urge al nuclear-weapon States to respect fully their existing
commitments with regard to security assurances;

(e) Encourage those nuclear-weapon States that have not yet done so to
extend security assurances to hon-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty; and

(f)  Continue the discussion of effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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Preparatory Committeefor the 2015 Review
Conference of the Partiesto the Treaty on the  20Apil 2012

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

First session
Vienna, 30 April-11 May 2012

Transparency of nuclear weapons. the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative

Working paper submitted by Australia, Canada, Chile, Ger many,
Japan, Mexico, the Netherlands, Poland, Turkey and the
United Arab Emirates

1. Increased transparency of information related to nuclear weapons is an
important precondition for further progress in nuclear disarmament and verification.
This notion was reflected in the 13 practical steps for the systematic and progressive
efforts to achieve complete disarmament adopted by the 2000 Review Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (see
NPT/CONF.2000/28 (Parts | and 11)). In step 9 (b), the Review Conference called
for increased transparency by the nuclear-weapon States with regard to the nuclear
weapons capabilities and the implementation of agreements pursuant to article VI
and as a voluntary confidence-building measure to support further progress on
nuclear disarmament, and, in step 12, the States parties committed themselves to
reporting regularly on the implementation of article VI of the Treaty.

2. In its Fina Document (see NPT/CONF.2010/50 (Val. 1)), the 2010 Review
Conference recognized that nuclear disarmament and achieving the peace and
security of a world without nuclear weapons would require openness and
cooperation, and affirmed the importance of enhanced confidence through increased
transparency and effective verification. Action 5 (g) of the action plan adopted by
consensus by the Conference called upon the nuclear-weapon States to further
enhance transparency and increase mutual confidence, and action 21 encouraged
them to agree as soon as possible on a standard reporting form and to determine
appropriate reporting intervals for the purpose of voluntarily providing standard
information without prejudice to national security.

3. The Review Conference noted the increased transparency of some nuclear-
weapon States with regard to the number of nuclear weapons in their national
inventories. Their contributions, and the entry into force of the Treaty between the
United States of America and the Russian Federation on Measures for the Further
Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms, on 5 February 2011, must be
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welcomed. There is, however, a greater need for and expectation of more detailed
information related to nuclear weapons by all nuclear-weapon States. This holds
especially true with regard to non-strategic nuclear weapons, which to date have not
formed part of arms control and disarmament processes. Additional information
would be seen not only as an important security and confidence-building measure,
but would also facilitate further progress in nuclear disarmament.

4. The Review Conference called upon the nuclear-weapon States to report on
their nuclear disarmament undertakings to the Preparatory Committee in 2014.
Action 21 provides a framework in that regard by introducing the idea of a standard
reporting form. In this context, efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to coordinate
the implementation of their commitments under the action plan are welcomed. In
support of that process, the members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament
Initiative, which are non-nuclear-weapon States, proposed a draft standard nuclear
disarmament reporting form, which was shared with the nuclear-weapon States in
June 2011. The draft form is set out in the annex to the present working paper.

5. For the purpose of the 2015 review cycle, we would like to restate our
expectations with regard to greater transparency of information related to nuclear
weapons, which might be taken into consideration by the nuclear-weapon States.
First, the standard reporting form might include, without prejudice to the national
security of the nuclear-weapon States, information on:

(@) The number, types (strategic or non-strategic) and status (deployed or
non-deployed) of nuclear warheads;

(b) The number and, if possible, types of delivery vehicles;

(c) The number and types of weapons and delivery systems dismantled and
reduced as part of nuclear disarmament efforts;

(d) The amount of fissile material produced for military purposes;

(e) The measures taken to diminish the role and significance of nuclear
weapons in military and security concepts, doctrines and policies.

6. The elements suggested above are included in the draft reporting form. The
draft form is, however, indicative and thus neither exhaustive nor definitive. For
example, in the final form agreed upon by the nuclear-weapon States, standardized
reporting might also include national budgets and other resources devoted to the
maintenance of nuclear arsenals. Other States parties, nuclear-weapon States and
non-nuclear-weapon States alike, may well have additional views on the elements of
the form.

7. Second, athough action 5 of the action plan calls upon the nuclear-weapon
States to report on nuclear disarmament undertakings to the Preparatory Committee
in 2014, we encourage them to consider voluntarily presenting preliminary reports,
subject to future updates, at each session of the Preparatory Committee.

8. Third, to facilitate transparency and information exchange, we encourage the
nuclear-weapon States to continue discussions on definitions and terminology
related to nuclear weapons.

9. Lastly, we encourage all States parties, including non-nuclear-weapon States,
to submit regular reports on the implementation of the 2010 action plan and other
relevant documents, in accordance with action 20.
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Annex

Draft standard nuclear disarmament reporting form: [name
of country], 20xx

At the 2010 Review Conference, the States parties adopted an unprecedented
set of actions pertaining to the three pillars of the Treaty. Of particular significance
was action 21, in which, as a confidence-building measure, all the nuclear-weapon
States were encouraged to agree as soon as possible on a standard reporting form
and to determine appropriate reporting intervals for the purpose of voluntarily
providing standard information without prejudice to national security. The present
draft reporting form seeks to provide exploratory input into the process of
specifying and developing a standard reporting form for the meeting of the five
permanent members of the Security Council in Paris. This exercise seeks to provide
a possible standard form for reporting on some of the most critical information, so
as to enhance transparency regarding the efforts of the nuclear-weapon States in
relation to nuclear disarmament, as mentioned, in particular, in actions 3 and 5 (a) of
the action plan. In that action plan, the nuclear-weapon States also committed
themselves to a wide range of other disarmament measures, and their efforts in
relation to those measures should also be reported. The present draft form contains
possible elements in that regard. Under this proposal, the nuclear-weapon States are
expected to report on their efforts at each session of the Preparatory Committee.
Although action 5 calls upon them to report those undertakings to the Preparatory
Committee in 2014, nothing prevents them from presenting such a report, albeit in a
preliminary form, at each session of the Preparatory Committee held before 2014.
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Preparatory Committeefor the 2015 Review
Conference of the Partiesto the Treaty on the  17Apil 2012

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

First session
Vienna, 30 April-11 May 2012

Fissile material cut-off treaty: practical stepsto implement
action 15 of the action plan of the 2010 Review Conference
of the Partiesto the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons

Joint Working Paper submitted by the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament I nitiative

1. Negotiation of a treaty banning the production of fissile material for use in
nuclear weapons or other explosive devices remains a shared non-proliferation and
disarmament priority of the international community. For example:

 Action 15 of the action plan of the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons states that “[...] the
Conference on Disarmament should, within the context of an agreed,
comprehensive and balanced programme of work, immediately begin
negotiations of a treaty banning the production of fissile material for use in
nuclear weapons or other explosive devices in accordance with the report of the
Special Coordinator of 1995 (CD/1299) and the mandate contained therein”.

The General Assembly, in its resolution 66/44, which was submitted by
Canada, resolved “to consider options for the negotiation of a treaty banning
the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear
explosive devices at its sixty-seventh session should the Conference on
Disarmament fail to agree on and implement a comprehensive Programme of
Work by the end of its 2012 session”.

The General Assembly, in its resolution 66/44, further “encourages interested
Member States (...) to continue efforts, including within and on the margins of
the Conference on Disarmament, in support of the commencement of
negotiations, including through meetings involving scientific experts on
various technical aspects of the treaty, drawing on available expertise from the
IAEA and other relevant bodies, as appropriate”.

