Annex II 9 ¥av, 2003

Chairman’s factual summary

1. States parties reaffirmed that the Treaty on the Non-Proiiferation of Nuclear Weapons is the
comerstone of the global nun-proliteration regime and the essential foundation for the pursuit
of nuclear disarmament. In the current international ¢limate, where security and stability were
incressingly challenged, both globally and regionally, by the proliferation of weapons of mass
destrucrion and their means <@ delivery. preserving and strengtheming the Non-Proliferation
Treatv was vital to peace and sceurity.

3. States parties stressed their commitment to the effective implementation of the objectives
of the Treaty. the decisions and the resolution of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference
adopted without a vote, and the Final Document of the 2000 Review C unterence, adopied by
COMSENsUs.

3. States parties restfimed that the Trealy rests on three pillars: non-proliferation,
disarmament and peaceful nuclear cooperzzion. 1t was also reaffimmed that each amicle of the
Treaty is binding on the respective States parties at all times and in all eircumstances. [t is
imperative that all States parties be beid fully accountudle with respect to the st
compliance with all of their obligatons under the Treaty.

4, States parties stressed the increasingly gruve threat to the Treaty and intemanonal secunty
posed by the proliferatior. of weapons ui mass destruetion, nuctear, biological and chemical,
and ther means of delivery. us well as the possibinty that non-state actors might gain aceess
to these wespons. The tragic events of 11 Sepiember, 2001 highlighted the dange:s of
weapons of mass destruction falling into the hands of terronsts. The gravity of this threat
reinforces the peed to strengrhen the Treaty, States partics alse cxpressed the view that the
Treaty can only tulfill its role if there is confidence in 1w compliance by all States parties.
Recent challenges to the Treaty and to the nuclear non-prolileratiun regime have further
increased the necessity of full compliance and the need to actively work towards universal
adherence. [n this respect, States parties expressed the readiness W reinforee the etficiency of
the regime, as well as instruments and procedures to react o cases of non-comphiance. Some
States parties suggested that recommerdations for the 2005 Review Confercnce should be
examined in this ares. It was also remarked that all States parties have a respensibility for
addressing non-compliznce and that the price of proliferation is unacceptably high.

5. It was stressed that the best way to strengthen the nuclear non-proliferation regime was
through full compliance by all States parties with all of the provisions of the Treaty. While
recoenizing and supporting the legitimate right of all States to utilize the atom for peaceful
surposcs, ownership of the capability thar could be utilized o develop nuclear weapons places
a special responsibility on the States concemncd to bujld cenfidence with the international
community that would remove any concerns about nuclear weapons proliferation. Such States
need to ensure that the Intornational Atomic Energy Agency is able to venfy thai these
capabilities are being used for peaceful purposes only, including through the mechanisms
available under the Additional Protocol tor strengthened safeguards.

6. Multilateralism was emphasized as 2 core principle in the area of disarmament and non-
proliferation with a view to maintaining and strengthening universal norms and enlargng
their scope. Strong suppart was expressed for the enforcement ol existing multilateral reas.es.



The need to seek treaties and other intemmational agreements that respond 10 today’s threats to
peace and stability was underlined. Support was expressed for the Seeurity Counci] o take
effective action to deal with non-compliance with weapens of mass destruction undertakings.

7. States parties welcomed the accession of Cuba, as well as of Timor Leste. as State parties
to the Treaty. which brings the Treaty closer to its umversality,

8. States parties further stressed that continued support to achieve universality of the Treaty
was essential. Concern was expressed abuoat the ongoing development of nuclear weapons and
missile programmes in different regions, including those of States not parties to the Treaty.
States parties called upon States outside the Treaty — India, Israel and Pakistan — to accede
unconditionally to the Treaty as non-nuclear-weapon States, promptly and without condition,
and bring into force the required comprehensive safeguards agreements. together with the
Model Additional Pratocol, for ensuring nuelear non-proliferation, and 1o reverse clearly and
urgently any policies to pursue anv nuglear weapons development or deployment and to
refrain from any action that could undermine regional and international peace and security
and the efforts of the internatioow] community towards nuclear disarmament and the
prevention of nuclear weapons »rolilvration.

