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I. In today’s world there are 435 nuclear power plants: about a dors
have or are creating cnrichment facilitics; approximately 40 countries oy
have the technical expertise necessary to produce nuclear weapons. A\t fie
time, we are witnessing a gradual crosion of the international nop-pr
regime.

2. In the cases of Iran and North Korca we arce confronted with secan threas
resulting, in particular, from a lack of trust rcgarding the respectine '
cycles. There are grave concerns that some countrics may be misis i
nuclear programmes so as to develop nuclear weapons. On e
developing countries claim that they arc unjustly denied access to the

cycle.
3. This situation must be urgently addressed and the European 1 ocee saouid
contribute to these efforts. Onc way to overcome cxisting concerts weidid be o

return to one of the key ideas that lay at the root of Europcan integration

4. The challenges that confronted Europcan sccurity more than =@ veors avo
concerned a different field of technology, steel and coal; the politicad e ors we
are sceking today may, nonetheless, be similar. Fifty vears ago. the ioundiog
members of the European Union laid the basis of their communiy v alacing
substances and technologies that may be used peaccefully. but also tor
of weapons, undcr multilateral control. Similar proposals for the nuclew
been discussed at the international lcvel for many years. It now scem~ app

vonduchoon

that we take up these idcas and promote a multilateralization ol the auictorr fued
cycle.

5. A first track could bc devoted to optimizing international transparcicy goinge
beyond current IAEA safcguards obligations. All Statcs should declare « e fabA

and to each other all their cxisting nuclear programmes and future des clopment
plans. They should also declare all their activitics and transfers of nuciear
of equipment and of related technologies, during the various stages of ihe wueicar
fuel cycle. This exchange of information should take place through the A1 Vv whieh
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would also take carc of the necessary sccurity and confidentialinn e o+ The
increased transparency resulting from thesc procedures would pris
clarity as to the naturc of every country’s nuclear programmoes ant i.s
overall confidence.

6. In parallel, a sccond track should cnable cqual access to and o ot o
most sensitive technologies, particularly enrichment and reprocessing & 0 e by
achicved by placing all transactions regarding nuclear fucl under the s oovoes ot
nuclear fuel bank. Such a bank would ensure. monitor and verify ~at.. oo and
fair distribution. The existing civilian cnrichment and reprocessurg facita o i
eventually operate cxclusively through such a nuclcar fuel bank e,
been rcached, nuclcar fuel would be supplied exclusively via mualuia o

and institutions. An international nuclear fuel bank would ensure hut o wweicw
fuel cycle was operated and controlled by all interested States v an oo o e
manner. [t would thus no longer bc necessary to resort 1o natien = oo ol

programimes to assurc supply of nuclear fuel.

7. Details would still have to be worked out. including the relavere v oo e
existing safcguards system, rights and obligations of NP T-nucicar-« o St

avoidance of market distortions, safety and confidentiality requiremer .

8. The TAEA has the necessary expertise in this ficld and shouic oo the
elaboration of a draft concept. It is now crucial for the responi
leadership to demonstrate real commitment and vision so that this proces can |
launched.