2.  Perceiving the fissile material cut-off treaty as an indispensable step on the
way towards a nuclear-weapon free world and, more concretely, as the next logical
step on the negotiating agenda of the multilateral disarmament machinery, we
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consider the start of such negotiations to be an urgent task. Preferably, this task
should be fulfilled by the Conference on Disarmament. We recall that the
Conference on Disarmament already achieved consensus on a programme of work
that included such negotiations in May 2009 (decision CD/1864).

3. Negotiations within the Conference on Disarmament on a fissile material cut-
off treaty on the basis of its decision CD/1864 or similar arrangements are currently
being hindered by national and regional security concerns voiced by at least one
State member of the Conference on Disarmament. We continue to hold the view that
these concerns may be effectively addressed in the course of negotiations, and
should therefore not prevent their commencement. Additionally, we encourage
intensified bilateral, regional and subregional dialogue to address said concerns.

4. Other issues of concern to some States members of the Conference on
Disarmament may also be addressed in the course of negotiations. This applies in
particular to the question whether and how a fissile material cut-off treaty would
encompass existing stocks of fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other
explosive devices. We reaffirm our view that nothing in the negotiating mandate as
described in document CD/1299 of 24 March 1995, which formed part of decision
CD/1864, prevents States members of the Conference on Disarmament from raising
thisissue in the negotiation process.

5.  An important objective in getting the Conference on Disarmament to start
fissile material cut-off treaty negotiations remains the involvement of States
members of the Conference on Disarmament that are not parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. We will continue our efforts through those
States, and urge relevant actors to use their influence in this respect.

6. To support the commencement of fissile material cut-off treaty negotiations,
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative members Australia and Japan initiated
a series of technical side events on the margins of the Conference on Disarmament
in 2011. In the first quarter of 2011, such meetings were further endorsed by a large
majority of United Nations Member States in General Assembly resolution 66/44.
Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative members Germany and the Netherlands
therefore decided to organize two further scientific experts’ meetings on a fissile
material cut-off treaty in 2012. These meetings are intended to continue feeding ideas
related to a fissile material cut-off treaty back into the Conference on Disarmament,
thus serving, inter alia, as a confidence-building measure. All Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative members support the initiative taken by Germany and the
Netherlands and encourage the Conference on Disarmament and the States parties to
the Non-Proliferation Treaty to participate in these meetings.

7. Recalling further General Assembly resolution 66/44 and in the light of the
inability of the Conference of Disarmament to agree, at the first part of its 2012
annual session, on a programme of work that includes fissile material cut-off treaty
negotiations, we are currently consulting on options for such negotiations, taking
into account the venues of past treaties.

8. Pending the entry into force of a fissile material cut-off treaty, we reiterate the
repeated international call that all nuclear-weapon States and the non-States parties
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty should maintain or declare moratoriums on the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
devices. As negotiations on a fissile material cut-off treaty have been unable to start
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for so many years, there is a need to create, on an urgent basis, a de facto fissile
material cut-off treaty world, which would then facilitate negotiations on, and the
conclusion of, afissile material cut-off treaty. The effectiveness and the significance
of moratoriums in accelerating actual treaty negotiations have already been proven
by the case of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty negotiations and
preceding moratoriums on nuclear testing.
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Preparatory Committeefor the 2015 Review
Conference of the Partiesto the Treaty on the  27Apil 2012

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

First session
Vienna, 30 April-11 May 2012

Additional protocol

Working paper submitted by the members of the Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament I nitiative (Australia, Canada, Chile, Germany,
Japan, Mexico, the Netherlands, Poland, Turkey and the

United Arab Emirates)

1. The 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons emphasized in its action plan the importance
of the additional protocol (see actions 28-30). In action 28, the Conference
encouraged all States parties that had not yet done so to conclude and to bring into
force additional protocols as soon as possible and to implement them provisionally
pending their entry into force.

2. On this basis, and taking into account the risk of the proliferation of nuclear
weapons and the concomitant serious challenge to global security, in addition to the
importance of the Treaty in preventing such proliferation, the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament Initiative is taking specific actions to support and strengthen the
Treaty framework and to facilitate the implementation of the action plan agreed
upon at the 2010 Review Conference, including promoting the signing of additional
protocols.

Importance of the additional protocol

3. Document INFCIRC/540 (Corrected) sets out a model additional protocol
agreement between a State and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) for
the application of safeguards in connection with the Treaty. An integral part of the
IAEA safeguards system, it is regarded as a credible means of ensuring the absence
of undeclared nuclear material or activities in a State. It is important to make the
effectiveness of IAEA safeguards certain through the maintenance of additional
protocols by all States parties to the Treaty. This will give IAEA the strengthened
authority that it requires to verify both the correctness and the completeness of State
reports.

4. Article Ill, paragraph 1, of the Treaty requires States parties to accept
safeguards. The minimum standard should be a comprehensive safeguards
agreement and an additional protocol.
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5. The added assurance provided by safeguards reinforced by an additional
protocol will facilitate the international community’s full support for and confidence
in States wishing to pursue the development of peaceful nuclear energy
programmes.

Status of entry into for ce of additional protocols

6. The Initiative welcomes both the increase in the number of States that have
implemented an additional protocol and the efforts by IAEA to promote the
conclusion of such protocols. Currently, 115 States and the European Atomic Energy
Community have additional protocolsin force, an increase of 14 States since the end
of the 2010 Review Conference.

7. A number of States, however, have not signed or brought into force an
additional protocol, for various reasons. Some have pointed to the political process
required for implementation, others the lack of expertise and/or resources for
effective implementation, and others legal challenges. Consequently, the
international community’s strategy to facilitate the universalization should be wide-
ranging, holistic and take into account the factors specific to each country and

region.

Signature and implementation of additional protocols

Additional Protocol
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8. In relation to the lack of capacity (e.g. legal or technical) for the effective
implementation of an additional protocol, the Initiative is of the view that assistance
is needed to provide guidance and education to develop processes and build the
required national infrastructure. It is necessary and expedient to assist States lacking
such capacity if they are to adhere to the requirements set out in their additional
protocols.

9.  Efforts should be stepped up through IAEA and bilateral and regional means to
address the political challenges to bringing an additional protocol into force.
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Promotion of universalization and the role of the I nter national Atomic
Ener gy Agency

10. The Initiative urges all States parties that have not yet concluded an additional
protocol with IAEA to do so as soon as possible, and to implement its provisions
pending ratification. The Initiative strongly encourages further work to achieve
universalization.

11. The provision of assistance to States to adhere to an additional protocol can be
best facilitated with IAEA support. The Initiative emphasizes that it is important for
IAEA and its member States to assist other States in concluding, bringing into force
and implementing additional protocols. IAEA support includes SSAC Advisory
Service missions,® technical cooperation projects, workshops and integrated nuclear
infrastructure review missions.

The Initiative's commitment to universalization

12. Universalization can be achieved through the combined efforts of States
parties and IAEA, and through regional initiatives to increase national capacity and
knowledge. Training conducted by IAEA is important and should be supplemented
by efforts by States with expertise in this field.

13. In November 2011, the members of the Initiative followed up on actions 28
and 29 of the action plan by writing jointly to the Director General of IAEA to offer
to share the Initiative’s collective experience in concluding and implementing
additional protocols with States that did not yet have them in force. Individually,
several Initiative members are currently working out modalities with IAEA to put
these commitments into practice. The Initiative will continue to engage with IAEA
on thisissue.

14. The Initiative is committed to promoting additional protocols at all levels,
including by briefing Government officials to provide them with the necessary
knowledge to advocate the signing of an additional protocol by their Governments.
All these activities should be consistent with the concept of additional protocol
universality, without double standards and while ensuring the right to the peaceful
use of nuclear technology.