9. The view was expressed that the Trezty should be seen in its larger context of eoherent
commitments and credible progress towards nuclear disarmament. Without the tulfillment of
Article VI over time. the Treaty, in whick nen-prodieration and disarmament were mutually
interdependent and reintorcing, would luse its trye value.

10. The importance of increased rransparency with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities
and the implementation of agreements pursuant to Article V1. and as a voluntary confidence-
building measure to support further aro gress or nuclear disarmament, was confitned. It was
emphasized that accountability and transparency of nuclear disarmamen! measures by all
States parties remained the main criteria with which 1o evaluate the Treary's vperation, The
nuclear-weapon States were called upen to Increase transparency and accountability with
regard 10 their nuclear weapons zrsenals and their implementation of disarmament measurcs,

11. States parties remained committed to implementing Article VI of the Treaty and
paragraphs 3 and 4 {c) of the 1995 Decision on “Principles and objectives of nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament™ and the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference, in
particular the unequivocal undenaking and the thirteen practical steps for sysiematic and
progressive efforts to implernent nuclear disarmament that were agreed to. Disappointment
continued to be expressed in the progress made in unplementing these steps, notwithstanding
the recognition of the incremental nature of the process involved. It wus also noted that the
goal of nuclear disarmamcnt could best be achieved through a serics of balanced, incremental
and reintorcing steps. States parties stressed the impertance of irreversibility in this context.
Concern was expressed that despite the intentions of. and past achievements in, bilateral and

unilateral reducrions, the total number of nuclear weapons deployed and stockpiled still
amaunts to thousands.

I3, The nuclear-wespon States reiterated their comutment to nuclear disarmament and
informed other States parties of their respective measures taken in accordance with Article VI
ot the Treaty, for example, reductions of nuclear weapons arsenals, reduced reliance on
nuclear weapons. and that new nuclear weapons were not being developed. In particular, the
Russian Federation and the United States of Ameriea made a joint submission to the




Preparatory Committee on the Treaty on Strategic Offensive Reductions {Moscow Treaty)
signed by the Russian Federation and the United States of America on 24 May, 2002. The
Treaty provides for legally binding reductions of strategic nuclear warheads by two thirds in
comparison to the level established under the START Treaty. Several States parties welcomed
the Maoscow Treatv us a significant step toward nuclear disarmament and strategic stability.
The hape was expressed that the Treaty would enter into torce at an early date. Other
achievements 1n nuclear disammament over the past 20 years through unilateral and bilateral
measures were also emphasized. France indicated that it was pursuing dismantlement of its
fissile material installations and had dismantled its nuclear weapons testing site. The United
Kingdom announced that it was taking forward work on the verificanion ol nuclear
disarmament. China presented a Working Paper on its basic posiions on  nuclear
disarmament.

13. Concern and uncertainty about existing nuclear arsenals, new approaches to the future role
of nuclear weapuns, as wel! ag the possible development of new generations of nuclear
weapons were expressed. With resard to the Moscow Treaty, the view was expressad that
reductiung in deployments and in cperational status cannot substituate for imeversible cuts i,
and the total clinunation of, nue.ar wWeapaons.

4. Stronp support was expressed for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Tes:-Ban Treaty., as
reflected in the Fipul Declaration adopted ar the Conference on Facilitating the Entry into
Force of the CTBT1 in November 2001, and in the Joint Ministerial Statement on the CTBT,
luunched by the CTBT Foreign Mimisters’™ Meeting organized by Australia. lapan and the
Netherlands in September 2002, The imparance and urgency of the early entry into force of
the T'reaty was underscored. States which had not ratified the Treaty. especially those
remaining 13 States whose ratification was necessary, and in particular those twe remaiming
nuclear-weapon States whose ratification was a prerequisite for its entry-into-force, were
urged to do so without delav. Strong hope was expressed that more countries will sign and
ratity the Treaty between now and the 2003 Conference en Facilitaring the Entry into Force to
be held un 3-5 September in Vienna. States parties reaffirmed the !mportance 6 maintaimng a
moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other nuclear explosions and noted the
progress made by the Preparatery Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty Organization (n establishing the intermational monitoring system.