15. In addition to IAEA efforts, the Initiative is proposing seminars or outreach
activities tailored to specific regions to provide relevant technical assistance. The
Initiative deems it crucial to draw up alist of activities to assist all States without an
additional protocol in force, laying emphasis on the importance of bilateral and
regional assistance in this regard. The Initiative also stresses the importance of
providing assistance in establishing and maintaining State systems of accounting for
and controlling nuclear material, as a key to enhancing the effectiveness and
efficiency of IAEA safeguards.

16. The Initiative encourages |IAEA and member States to pursue coordinated
activities and provide, where possible, the technical and financial support required
for such activities.

1 The Advisory Service provides requesting national authorities with recommendations and
suggestions for improvements to their State systems for accountancy and control (SSACs) of
nuclear material.
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Preparatory Committeefor the 2015 Review
Conference of the Partiesto the Treaty on the  20Apil 2012

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons Original: English

First session
Vienna, 30 April-11 May 2012

Disar mament and non-proliferation education: practical
stepsto implement action 22 of the action plan adopted at
the 2010 Review Conference of the Partiesto the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

Joint working paper submitted by the Non-Proliferation and
Disarmament I nitiative

1. The 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, for the first time in the history of the Treaty,
underscored the importance of disarmament and non-proliferation education as a
useful and effective means to advance the goals of the Treaty in support of
achieving a world without nuclear weapons. Indeed, in action 22 of the action plan
adopted at the Conference, all States are encouraged to implement the
recommendations contained in the report of the Secretary-General on the United
Nations study on disarmament and non-proliferation education (A/57/124).

2. As expressed in our ministerial statement released in September 2011, the
members of the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative are committed to
actively promoting disarmament and non-proliferation education to achieve a world
free of nuclear weapons, recognizing the particular importance of passing on to
younger generations the first-hand experiences of survivors (hibakushas) with
regard to the tragic consequences of the use of nuclear weapons, so as to ensure that
those memories do not fade away. We will actively promote this issue in this 2015
Treaty review process and are committed to the implementation of the above-
mentioned recommendations.

3.  According to the report of the Secretary-General, the overall objective of
disarmament and non-proliferation education is to impart knowledge and skills to
individuals to empower them to make their contribution, as national and world
citizens, to the achievement of concrete disarmament and non-proliferation
measures. Disarmament and non-proliferation education should thus not be intended
to indoctrinate in terms of specific ways of thinking, but rather to nurture critical
thinking. In this way, people will be empowered to obtain a thorough grasp of the
international situation, make sound judgements and take appropriate actions.

12-30426 ﬁ @
A OO 0 O O 0 Flease recycle

276



NPT/CONF.2015/PC.1/WP.14

4. In implementing action 22, States parties are invited to take into account the
following three points:

(@ As achieving a world without nuclear weapons requires long-term
continuous efforts, educating young people, especially teenagers, is most crucial.
The amassed knowledge and experience of older generations should be passed on to
younger generations, including in the educational process, so that they can actively
engage in disarmament and non-proliferation issues;

(b) Disarmament and non-proliferation education should be undertaken in a
collaborative way. Various actors such as governments, both national and local,
international organizations, non-governmental organizations, media, academics and
the private sector should closely cooperate with and learn from one another through
interaction. Governments can serve as the hub of a network among actors as well as
a provider of resources to facilitate interaction;

(c) The 2002 report on disarmament and non-proliferation education
recommended using new information and communications technologies, in
particular the Internet, and a full range of pedagogical methods including literature,
theatre and other artistic activities. It would be more effective to utilize new tools
that have become available since the report was published in 2002, including
YouTube and social network services such as Twitter and Facebook.

5. Thefollowing are examples of good practices by members of the Initiative:

(@) Since 2003, Canada, through the Department of Foreign Affairs and
International Trade International Security Research and Outreach Programme, has
collaborated with the Simons Foundation, a Canadian disarmament non-governmental
organization, on an annual graduate research awards competition. The programme is
aimed at engaging postgraduate students at Canadian universities with respect to
particular issues on the international security agenda, particularly nuclear
non-proliferation, arms control and disarmament. In 2011, the programme was
expanded to include a presentation and debate on research papers by award
recipients at an event attended by Canadian officials and the Canadian expert
community;

(b) In the latter part of 2011, Japan and the Office for Disarmament Affairs
co-organized a social media Poetry for Peace Contest, along with a side event
involving the testimony of atomic bomb survivors, held on 26 October during
Disarmament Week. A Facebook page was set up for the contest, which was linked
to the websites of the Office and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Japan and
contained uploaded video and written testimonies of atomic bomb survivors,
translated into several languages. People around the world were invited to watch
and read their living testimonies and, if inspired, to create and submit poems. In the
end, 741 poems were submitted. The contest evolved into a dialogue among those
visiting the site and sharing the common goal of international peace;

(c) Since 2010, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Netherlands has
provided grants to three doctoral students pursuing research on the subject of
non-proliferation. By funding these researchers, the Netherlands is seeking to
contribute to the education of a new generation of non-proliferation experts.
Investing in young academics is especialy important, as academic knowledge
contributes to progress on non-proliferation, arms control and disarmament.
Furthermore, the Security Policy Department of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs has
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opened a Facebook page aimed at students to call attention to security-related
issues, such as the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. On the page,
students can find interesting facts and participate in discussions;

(d) In December 2011, the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Poland to
the United Nations and International Organizations in Vienna, in cooperation with
the Vienna Centre for Disarmament and Non-Proliferation, conducted a seminar
entitled “In search of a new framework for nuclear disarmament: 20 years after the
new beginning”. The event sparked a results-oriented discussion among
representatives of academia, independent experts and non-governmental
organizations on arms control and disarmament issues. Students and teachers from
the Diplomatic Academy of Viennatook active part in the event.
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Toward a World without Nuclear Weapons
George P. Shultz William J. Perry Henry A. Kissinger Sam Nunn
The groundbreaking Wall Street Journal op-ed series

AWorld Free of Nuclear Weapons
January 4, 2007

Nuclear weapons today present tremendous dangers, but also an historic opportunity. U.S. leadership will be
required to take the world to the next stage — to a solid consensus for reversing reliance on nuclear weapons
globally as a vital contribution to preventing their proliferation into potentially dangerous hands, and
ultimately ending them as a threat to the world.

Nuclear weapons were essential to maintaining international security during the Cold War because they were
a means of deterrence. The end of the Cold War made the doctrine of mutual Soviet-American deterrence
obsolete. Deterrence continues to be a relevant consideration for many states with regard to threats from other
states. But reliance on nuclear weapons for this purpose is becoming increasingly hazardous and decreasingly
effective.

North Korea's recent nuclear test and Iran's refusal to stop its program to enrich uranium — potentially to
weapons grade — highlight the fact that the world is now on the precipice of a new and dangerous nuclear era.
Most alarmingly, the likelihood that non-state terrorists will get their hands on nuclear weaponry is increasing.
In today's war waged on world order by terrorists, nuclear weapons are the ultimate means of mass
devastation. And non-state terrorist groups with nuclear weapons are conceptually outside the bounds of a
deterrent strategy and present difficult new security challenges.

Apart from the terrorist threat, unless urgent new actions are taken, the U.S. soon will be compelled to enter a
new nuclear era that will be more precarious, psychologically disorienting, and economically even more
costly than was Cold War deterrence. It is far from certain that we can successfully replicate the old
Soviet-American "mutually assured destruction™ with an increasing number of potential nuclear enemies
world-wide without dramatically increasing the risk that nuclear weapons will be used. New nuclear states do
not have the benefit of years of step-by-step safeguards put in effect during the Cold War to prevent nuclear
accidents, misjudgments or unauthorized launches. The United States and the Soviet Union learned from
mistakes that were less than fatal. Both countries were diligent to ensure that no nuclear weapon was used
during the Cold War by design or by accident. Will new nuclear nations and the world be as fortunate in the
next 50 years as we were during the Cold War?