5. The withdrawal from the Ant-Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM} by the United States of
America ard its dectsion on the development of misstle defense swstems was noted. Certain
concems were axpressed that the withdrawal has brought an additional clement of uncertainty
to intemational security, has impacted negatively on strategic stability, and will have negative
consequences on nuclear disarmament and non-proliferziion. Concern was also expressed
about the risk of 2 new arms race on earth and in outer space. It was noted that the JTont
Dectaration by the Russian Federation and the United States of America signed in May 2002
confirms close interconnection between strategic ottensive and defensive armaments.

16. The importance of further reductions in noen-strategic nuclear weapons, based on unilateral
initiati~es and as an integral part of the nuctear arms reducton ard disarmament process, was
emphasized. There were calis for the fcrmalization and incressed transparency in the
implementation of the Presicential Nuclear Imitiatives of 1991 and 1992 of the Russian
Federativn and the United States of America on reducing non-strategic nuclear weapons. It
was also pointed owt that substantial reductions of non-strategic nuclear weapons had taken
place through unilateral actions. and that the dismantling of these weapons under the 1991




Presidential Nuciear initiative hud been partly concluded. It was stressed by some States
parties thal non-strategic weapons must be further reduced in & transparent, accountabie,
veritiable and irreversible manner, and that negotiations should begin on further reductions of
those weapons as soon as possible. Substantive proposals were made on tlus 1ssue. [t was
argued that these propusals would also serve the purpose of helping to ensure that terrorists
would not be able to sein access to non-strategic nuclear weapons, and the importance of
enhancing security of rransport and stersge with regard to these weapons was also
emphasizal. A view was expressed that the issue of non-strategic nuclear weapons is of a
comprehensive nature and is linked to other aspects of strategiv stzbility and therefore cannot
be considered separately trom other types of weapons.

7. States pacties emphasized that the commencement of negotialions on a non-
diseriminatory, multiiateral and internationally and ctfectively ventiable treaty banning the
production of fissilc material for nuciear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, in
accordance with the Shannon report and the mandate contained therein, was the next logical
step in the process of nuclear disarmament. States that had not yet done so were cailed upon
to declare moratora on the producticn of fissile matenial tor nuclear weapons or other nuclear
explosive devices, The Conference on Disarmament was urged (o agree on a programme of
work. States parties reiterated the agreement to establish 2 subsidiary body to deal with
nuclear dissmmament. States parties encouraged the Conference on Disarmament to overcome
the impasse so that the Conference may resume its substantive work. [n tis regard, Sates
parties touk note of a cross-group effort to develop a progranune of work.

18. The importance of atrangements by all nuclear-weapon States o place, as s00m as
practicable, fissile material designated by each of them as no longer required for military
purpases, urder IAEA or other relevant international venfication, and arrangements for the
dispusition ot such material for peaceful purposes was stressed. Some nuclear-weapen Siates
reported on the actions they have taken in this regard.

19, It was noted :hat the first phase of the Trilateral Initiative — involving [AEA, the Russian
Federation and the United States of America — for placing excess nuclear materials from
dismantied weapons under international safeguards was successfully completed by September
2002 A model legal framuework has been agreed that is now available to bu used in new
verification agreements between the IAEA and the Russian Federation or the United States of
America. The Russian Federation and the United States of America were urged to approach
the IAEA to carry out the venfication requirements set forth in the Plutonium Management
and Disposition Agreement signed by the two States. The Agency was urged to continue
research and development intw the practical aspects of verifying plutonium declared excess to
military use. Consideration should alse e given to the possibie inclusion of other nuclear-
weapon States. States parties were informed by the United States of America of the placement
of fssile muterial under [AEA sateguards. [t was also noted that several hundred tons of
fissile material had been removed rom military stockpilus and would be disposed of so that
is no longer usable in nuctezr weapons. Progress was welcomed in agreements for disposing
of highly ¢uriched uranivm and plutenium. The G-8 Global Partnership announcement in June
2002 was highlighted as a positive contribution toward cooperation in reducing threats from
all weapons of mass destruction through practical initiatives. Some States parties also noted
the safeguards experience of TALA in verifying nuclear materials and expressed the view that
the Agency could play an important role in verifying nuclear disarmament agreements.




20. The view was held that the amainment of a nuclear-weapon-free world should be
accompanied by the pursuit of other effective arms control agreements at the global and also
particularly at the repicnal level. 10 ling with the goal of seneral and complete disarmament.

21. Many Staies parties recalled that regular reports should be submined by all States parties
on the implementation of Article V1 as outlined in paragraph 3, subparagraph 12, of the 2000
Final Document. It was stressed that such reperting would promote increased confidence in
the overail nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty regime through transparency. It was also
expressed that such transparency provides valuable means to address and respond to
compliance concems. Stater parties recognized the value of reports and used them in
substaritive deliberation, in line with their wish for enhanced interaction.

22. States parties recalled the 2000 Final Document and the request that all States parties,
particutarly the nuclear-weapon States. the States of the Middle East and other interested
States, should report to the United Nations Secretary-General, to the President of the 2005
Review Conference, as well as the Chairpersons of the Preparatory Committee meetings to be
held in advance of that Conference, on the steps that thev had taken to promote the
achievernent of 4 nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle £ast and the realization of the goals
and objectives of the 1995 resolution an the Middie Fast.

23. Support was expressed for the concept of internationally recogmzed nuclear-weapon-free
zones (NWFZs) estabirshed on the basis of arrangements treely apived at among States in the
regions concerned. The contiibution of such zones to enhancing zlobal and regional peace and
security, including the cause of giobal muclear non-prodcraton, was emphasized. [t was
noted that the number of States covered by the nuclear-weapon-free zones has now exceeded
100, The establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones created by the Treaties of Tlateloleo,
Rarotonga. Bangkok and Pelindaba was considered as a posinve step towards attaining the
objective of global nuclear disarmament. Cuba’s accession to the Tlatelelco Treaty was
welcomed, as it made the nuclear-weapon-free zone n Latin Amenca and the Canbbean
complete. The impertance of the entry into force of all the existing nuclear-weapon-tree zone
treaties was stressed. Support for Mongolia's nuclear-weapon-tree status was also reiterated.
Etiorts aumed at cstablishing new nuclear-weapon-iree zones in ditferent regons of the world
were Welcomed. Some States parties were encourapged by the fact that Central Asian countrics
had been engaged in consultations and reached a draft agreement i0 establish a nuclear-
weapun-free zone in the region, which would contribute w tegional security and the
prevention of ouclear terronism. Hope was expressed that che consultations between the
Centrai Asian States and the ouclear-weapon Siates would Tead to a successful outcome. In
this context, Central Asian and South-Fast Asian States were invited 10 respond 1o nucleat-
weapon States” comments and suggestions. States parties noted that no progress had been
achieved in the establishment of nuctear-weapon-free zones in the Middle East, South Asia
and other regions.

24. On the issue of uyruversality, States parties reaffimmed the imponance of the reseiution on
the Middle East adupted by the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and recognized that
the resolution remained valid until its goals and ebjectives were achicved. The resolution was
an essential element of the cutceme of the 1995 Conference and of the basis on which the
Treaty on the Nup-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons had been indefinitely extended without a
vole in 1995, States parties reiterated their support for the esiahlishment ot a Middle East
zone free ot nuclear weapons as well as other weapons of mass destruction. States parties
noted that all States of the region of the Middle East, with the exception of Israel, were States
parties to the MNon-Proliferation Treaty, States parties cailed upon Israel to accede to the




Treaty as soon as possible and o place s nuclear facilities under comprehensive [AEA
sateguards. Sume States partics att'rmed the importance of establishing a mechanism within
itte Mon-Proliferation Treaty review process 1o promote Lthe implementation of the (993
resofution on the Middle East.