* k% %

Leaders addressed this issue in earlier times. In his "Atoms for Peace" address to the United Nations in 1953,
Dwight D. Eisenhower pledged America's "determination to help solve the fearful atomic dilemma — to devote
its entire heart and mind to find the way by which the miraculous inventiveness of man shall not be dedicated
to his death, but consecrated to his life.” John F. Kennedy, seeking to peak the logjam on nuclear
disarmament, said, "The world was not meant to be a prison in which man awaits his execution."

Rajiv Gandhi, addressing the U.N. General Assembly on June 9, 1988, appealed, "Nuclear war will not mean
the death of a hundred million people. Or even a thousand million. It will mean the extinction of four thousand
million: the end of life as we know it on our planet earth. We come to the United Nations to seek your support.
We seek your support to put a stop to this madness."

Ronald Reagan called for the abolishment of "all nuclear weapons,” which he considered to be "totally
irrational, totally inhumane, good for nothing but killing, possibly destructive of life on earth and civilization."
Mikhail Gorbachev shared this vision, which had also been expressed by previous American presidents.

Although Reagan and Mr. Gorbachev failed at Reykjavik to achieve the goal of an agreement to get rid of all
nuclear weapons, they did succeed in turning the arms race on its head. They initiated steps leading to
significant reductions in deployed long-and intermediate-range nuclear forces, including the elimination of an
entire class of threatening missiles.
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What will it take to rekindle the vision shared by Reagan and Mr. Gorbachev? Can a world-wide consensus be
forged that defines a series of practical steps leading to major reductions in the nuclear danger? There is an
urgent need to address the challenge posed by these two questions.

The Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) envisioned the end of all nuclear weapons. It provides (a) that states that
did not possess nuclear weapons as of 1967 agree not to obtain them, and (b) that states that do possess them
agree to divest themselves of these weapons over time. Every president of both parties since Richard Nixon
has reaffirmed these treaty obligations, but non-nuclear weapon states have grown increasingly skeptical of
the sincerity of the nuclear powers.

Strong non-proliferation efforts are under way. The Cooperative Threat Reduction program, the Global Threat
Reduction Initiative, the Proliferation Security Initiative and the Additional Protocols are innovative
approaches that provide powerful new tools for detecting activities that violate the NPT and endanger world
security. They deserve full implementation. The negotiations on proliferation of nuclear weapons by North
Korea and Iran, involving all the permanent members of the Security Council plus Germany and Japan, are
crucially important. They must be energetically pursued.

But by themselves, none of these steps are adequate to the danger. Reagan and General Secretary Gorbachev
aspired to accomplish more at their meeting in Reykjavik 20 years ago — the elimination of nuclear weapons
altogether. Their vision shocked experts in the doctrine of nuclear deterrence, but galvanized the hopes of
people around the world. The leaders of the two countries with the largest arsenals of nuclear weapons
discussed the abolition of their most powerful weapons.

What should be done? Can the promise of the NPT and the possibilities envisioned at Reykjavik be brought to
fruition? We believe that a major effort should be launched by the United States to produce a positive answer
through concrete stages.

* k% %

First and foremost is intensive work with leaders of the countries in possession of nuclear weapons to turn the
goal of a world without nuclear weapons into a joint enterprise. Such a joint enterprise, by involving changes
in the disposition of the states possessing nuclear weapons, would lend additional weight to efforts already
under way to avoid the emergence of a nuclear-armed North Korea and Iran.

The program on which agreements should be sought would constitute a series of agreed and urgent steps that
would lay the groundwork for a world free of the nuclear threat. Steps would include:

e Changing the Cold War posture of deployed nuclear weapons to increase warning time and thereby
reduce the danger of an accidental or unauthorized use of a nuclear weapon.

e Continuing to reduce substantially the size of nuclear forces in all states that possess them.
e Eliminating short-range nuclear weapons designed to be forward-deployed.

e Initiating a bipartisan process with the Senate, including understandings to increase confidence and
provide for periodic review, to achieve ratification of the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, taking
advantage of recent technical advances, and working to secure ratification by other key states.

e Providing the highest possible standards of security for all stocks of weapons, weapons-usable plutonium,
and highly enriched uranium everywhere in the world.

e Getting control of the uranium enrichment process, combined with the guarantee that uranium for nuclear
power reactors could be obtained at a reasonable price, first from the Nuclear Suppliers Group and then
from the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) or other controlled international reserves. It will
also be necessary to deal with proliferation issues presented by spent fuel from reactors producing
electricity.

e Halting the production of fissile material for weapons globally; phasing out the use of highly enriched
uranium in civil commerce and removing weapons-usable uranium from research facilities around the
world and rendering the materials safe.
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e Redoubling our efforts to resolve regional confrontations and conflicts that give rise to new nuclear
powers.

Achieving the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons will also require effective measures to impede or
counter any nuclear-related conduct that is potentially threatening to the security of any state or peoples.

Reassertion of the vision of a world free of nuclear weapons and practical measures toward achieving that
goal would be, and would be perceived as, a bold initiative consistent with America's moral heritage. The
effort could have a profoundly positive impact on the security of future generations. Without the bold vision,
the actions will not be perceived as fair or urgent. Without the actions, the vision will not be perceived as
realistic or possible.

We endorse setting the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons and working energetically on the actions
required to achieve that goal, beginning with the measures outlined above.

Mr. Shultz, a distinguished fellow at the Hoover Institution at Stanford, was secretary of state from 1982 to
1989. Mr. Perry was secretary of defense from 1994 to 1997. Mr. Kissinger, chairman of Kissinger
Associates, was secretary of state from 1973 to 1977. Mr. Nunn is former chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee.

A conference organized by Mr. Shultz and Sidney D. Drell was held at Hoover to reconsider the vision that
Reagan and Mr. Gorbachev brought to Reykjavik. In addition to Messrs. Shultz and Drell, the following
participants also endorse the view in this statement: Martin Anderson, Steve Andreasen, Michael Armacost,
William Crowe, James Goodby, Thomas Graham Jr., Thomas Henriksen, David Holloway, Max
Kampelman, Jack Matlock, John McLaughlin, Don Oberdorfer, Rozanne Ridgway, Henry Rowen, Roald
Sagdeev and Abraham Sofaer.

Toward a Nuclear-Free World
January 15, 2008

The accelerating spread of nuclear weapons, nuclear know-how and nuclear material has brought us to a
nuclear tipping point. We face a very real possibility that the deadliest weapons ever invented could fall into
dangerous hands.

The steps we are taking now to address these threats are not adequate to the danger. With nuclear weapons
more widely available, deterrence is decreasingly effective and increasingly hazardous.

One year ago, in an essay in this paper, we called for a global effort to reduce reliance on nuclear weapons, to
prevent their spread into potentially dangerous hands, and ultimately to end them as a threat to the world. The
interest, momentum and growing political space that has been created to address these issues over the past
year has been extraordinary, with strong positive responses from people all over the world.

Mikhail Gorbachev wrote in January 2007 that, as someone who signed the first treaties on real reductions in
nuclear weapons, he thought it his duty to support our call for urgent action: "It is becoming clearer that
nuclear weapons are no longer a means of achieving security; in fact, with every passing year they make our
security more precarious."

In June, the United Kingdom's foreign secretary, Margaret Beckett, signaled her government's support,
stating: "What we need is both a vision -- a scenario for a world free of nuclear weapons -- and action --
progressive steps to reduce warhead numbers and to limit the role of nuclear weapons in security policy.
These two strands are separate but they are mutually reinforcing. Both are necessary, but at the moment too
weak."