25. Some States parties noted the “road map™ - the authoritative intenational plan for peace
developed by the Quartet Group of the United States, the LUnited Nations, the European Lnion
and the Russian Federation - delivered on 30 April 2003 A view was expressed, that the
“pad map” could be an important step in the direction of the establishment of 2 Middle East
zone free of nuclear weapons as well as other weapons of mass destruction.

26, States parties recalled that there remained unresolved questions regarding lIraq's
programmes of weapons of mass descruction and their means of delivery, and noted the
importance ot clarifying those outstanding issues. In this context, the view was expressed that
the objective of disarming [raq of its weapons of mass destruction capabilities in accordance
with United Nativns Sceurity Coumcil Resolution 687 {1991} reoresented a step toward
establishing in the Middle East a zane free of weapons of mass desiruction and their means of
delivery. Some Siates parties took note of the JAEA™s readiness to resurie its verification
activities in [raq.

27, States parties expressed coneern at the increased tension in South Asia and the continuing
rerenzion of nuclear weapons programmes and optiens by India and Pakistar. States parties
urged both States to accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty as non-nuclear-weapon States and
to place all their nuclear facilities under comprehensive TAEA safeguards. States parties noted
that borh States have declared moratoria on further testing and their willingness to enter into
legal commitments not to conduct any further nuclear testing by signing and ratifying the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Tesi-Ban Treaty, and both States were called upon te sign che
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. States parties noted the willingness expressed by
both States w0 participate in negotiations on a treaty banning the production ot fissile marenal
for nuclear weapons and ather nuclear explosive devices. Pending the conclusion of a legal
instrument, States parties urged both Siates to commit to a moratorium on the production of
such fissile material. The importance of the full implementation by both Stutes of Security
Council resojution 1172 (1998) was emphasized.

28, A wide range of concemns was expressed on the recent developments regurding the
Democrate People's Republic of Korea's nuclear issue. In 1715 repard. States parties called
upon the DPRK to show its political will to cooperate with the intemational community in
increasing mutual confidence. [n particular, States parties cxpressed concemn about or
deplered the DPRKs nuclear weapons programme, which undermines peace and security on
the Korean Peninsula and bevond. States partics {elt that the DPRK's decision 1o withdraw
trom the Treatv sepresented a seriaus challenge to the global non-proliferation regime. States
parics cu.led upon the DPRK to dismantle its nuclear weapons programme in a prompt,
veritianle and irreversibic way. S:ates parties called for a denuclearized Korcan Peninsula and
urged the DPRK to recomsiwder its course of action and to comply with all sateguards
ubligations pursuant to the Treaty, They stressed that the DPRK nuclear issue should be
resulved peacetuilv, through diplomatic means, and urged the DPRK to take the necessary
action to de-escalate and improve the situation and to engage in talks with countnes
concerned in u responsible, foithcoming and constructive manner. States parties welcomed the
talks between the US, the DPRK and China held in Beijing from 23 to 25 Apni, 2003 and
expressed the hope that these 1alks would prove to be ar important first step towards
resolution of the DPRK nuclear issue. States parties believed that this issue should contiaue to
be dealt with multilaterally, with the participation of the concerned countries. The view was




expressed that the nuclear-weapon-free status of the Korean Peninsula should be maintained,
that the legitimate security concemns of the DPRK should be addressed, and thar the relevant
sides should exercise restraint and demanstrate sincerity and flexibility. The Preparatory
Committee took note of a staiement by the Chair at the first meeting of the Session related tw
the views of States parties on the DPRK s status in the Treaty,