We have also been encouraged by additional indications of general support for this project from other former
U.S. officials with extensive experience as secretaries of state and defense and national security advisors.
These include: Madeleine Albright, Richard V. Allen, James A. Baker IllI, Samuel R. Berger, Zbigniew
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Brzezinski, Frank Carlucci, Warren Christopher, William Cohen, Lawrence Eagleburger, Melvin Laird,
Anthony Lake, Robert McFarlane, Robert McNamara and Colin Powell.

Inspired by this reaction, in October 2007, we convened veterans of the past six administrations, along with a
number of other experts on nuclear issues, for a conference at Stanford University's Hoover Institution. There
was general agreement about the importance of the vision of a world free of nuclear weapons as a guide to our
thinking about nuclear policies, and about the importance of a series of steps that will pull us back from the
nuclear precipice.

The U.S. and Russia, which possess close to 95% of the world's nuclear warheads, have a special
responsibility, obligation and experience to demonstrate leadership, but other nations must join.

Some steps are already in progress, such as the ongoing reductions in the number of nuclear warheads
deployed on long-range, or strategic, bombers and missiles. Other near-term steps that the U.S. and Russia
could take, beginning in 2008, can in and of themselves dramatically reduce nuclear dangers. They include:

o Extend key provisions of the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty of 1991. Much has been learned about the
vital task of verification from the application of these provisions. The treaty is scheduled to expire on
Dec. 5, 2009. The key provisions of this treaty, including their essential monitoring and verification
requirements, should be extended, and the further reductions agreed upon in the 2002 Moscow Treaty on
Strategic Offensive Reductions should be completed as soon as possible.

e Take steps to increase the warning and decision times for the launch of all nuclear-armed ballistic
missiles, thereby reducing risks of accidental or unauthorized attacks. Reliance on launch procedures that
deny command authorities sufficient time to make careful and prudent decisions is unnecessary and
dangerous in today's environment. Furthermore, developments in cyber-warfare pose new threats that
could have disastrous consequences if the command-and-control systems of any nuclear-weapons state
were compromised by mischievous or hostile hackers. Further steps could be implemented in time, as
trust grows in the U.S.-Russian relationship, by introducing mutually agreed and verified physical
barriers in the command-and-control sequence.

o Discard any existing operational plans for massive attacks that still remain from the Cold War days.
Interpreting deterrence as requiring mutual assured destruction (MAD) is an obsolete policy in today's
world, with the U.S. and Russia formally having declared that they are allied against terrorism and no
longer perceive each other as enemies.

e Undertake negotiations toward developing cooperative multilateral ballistic-missile defense and early
warning systems, as proposed by Presidents Bush and Putin at their 2002 Moscow summit meeting. This
should include agreement on plans for countering missile threats to Europe, Russia and the U.S. from the
Middle East, along with completion of work to establish the Joint Data Exchange Center in Moscow.
Reducing tensions over missile defense will enhance the possibility of progress on the broader range of
nuclear issues so essential to our security. Failure to do so will make broader nuclear cooperation much
more difficult.

o Dramatically accelerate work to provide the highest possible standards of security for nuclear weapons,
as well as for nuclear materials everywhere in the world, to prevent terrorists from acquiring a nuclear
bomb. There are nuclear weapons materials in more than 40 countries around the world, and there are
recent reports of alleged attempts to smuggle nuclear material in Eastern Europe and the Caucasus. The
U.S., Russia and other nations that have worked with the Nunn-Lugar programs, in cooperation with the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), should play a key role in helping to implement United
Nations Security Council Resolution 1540 relating to improving nuclear security -- by offering teams to
assist jointly any nation in meeting its obligations under this resolution to provide for appropriate,
effective security of these materials.

As Gov. Arnold Schwarzenegger put it in his address at our October conference, "Mistakes are made in every
other human endeavor. Why should nuclear weapons be exempt?" To underline the governor's point, on Aug.
29-30, 2007, six cruise missiles armed with nuclear warheads were loaded on a U.S. Air Force plane, flown
across the country and unloaded. For 36 hours, no one knew where the warheads were, or even that they were
missing.
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e Start a dialogue, including within NATO and with Russia, on consolidating the nuclear weapons
designed for forward deployment to enhance their security, and as a first step toward careful accounting
for them and their eventual elimination. These smaller and more portable nuclear weapons are, given
their characteristics, inviting acquisition targets for terrorist groups.

o Strengthen the means of monitoring compliance with the nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) as a
counter to the global spread of advanced technologies. More progress in this direction is urgent, and
could be achieved through requiring the application of monitoring provisions (Additional Protocols)
designed by the IAEA to all signatories of the NPT.

e Adopt a process for bringing the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty (CTBT) into effect, which would
strengthen the NPT and aid international monitoring of nuclear activities. This calls for a bipartisan
review, first, to examine improvements over the past decade of the international monitoring system to
identify and locate explosive underground nuclear tests in violation of the CTBT; and, second, to assess
the technical progress made over the past decade in maintaining high confidence in the reliability, safety
and effectiveness of the nation's nuclear arsenal under a test ban. The Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
Organization is putting in place new monitoring stations to detect nuclear tests -- an effort the U.S should
urgently support even prior to ratification.

In parallel with these steps by the U.S. and Russia, the dialogue must broaden on an international scale,
including non-nuclear as well as nuclear nations.

Key subjects include turning the goal of a world without nuclear weapons into a practical enterprise among
nations, by applying the necessary political will to build an international consensus on priorities. The
government of Norway will sponsor a conference in February that will contribute to this process.

Another subject: Developing an international system to manage the risks of the nuclear fuel cycle. With the
growing global interest in developing nuclear energy and the potential proliferation of nuclear enrichment
capabilities, an international program should be created by advanced nuclear countries and a strengthened
IAEA. The purpose should be to provide for reliable supplies of nuclear fuel, reserves of enriched uranium,
infrastructure assistance, financing, and spent fuel management -- to ensure that the means to make nuclear
weapons materials isn't spread around the globe.

There should also be an agreement to undertake further substantial reductions in U.S. and Russian nuclear
forces beyond those recorded in the U.S.-Russia Strategic Offensive Reductions Treaty. As the reductions
proceed, other nuclear nations would become involved.

President Reagan's maxim of "trust but verify" should be reaffirmed. Completing a verifiable treaty to prevent
nations from producing nuclear materials for weapons would contribute to a more rigorous system of
accounting and security for nuclear materials.

We should also build an international consensus on ways to deter or, when required, to respond to, secret
attempts by countries to break out of agreements.

Progress must be facilitated by a clear statement of our ultimate goal. Indeed, this is the only way to build the
kind of international trust and broad cooperation that will be required to effectively address today's threats.
Without the vision of moving toward zero, we will not find the essential cooperation required to stop our
downward spiral.

In some respects, the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons is like the top of a very tall mountain. From the
vantage point of our troubled world today, we can't even see the top of the mountain, and it is tempting and
easy to say we can't get there from here. But the risks from continuing to go down the mountain or standing
pat are too real to ignore. We must chart a course to higher ground where the mountaintop becomes more
visible.

Mr. Shultz was secretary of state from 1982 to 1989. Mr. Perry was secretary of defense from 1994 to 1997.
Mr. Kissinger was secretary of state from 1973 to 1977. Mr. Nunn is former chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee.

The following participants in the Hoover-NTI conference also endorse the view in this statement: General
John Abizaid, Graham Allison, Brooke Anderson, Martin Anderson, Steve Andreasen, Mike Armacost,
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Bruce Blair, Matt Bunn, Ashton Carter, Sidney Drell, General Vladimir Dvorkin, Bob Einhorn, Mark
Fitzpatrick, James Goodby, Rose Gottemoeller, Tom Graham, David Hamburg, Siegfried Hecker, Tom
Henriksen, David Holloway, Raymond Jeanloz, Ray Juzaitis, Max Kampelman, Jack Matlock, Michael
McFaul, John McLaughlin, Don Oberdorfer, Pavel Podvig, William Potter, Richard Rhodes, Joan
Rohlfing, Harry Rowen, Scott Sagan, Roald Sagdeev, Abe Sofaer, Richard Solomon, and Philip Zelikow.