29, [t was recalled that both the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and the 2000 Review
Conference had underscored the importance of security assurances. [t was further recalled that
the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference cails upon the Preparatory Committee to
make recommendations to the 3005 Review Conference on securily assurances. [ was
emphasized thal ncgative security assurances, a key bamis of the 1993 extension decision,
remained essential and should be tealtirmed. Many States parties reatfirmed that non-nuclear-
weapen States partics should he effectively assured by nuclear weapon States aguainst the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Reaffimmations were expressed of commitments under
Security Council resolution 984 (1995). Many States parties stressed that efforts to conclude a
universal, unconditional znd legally binding instrument on security assurances to non-nuclear-
weapon States should be pursucd as a matter of priority. Some States parlies were of the view
thar this could rake the form ol an agreement or protocol to the Treaty, without prejudice 10
the legallyv-binding security assurances alveady given by the five nuclear-weupen States in the
framework of the treaties reganding nuclear-weapon-free zones. Pending the conclusion of
such negotiations, the nuclear-weapon States were called upon to henour their COMITHIMENLS
under the respective Security Council resolutions. Concern was expressed that recent
developments might undermine commitments taken under the respective Secunity Council
resolutions. A view was held that the issue of security assurances was linked with fulnillment
of the Treaty obligations. Several States paries. including one nuclear-weaporn State,
emphasized the impartance of a no-first use policy. A proposal was alse made thar a rurther
subsidiary bodv be established to Main Committee [ a1 the 2005 Review Conference 10
address the issue of securily assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States.

30. States parties agreed (hat education on disarmament and non-proliferation was important
to strengthening disarmament and non-proliteration for future generations. In that cennection,
they welcomed recommendations for utilizing education it pursuit of this objective, which
were contained in the report of the United Nations Secretary-General on disarmament and
non-proliteration education, submitted by the Secretary General to the General Assembly at
its STth session. [t was recalled that the General Assembly. in its resolution 57/60 entitled
“United Nations study on disarmament and non-proliferation education”. conveyed the
recommendations “or implementation, as appropriate, by Member States, the U nited Nations
and other international organizations, civil society, non-governmental organizaiions and the
media. States parties were cncouraged to include in their education and ITaANing Programmes
information un the Treaty, including its Review Conferences and the work of States parties to
implement the Treaty.

31. States parties recognized IAEA safeguards as a fundamental pillar of the nuclear non-
profiterasion regime and commended the important work of the JAEA in implementing the
safusuards system o verify compliance with the non-proliferation obligations of the [reaty.
States parties reatficmed their convictions that 1AEA safeguards provide assurance that States
are complying with their undertakings, and also provide the mechanisim for States to
demonstrate this compliance. [AEA safeguards thereby promote further confidence among
States, help to strengthen their collective security and play a key role in preventing the
proliferation of nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices.
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32. States parties welcomed the etforts of the IAEA in strengthening safeguards and the
Agency’s compietion of the conceptual framework for integrated safeguards, as well as the
first steps taken towards their application. The importance of the Model Additional Protocol
as an cssential ool for the efficient and effective functicning of the 1AEA safeguards system
was underlined. Attention was drawn to the Fact that States parties must have both a
cumperchensive safeguards agreement and an Additional Protoco! i place for the TAEA 10 be
able to provide assurance of both non-diversion of declared magnial and the absence of
undeclared activities or material. States parties recognized that the efforts by \be [AEA and
interested States contributed ta 2 wider adherence to a strengthened safepuard system. Many
States voiced their expectation that the strengthened safeguards system (i.e. a comprehensive
safeguards agreement coupled with the Addwional Protocold censiitute the Non-Proliferation
Treaty's safeguards standard. anc that this will come (o be recognized as a requirement for
new arrangemnents for nuclear supply te non-nuclear-weapon States by the 2005 Review
Conference. States that had not yet conciuded comprehensive safeguards agreements with the
IAEA were called upon to do so without further delay. States parties reaffirmed the need for
the Additonal Protocol o be universalized, and expressed their support for the
implementation of the updated LAEA action plan. Many States parhes called upon those that
ha¢ not vet signed or ratisied the Additional Protocol to do s0 as soom as possible. [t was also
siated that efforts to achieve the universal application of the Model Additional Protocol
show.d not hamper efforts 1owards achieving aniversality of comprehensive sasieguards
agreements. Support was expressed for » properly tunded IAEA safeguards svstem, and 1t was
nated that the IAEA Director-General has proposed an increase in the 2004-05 budget for
sateguards.