How to Protect Our Nuclear Deterrent
January 19, 2010

The four of us have come together, now joined by many others, to support a global effort to reduce reliance on
nuclear weapons, to prevent their spread into potentially dangerous hands, and ultimately to end them as a
threat to the world. We do so in recognition of a clear and threatening development.

The accelerating spread of nuclear weapons, nuclear know-how, and nuclear material has brought us to a
tipping point. We face a very real possibility that the deadliest weapons ever invented could fall into
dangerous hands.

But as we work to reduce nuclear weaponry and to realize the vision of a world without nuclear weapons, we
recognize the necessity to maintain the safety, security and reliability of our own weapons. They need to be
safe so they do not detonate unintentionally; secure so they cannot be used by an unauthorized party; and
reliable so they can continue to provide the deterrent we need so long as other countries have these weapons.
This is a solemn responsibility, given the extreme consequences of potential failure on any one of these
counts.

For the past 15 years these tasks have been successfully performed by the engineers and scientists at the
nation's nuclear-weapons production plants and at the three national laboratories (Lawrence Livermore in
California, Los Alamos in New Mexico, and Sandia in New Mexico and California). Teams of gifted people,
using increasingly powerful and sophisticated equipment, have produced methods of certifying that the
stockpile meets the required high standards. The work of these scientists has enabled the secretary of defense
and the secretary of energy to certify the safety, security and the reliability of the U.S. nuclear stockpile every
year since the certification program was initiated in 1995.

The three labs in particular should be applauded for the success they have achieved in extending the life of
existing weapons. Their work has led to important advances in the scientific understanding of nuclear
explosions and obviated the need for underground nuclear explosive tests.

Yet there are potential problems ahead, as identified by the Strategic Posture Commission led by former
Defense Secretaries Perry and James R. Schlesinger. This commission, which submitted its report to Congress
last year, calls for significant investments in a repaired and modernized nuclear weapons infrastructure and
added resources for the three national laboratories.

These investments are urgently needed to undo the adverse consequences of deep reductions over the past five
years in the laboratories’ budgets for the science, technology and engineering programs that support and
underwrite the nation's nuclear deterrent. The United States must continue to attract, develop and retain the
outstanding scientists, engineers, designers and technicians we will need to maintain our nuclear arsenal,
whatever its size, for as long as the nation's security requires it.

This scientific capability is equally important to the long-term goal of achieving and maintaining a world free
of nuclear weapons—uwith all the attendant expertise on verification, detection, prevention and enforcement
that is required.

Our recommendations for maintaining a safe, secure and reliable nuclear arsenal are consistent with the
findings of a recently completed technical study commissioned by the National Nuclear Security
Administration in the Department of Energy. This study was performed by JASON, an independent defense
advisory group of senior scientists who had full access to the pertinent classified information.
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The JASON study found that the "[l]ifetimes of today's nuclear warheads could be extended for decades, with
no anticipated loss in confidence, by using approaches similar to those employed in Life Extension Programs
to date." But the JASON scientists also expressed concern that "[a]ll options for extending the life of the
nuclear weapons stockpile rely on the continuing maintenance and renewal of expertise and capabilities in
science, technology, engineering, and production unique to the nuclear weapons program.” The study team
said it was "concerned that this expertise is threatened by lack of program stability, perceived lack of mission
importance, and degradation of the work environment."

These concerns can and must be addressed by providing adequate and stable funding for the program.
Maintaining high confidence in our nuclear arsenal is critical as the number of these weapons goes down. It is
also consistent with and necessary for U.S. leadership in nonproliferation, risk reduction, and arms reduction
goals.

By providing for the long-term investments required, we also strengthen trust and confidence in our technical
capabilities to take the essential steps needed to reduce nuclear dangers throughout the globe. These steps
include preventing proliferation and preventing nuclear weapons or weapons-usable material from getting into
dangerous hands.

If we are to succeed in avoiding these dangers, increased international cooperation is vital. As we work to
build this cooperation, our friends and allies, as well as our adversaries, will take note of our own actions in
the nuclear arena. Providing for this nation's defense will always take precedence over all other priorities.

Departures from our existing stewardship strategies should be taken when they are essential to maintain a safe,
secure and effective deterrent. But as our colleague Bill Perry noted in his preface to America's Strategic
Posture report, we must "move in two parallel paths—one path which reduces nuclear dangers by maintaining
our deterrence, and the other which reduces nuclear dangers through arms control and international programs
to prevent proliferation.” Given today's threats of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism, these are not
mutually exclusive imperatives. To protect our nation's security, we must succeed in both.

Beyond our concern about our own stockpile, we have a deep security interest in ensuring that all nuclear
weapons everywhere are resistant to accidental detonation and to detonation by terrorists or other
unauthorized users. We should seek a dialogue with other states that possess nuclear weapons and share our
safety and security concepts and technologies consistent with our own national security.

Mr. Shultz was secretary of state from 1982 to 1989. Mr. Perry was secretary of defense from 1994 to 1997.
Mr. Kissinger was secretary of state from 1973 to 1977. Mr. Nunn is former chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee.

Deterrence in the Age of Nuclear Proliferation
March 7, 2011

As long as there has been war, there have been efforts to deter actions a nation considers threatening. Until
fairly recently, this meant building a military establishment capable of intimidating the adversary, defeating
him or making his victory more costly than the projected gains. This, with conventional weapons, took time.
Deterrence and war strategy were identical.

The advent of the nuclear weapon introduced entirely new factors. It was possible, for the first time, to inflict
at the beginning of a war the maximum casualties. The doctrine of mutual assured destruction represented this
reality. Deterrence based on nuclear weapons, therefore, has three elements:

e It is importantly psychological, depending on calculations for which there is no historical experience. It
is therefore precarious.

e It is devastating. An unrestrained nuclear exchange between superpowers could destroy civilized life as
we know it in days.

e Mutual assured destruction raises enormous inhibitions against employing the weapons.
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Since the first use of nuclear weapons against Japan, neither of the superpowers, nor any other country, has
used nuclear weapons in a war. A gap opened between the psychological element of deterrence and the risks
most leaders were willing to incur. U.S. defense leaders made serious efforts to give the president more
flexible options for nuclear use short of global annihilation. They never solved the problem, and it was always
recognized that Washington and Moscow both held the keys to unpredictable and potentially catastrophic
escalations.

As a result, nuclear deterrence was useful in preventing only the most catastrophic scenarios that would have
threatened our survival. But even with the deployment of thousands of nuclear weapons on both sides of the
Iron Curtain, the Soviet moves into Hungary in 1956 and Czechoslovakia in 1968 were not deterred. Nor were
the numerous crises involving Berlin, including the building of the Wall in 1961, or major wars in Korea and
Vietnam, or the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan in 1979. In the case of the Soviet Union, nuclear weapons did
not prevent collapse or regime change.

Today, the Cold War is almost 20 years behind us, but many leaders and publics cannot conceive of
deterrence without a strategy of mutual assured destruction. We have written previously that reliance on this
strategy is becoming increasingly hazardous. With the spread of nuclear weapons, technology, materials and
know - how, there is an increasing risk that nuclear weapons will be used.

It is not possible to replicate the high - risk stability that prevailed between the two nuclear superpowers
during the Cold War in such an environment. The growing number of nations with nuclear arms and differing
motives, aims and ambitions poses very high and unpredictable risks and increased instability.

From 1945 to 1991, America and the Soviet Union were diligent, professional, but also lucky that nuclear
weapons were never used. Does the world want to continue to bet its survival on continued good fortune with
a growing number of nuclear nations and adversaries globally?

Can we devise and successfully implement with other nations, including other nuclear powers, careful,
cooperative concepts to safely dismount the nuclear tiger while strengthening the capacity to assure our
security and that of allies and other countries considered essential to our national security?

Recently, the four of us met at the Hoover Institution with a group of policy experts to discuss the possibilities
for establishing a safer and more comprehensive form of deterrence and prevention in a world where the roles
and risks of nuclear weapons are reduced and ultimately eliminated. Our broad conclusion is that nations
should move forward together with a series of conceptual and practical steps toward deterrence that do not
rely primarily on nuclear weapons or nuclear threats to maintain international peace and security.

The first step is to recognize that there is a daunting new spectrum of global security threats.

These threats include chemical, biological and radiological weapons, catastrophic terrorism and cyber warfare,
as well as natural disasters resulting from climate change or other environmental problems, and health -

related crises. For the United States and many other nations, existential threats relating to the very survival of
the state have diminished, largely because of the end of the Cold War and the increasing realization that our
common interests greatly exceed our differences. However, an accident or mistake involving nuclear weapons,
or nuclear terrorism fueled by the spread of nuclear weapons, nuclear materials, and nuclear know - how, is
still a very real risk. An effective strategy to deal with these dangers must be developed.

The second step is the realization that continued reliance on nuclear weapons as the principal element for
deterrence is encouraging, or at least excusing, the spread of these weapons, and will inevitably erode the
essential cooperation necessary to avoid proliferation, protect nuclear materials and deal effectively with new
threats.

Third, the U.S. and Russia have no basis for maintaining a structure of deterrence involving nuclear weapons
deployed in ways that increase the danger of an accidental or unauthorized use of a nuclear weapon, or even a
deliberate nuclear exchange based on a false warning.

Reducing the number of operationally deployed strategic nuclear warheads and delivery vehicles with
verification to the levels set by the New Start Treaty is an important step in reducing nuclear risks. Deeper
nuclear reductions and changes in nuclear force posture involving the two nations should remain a priority.
Further steps must include short - range tactical nuclear weapons.
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Fourth, as long as nuclear weapons exist, America must retain a safe, secure and reliable nuclear stockpile
primarily to deter a nuclear attack and to reassure our allies through extended deterrence. There is an inherent
limit to U.S. and Russian nuclear reductions if other nuclear weapon states build up their inventories or if new
nuclear powers emerge.

It is clear, however, that the U.S. and Russia—having led the nuclear buildup for decades—must continue to
lead the build - down. The U.S. and its NATO allies, together with Russia, must begin moving away from
threatening force postures and deployments including the retention of thousands of short - range battlefield
nuclear weapons. All conventional deployments should be reviewed from the aspect of provocation. This will
make America, Russia and Europe more secure. It will also set an example for the world.

Fifth, we recognize that for some nations, nuclear weapons may continue to appear relevant to their immediate
security. There are certain undeniable dynamics in play—for example, the emergence of a nuclear - armed
neighbor, or the perception of inferiority in conventional forces—that if not addressed could lead to the further
proliferation of nuclear weapons and an increased risk they will be used. Thus, while the four of us believe
that reliance on nuclear weapons for deterrence is becoming increasingly hazardous and decreasingly effective,
some nations will hesitate to draw or act on the same conclusion unless regional confrontations and conflicts
are addressed. We must therefore redouble our efforts to resolve these issues.

Achieving deterrence with assured security will require work by leaders and citizens on a range of issues,
beginning with a clearer understanding of existing and emerging security threats. The role of non - nuclear
means of deterrence to effectively prevent conflict and increase stability in troubled regions is a vital issue.
Changes to extended deterrence must be developed over time by the U.S. and allies working closely together.
Reconciling national perspectives on nuclear deterrence is a challenging problem, and comprehensive
solutions must be developed. A world without nuclear weapons will not simply be today’s world minus
nuclear weapons.

Nations can, however, begin moving now together toward a safer and more stable form of deterrence.
Progress must be made through a joint enterprise among nations, recognizing the need for greater cooperation,
transparency and verification to create the global political environment for stability and enhanced mutual
security. Ensuring that nuclear materials are protected globally in order to limit any country’s ability to
reconstitute nuclear weapons, and to prevent terrorists from acquiring the material to build a crude nuclear
bomb, is a top priority.

Moving from mutual assured destruction toward a new and more stable form of deterrence with decreasing
nuclear risks and an increasing measure of assured security for all nations could prevent our worst nightmare
from becoming a reality, and it could have a profoundly positive impact on the security of future generations.

Mr. Shultz was secretary of state from 1982 to 1989. Mr. Perry was secretary of defense from 1994 to 1997.
Mr. Kissinger was secretary of state from 1973 to 1977. Mr. Nunn is former chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee.
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Executive Summary

Clark Murdock
Center for Strategic and International Studies

Project Atom took a competitive strategies approach to its zero-based, “blue-sky” review
of U.S. nuclear strategy and force posture. Three independent think tank teams—the
Stimson Center, the Center for a New American Security (CNAS), and the National Institute
for Public Policy (NIPP)—addressed the fundamental issues:

* What should U.S. nuclear strategy be for the new era, defined as 2025-2050?
* What U.S. nuclear posture is needed to support that strategy?

Their analysis (which can be found in the appendices of this report) was uncon-
strained by current strategy (e.g., reducing the role of nuclear weapons in U.S. strategy)
and current policy (e.g., the prohibition against new nuclear weapons or new nuclear
capabilities), but was conducted within a common framework of assumptions about the
future security environment, likely technological trends, and resource constraints. After
leading the development of the common analytic framework and participating in the
debate among the think tank teams, I drafted a recommended nuclear strategy and
posture for 2025-2050, defended it at a half-day Project Atom working group meeting,
consulted with additional experts, and drafted the study report. The competitive strate-
gies approach, including the use of external (to the think tank teams) experts, was ex-
tremely helpful as I developed and refined my recommended nuclear strategy and
posture. Although many authors contributed to the Project Atom study effort (their work
isincluded in the appendices), I am solely responsible for the views expressed in the
main text of this final report.

2025-2050: Recommended U.S. Nuclear Strategy

The recommendations made here are based on two related propositions about what would
occur in the absence of an effective U.S. nuclear strategy to counteract these trends:

* The dynamics of the 2025-2050 security environment will cause further nuclear
proliferation—perhaps not to the 18 nuclear powers envisioned in an alternative
future, but higher than the 9 to 11 nuclear powers of the 2030 and beyond (2030+)
“Likely Future” assumed by the think tank teams.
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* The credibility of U.S. extended deterrence, as well as the assurance that U.S. allies
and friends derive from it, will decline significantly in 2025-2050, in part because of
the failure to prevent further nuclear proliferation.

A major stimulus for a faster rate of nuclear proliferation is U.S. conventional military
superiority. This causes nonnuclear nation-states (such as North Korea, Iran, Iraq, Syria,
and Libya) to pursue nuclear weapons as a counter or offset to U.S. military prowess. It also
leads nuclear-armed states with interests in opposition to the United States (Russia, for
sure, but perhaps China) to increase their reliance on nuclear weapons, much in the way
that the United States did during the Cold War. Although the margin of U.S. conventional
superiority has never been as great as often proclaimed and is declining relative to other
major powers, the prospect of a conventional-only war with the United States is a losing
proposition for any state. The value of nuclear weapons as a “trump card” for negating U.S.
conventional power was enhanced by the U.S. invasion of Iraq in 2003 to prevent Saddam
Hussein from acquiring a nuclear weapon. If the United States apparently believes that it
can be deterred by an adversary’s nuclear weapons, why wouldn’t a nonnuclear “regional
rogue” want one?