33. States Parties reatfirmed that TAEA is the competent authenty respensible for veritying
and assuring. in accordance with the Statte of {AEA and the IAEA sateguards system,
compliance with its salcguards agreements with States parties undertaken in tulfiilment of
their obligations under Article 1. parugraph 1. of the Treaty, with a view to preventing the
diversion of nuclear energy from peacetul uses to nuclear weapons of other nuclear cxplosive
devices. It was also reatfirmied that nothing should be done to undermine the authority of the
IAEA in this regard. It was recalled that States parties that have concems regarding non-
compliance with the safeguards agreements of the Treaty by other States parties, should direct
such concerns, along with supporting evidence and information, to the JAEA to consider,
investigate, draw conclusions, and decide on necessary actiens in accordance with iy Stawte.

34. The importance of building confidence in the peaceful character of nuclear activities, in
particular through transparency measures required by the JAEA, was emphasized. All States
parties, particularly those with advanced nuclear pruyrammes, were called upon to conciude,
bring inte torce and implement an Additional Protocol to their comprehensive safeguards
agrcemen; at the earliest opportunity, which enhances the confidence of States parties and
helps elimmnate concerns regarding their nuc.ear programmes. [n this context, and in light uf
the scope of its nuclear progrumime, lran was called upon to sign an Additional Protecol and
1o ensure full and lortheominy cooperation with the IAEA. whose Secretariat 13 cxpected to
provide a comprehensive report at the June 2003 meeting of the IJAEA Board of Governers.
The inalienable dight of all States parties in full compliance wik the Treaty (o develop the
research. production and use of nuclear energy for peacetu] purposes without discriminaton,
as well the inviolability of nuclear facilitics, were reaffirmed. States parties noted lran’s
statement of 29 April 2003 solemnly declanng that it does not seek to acgwire nuclear
weapons and that it is engaged in acdressing iz a Jetailed and substantiated mannce the
questions which have been raised about its nuclear programme, States Parties also noted



[ran’s statemnent of 8 May 2003 underlimng the need to avoid prejudgment about Iran’s
nuclear program in order o maintain the integrity of the JAEA process.

35. It was reiterated that export controls were a key element of the non-proliferation regime
under the Non-Proliferation Treaty. State parties underlined that cffective export controls,
together with comprehensive safeguards, are central to cooperation in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, which depends on the existence of a climate of confidence about non-
proliferation, The imporant role of the international export control framework for nuciear
related materials and technclogies, namely the Zangger Committee and the Nuclear Suppliers
Group were noted, in particular their utility in mnding States in sctting up their national
cxport controi policies. The importance ot fransparency 'n export contols was widely
recognized. [t was reaffirmed that nothing in the Treaty should be interpreted ns affecting the
inalienable right of all parties to the Treaty to develop research. production and the use of
nuclear encrgy for peaceful purposes in keepmng with the non-proliferation obligations of
Articles [ and 1T ot the Treaty.

36. States parties nated the iniportance of combanng nuclear terrorism and strongiy supported
cxistung [AEA ‘nitiztives in this regard. The [AEA action plan on protection against nuclear
terronsm was widely noted and supported. The Agency’s work in support of States’™ efforts o
prevent the illicit trafficking of nuclear and other radicactive material was alsu commended.
In this contex:, States parties stressed the importance of contnbutions to the Nuclear Sccuriny
Fund of the 1AEA. States parties called tor support of the GR's Kananaskis principles to
prevent terronsts. and those harbouring them, from acquining weapons of mass destruction
and related matenal.

37 States parties urged the sirengthening of the physical protection of nuclear material and
racilities as an elemer: of the non-proliferation regime that should be emphasized particularly
in the light of the heightened nsk of nuclear terronsm. They noted the conclusion of the work
t> prepare a well-defined dratt amendment o the Convention on the Physical Protection of
Nuclear Material {CPPNM) and called tor earlv action with respect to the strengthening of
CPPMNM. States parties recommended the early convening of a diplomatic vonference to
amend the CPPNM. Many States parties called upon States that had not yet done so to accede
to the CPPNM. Supporl was expressed tor the {AEA’s Internationai Physical Protection
Service {IPPAS). States parties welcomed the orgamzing in March 2003 of the laternaticnal
Conterence on the Secunty of Radiviogical Sources by the Russian Federation, the United
States of America and the [AEA as well as its call tor stronger nativnal and intermational
securty over radioactive sources, especially those that could be used by terrorists to produce a
“dirty bomb”. The urgent nexd to deal with orphan sources was highlighted by many Statcs.
Support was expressed for a new initiative sponsored by the Russian Federation, the United
States and the TAEA on the safe management of radioactive sources. Al} States were urged o
implement the principles incorporated in the 1AEA’s Cude of Conduct on the Safetv and
Securitv of Radiclogical Sources.