More nuclear-armed regional adversaries (to the United States and its allies) and in-
creased reliance on nuclear weapons by major powers in competition with the United
States will lead U.S. nonnuclear allies to rely more on U.S. extended nuclear deterrence.
However, the credibility of U.S. extended deterrence will have been weakened by the
failure of U.S.-led efforts to prevent the nuclear proliferation that led to the increased
demand from its allies for help in deterring nuclear-armed adversaries. This vicious
cycle is likely to continue unless the United States moves forcefully to counter it, which, in
my judgment, requires a U.S. nuclear strategy designed for twenty-first century realities.
Adoption of the recommended strategy could limit projected nuclear proliferation to
the greater Middle East and prevent it from spreading to Northeast Asia, Europe, and
elsewhere.

DISCRIMINATE NUCLEAR OPTIONS

The scenarios for nuclear employment have changed greatly since the “balance of ter-
ror” between the two global superpowers. In “the second nuclear age,” potential U.S.
adversaries are thinking through how they might actually employ a nuclear weapon,
both early in a conflict and in a discriminate manner, to get the United States to “back
off” in a conflict. U.S. nuclear forces were designed for a global conflict involving the
exchange of thousands of high-yield weapons, not limited exchanges of low-yield weap-
ons. Since most U.S. nuclear response options are large, “dirty,” and inflict significant
collateral damage, the United States might be “self-deterred” and not respond “in kind”
to discriminate nuclear attacks. U.S. conventional superiority establishes escalation
control for the United States at the conventional level and causes its adversaries to
think about breaking the nuclear threshold. The United States needs discriminate nuclear
options at all rungs of the nuclear escalation ladder to make that option unattractive

as well.
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FORWARD-DEPLOYED U.S. NUCLEAR WEAPONS

“Coupling” U.S. security to the security of its allies was always a huge challenge during the
Cold War. Although U.S. nuclear strategy and employment policy changed from massive
retaliation to flexible response, it was the presence of 7,000 U.S. nuclear weapons in Europe
that ensured that any major conflict in the European region would escalate rapidly to
nuclear war. And the United States deployed hundreds of nuclear weapons in South Korea
(and about 3,000 nonstrategic nuclear weapons in the Pacific region) to underscore its
extended deterrence commitments there. This encirclement by forward-based U.S. nuclear
weapons worked during the Cold War and was largely dismantled after the Cold War
ended.

When security anxieties are acute, “reassurance” or “assurance” is most reliably
provided by credible extended deterrence—if the adversaries of American allies are
deterred, the allies will be assured. Deterring regional adversaries from “going nuclear”
requires credible nuclear responses to their nuclear attack options. Forward deploying a
robust set of discriminate nuclear response options conveys the message that the United
States will “respond in kind” and proportionately to nuclear attacks on its allies. The
credibility of that message is reinforced because the U.S. homeland would not be en-
gaged in the U.S. response to a nuclear attack on a regional ally, which leaves the burden
on the regional aggressor to escalate to the level of “homeland exchanges.” The price,
however, for this more credible U.S. “nuclear umbrella,” is likely to be the ally’s willing-
ness to host U.S. nuclear weapons. This is what will constitute “nuclear burden sharing” in
2025-2050.

The nuclear strategy being recommended here is called “Measured Response.” This is
not a new strategy; it is grounded in the U.S. strategy of escalation control that evolved as
the United States turned away from the “massive retaliation” strategy of the 1950s and
adopted “flexible response.” It’s about ensuring that there are no gaps in U.S. nuclear
response options that would prevent it from retaliating proportionately to any employment
of a nuclear weapon against the United States and its allies. U.S. conventional superiority
lowers the nuclear threshold because it tempts conventionally weaker adversaries to early
(rather than as a last resort) employment of a nuclear weapon in order to avoid adverse
results at the conventional level. By having a robust set of proportionate nuclear responses,
the United States raises the nuclear threshold because it reduces the attractiveness of
nuclear escalation. This may seem paradoxical, to be sure, but paradoxes seem to be en-
demic to any nuclear age.

2025-2050;: Recommended Nuclear Posture

As it shapes its nuclear forces for coping with 2025-2050 realities, the United States needs to
address its inferiority (with Russia) in nonstrategic nuclear forces (NSNF, but also known as
“tactical nuclear weapons” or TNWs) by developing a robust set of discriminate nuclear
options and forward-deployable nuclear weapons. While I do not believe that the United
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States needs to match Russia quantitatively, I do believe that Russia’s qualitative superior-
ity in NSNF does undercut the proposed Measured Response strategy.

The two primary missions for U.S. nuclear weapons are deterrence and extended
deterrence, and the future force should be structured accordingly. In order to execute its
Measured Response strategy, the nuclear forces for both deterrence and extended deter-
rence should have low-yield, accurate, special-effects options that can respond proportion-
ately at the lower end of the nuclear continuum.

» Strategic deterrent force (SDF), consisting of Ohio-replacement class submarines,
Minuteman III ICBMs (or a follow-on ground-based strategic deterrent [GBSD]) and
B-52s and B-2s (and a new nuclear-capable bomber at some point), is the highly
survivable, assured destruction force that is the foundation on which U.S. nuclear
deterrence resides. This is the “strategic triad” that deterred the Soviet Union during
the Cold War and it provides the United States its “nuclear shadow.”

* Discriminate employment options, delivered both by gravity bombs and a new
cruise missile, would be provided by the same suite of air-delivered discriminate
warheads used for extended deterrence.

» Extended deterrent force (EDF), consisting of forward-based and rapidly deployable
dual-capable aircraft would enable both permanent and temporary “coupling” of
the U.S. nuclear deterrent to host-nation security.

* Dual-capable F-35As (based on land) and F-35Cs (based on carriers) would
provide visible manifestations of U.S. extended deterrence and allied burden
sharing.

* Discriminate employment options would be provided by a suite of low-yield,
special-effects warheads (low collateral, enhanced radiation, earth penetration,
electromagnetic pulse, and others as technology advances), including possibly a
smaller, shorter-range cruise missile that could be delivered by F-35s.

In this recommended 2025-2050 nuclear posture, bombers serve as an all-purpose
hedge force that can enable, complement, and hedge for the other three “legs” (submarine-
launched ballistic missiles [SLBMs], intercontinental ballistic missiles [ICBMs], and dual-
capable F-35s). They provide extended-deterrence presence and discriminate nuclear
options in regions where there are no forward-based or deployed F-35s. They can also
provide weapons and mobility to deploying F-35As. As the traditional complement to
SLBMs and ICBMs in the SDF, bombers are the most flexible leg of the strategic triad and
can be used for signaling.

The time frame 2025-2050 is too far into the future to project specific numbers. How-
ever, the following are offered as guidelines for sizing the future U.S. nuclear force:

* Maintain rough parity with Russia.

¢ Maintain nuclear superiority over China.
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* Maintain sufficient capability to cope simultaneously with nuclear-armed “regional
rogues.”

* Maintain a smaller stockpile, which is enabled by a responsive infrastructure.

The capabilities envisioned for this recommended nuclear posture include weapons
intended to deter discriminate nuclear attacks at the lower end of the nuclear continuum;
forward-based and forward-deployable delivery systems intended for extended deterrence,
and assured destruction weapons that have intercontinental range, larger payloads, and
are deployed in numbers sufficient to ensure stability and survivability. These are the
right capabilities for nuclear deterrence in the twenty-first century because they counter
the “nuclear offset” that U.S. adversaries might adopt for coping with U.S. conventional
superiority.
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