38. The importance of strengthening nuclear satety, radiation protection, the safety of
radicactive waste management and the safe transport of radicactive matenals was siressed.
The need for maintaimung the highest standards of safety at civilian nuciear installations
through nationai measures and international cooperation was also emphasized. The eftons of
the IAE.A in the promotion of satety in all ity aspects were welcomed. States parties that had
not vet acceded to the Convention on Nuclecr Satety, as well as the Joint Convention on the
Satety of Spent Fuel Management and on the Satety of Radioactive Waste Management, were
encouraged to do sa.



39, States parties emphasized that all ransport of nuclear and radioactive material, including
maritime transpart. should be carried out in a safe and secure manner in stnct conformmity with
mternational standards established by the relevant intemational orgzanizations, such as the
IAEA and the Interrancnal Mantime Organization. Some States parties called for effective
liability arrangements. privr natification and consultation. States carrying out internarional
transport stated that those transports are carned out in a safe and secure manner and in strict
conformiry with all relevant international standards. States parties welcomed the conclusions
on safety contained in the [AEA General Conference resolution GC(46)RES/S. States parties
commended and lovked fonvard w the [nternativonal Conference on the Saftety of Transpont of
Radioactive Martenal, w be urgumzed by the JAEA in July 2003, which will facilitate mutual
understanding or -ransport sately among participants.

40. States parties attached importance to resolution 5624 L of the United Nations General
Assembly on the Prohibition .t the Dumping of Radioactive Wastes and called upon States to
take appropriate measures to prevent any dumping of nuclear or radioactive wastes that would
be in breach of established intemational law. Support for the ettective impiementation of the
Code of Practice an the [nternational Transboundary Movement of Radicactive Waste of the
[AEA as a means of enhancing the protection of ail States from the dumping of radioactive
wastes on their territories, was also expressed.

41. Stares parties reiterated their strong support for Article [V of the Treary. which provides a
framework for cooperation and confidence in the peaceful uses of nuclear cnergy. The
inal’enable nght of the Stares parties to engage in research, production and use of nuclcar
energy for peaceful purposes withaur discrimination was reaffirmed. It was noted that full and
transparent implementation of strengthened safeguards is necessary to build the confidence
which is a prerequisite for intematicnal nuclear cooperation. A call was also made to fully
ensure free. unimpeded and non-discriminatory transfer of nuclear technology for peaceful
purpuses. In this context, States parties expressed wide support tor the technical cooperation
activities of the LAEA, underlining that technical cooperation plays an important role in
further developing the application of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. It was also siated
that full compliance with all provisions of the Treary is the hasic condifion for receiving the
benefits of Article [V, The importance of aligning technical voeperation programmes with the
development goais and nceds of the country concerned was emphasized, as well as the need to
increase public awareness in :his regard. States parties stressed the imponance of providing
the Agency with adequate voluntary resources for those activities. Attention was drawn 1o the
significance of developing proliferation resistant nuglear technelogies and support was
expressed for the work betng carried vut by the TAEA under the INPRO (Intcrnational Project
on [nnovative Nuclear Reactors and Fuel Cycles) project.

42. States parties took note of praposals for the further strengthening of the Trealy’s review
process. The importance of interactivity was emphasized and broader participation of States
parties was encouraged.

43, Many States purtics emphasized the value of the involvement and contribution of civil
socicty in the process of Treary review. Substantive proposals were made for the enhanced

participation of non-governmental orgamzat.ons,
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