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ANNEX 44

ANNEX 44 — R. Norton-Taylor, “Trident more effective with US arming device, tests
suggest”, The Guardian, 6 April 2011,
http://www theguardian com/uk/201 1/apr/06/trident-us-arming-system-test

Teidest murs effeciive with US mming devive, et duggest L. pifpivrw thepmirdan comink/20] HagnUadidesd-ig-armiz...

reinforeing our technical, political and financial nuclear tiegenﬂen:y andg fuzzy at
best, notion of being an independent nuclear power” A new US arming, fusing, and

firing system that controls the detonation of the warhead, combined with the high
accuracy of Britain's Trident warhesds will allow the UX to threaten hard targets such
as underground bunkers, Ritchie added.

He said the US programme wonld extend the service life of Trident warheads by 30
years.

The government was first questioned about the new US components for Britain's
Trident missiles m 2007 by Nick Harvey, the Liberal Democrat defence spokesman
and now armed forces minister, Des Browne, then defence secretary, told him: *f am
ot prepared to discuss the detailed performance characterietics of our nuclear
wWeapons”

The government is particularly sensitive about the Trident nuclear warhead upgrade
as it could be seized on by non-nuclear states in any forthcoming internationad
disarmament talks,

‘The disclosures come at a time when discussions about how toreplace the existing
Trident system is causing severe strains within the government.

Liam Fox, the defence secretary, insists the existing fleet of four submarines must be
replaced Bke-for-like and Britain must persist with a continuous at-sea deterrent
{CASD) - that is, having one nudear-armed submarine on patrol every day of the year,
Harvey told the Guardian earlier this year that alternatives did not seem to have been

given detailed or abjective assessments. “The debate has been verymuch yes ornio to
this single notion of how a credible deterrent can be provided,” he sa!d

No date has yet been fixed for the “initial gate” decision on the d&s}gn of the new
Trident submarine fleet. The Mol} first said it would be announced in December. One
of the problems is what kind of nuclear reactor would propel the submarines. The
cheice is between the existing pressurised water (PWR2) reactor of the kind used in
the ravy's Astute-class conventionally armed subrnarines and 3 new PWR1 reactor of

US design.

A decision about the final makeup of a successor to the existing Trident system has
been put off until after the general election, due in 2015. The MoD was unable to
immediately respond to Sandia's disclosures or their dgnificance.
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ANNEX 45
ANNEX 45 — Hansard, HC, 8 December 2009, col. 214W,
http.//www.publications. parliament uk/pa/cm200910/cmhansrd/cm091208/text/91208
w0008 him#09120870000086

Trident Missiles

Angus Robertson: Ts ask the Secretary of Stata for Defance what plans he has to medify the gas transfar system of the Tridant warhead as
part of the Mk4A refurbishment programme; #nd In which country the gas transfer system will be manufactired. [3043403

Mr. Quentin Bavies: I tefer the hon. Member to the answer given by my right hon. Friend, the Secretary of State for Defence an 3
December 2008, (fcial Repart, column $11W, As for any medificadons planned for this system, jt Is Ministry of Defence policy not ta
cammait on detaifs of UK warhead design as to do 56 would, o would be Hkely 1o, prejudice pational seaurity and defence In the UK.

8 Dec 2009 ; Co}un_m 214W

Angus Robertson: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence what the projecied cost is of the MkdA refurbishment programme for Frident
warheads; and what proportion of this expenditure ha expects to be incurred in the United States, [304341]

Mr. Quentin Davies: The guerall tost to the UK of procuring the Mk4A compenent was an element of the estimated fulure costs of the
Atomic Waapons Establishment as set ot In chapter five of the White Faper The Future of the United Kingdony's Nuclear Detarrant’ (Cind
6994), pubfished In December 2006,

1 am withtholding further details on the costs of the MkdA programme as their release would, or would Be tikely &, prefudice national security
and defence in the UK.

TiSA: Defence

Angus Roberfson: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence for what reason (a} the cassification guldelines C5-UK-3 for the exchange of
materiai between the UK and tha US were peoduced in 2006 and (b} the new classification guidelines CG-US-UK-NUC-1 were produced ins
2008. §303887]

Mr. Quentin Davies: Both of these documents were produced jointly by the UK and US in an effort to harmonise decurity dassification
guidance refating to sensitlve nuctear information, -




ANNEX 46
ANNEX 46 — Hangard, HC Deb, 28 November 2012, col. 353W,
hitp://www.publications.parliament uk/pa/cm?201213/cmbansrd/cm121128/text/12112
Swl001. him#12112886000058

28 Nov 2012 : Cohmnp 353W
attack submannes, and Hercules C1530 and E-3 Sentry aimz‘ﬂﬁ, and to seek assistance, where
appropriate, from allies and partners.
Trident
30 of 38 332018 6934

Heuse of Commons Honsard Weitten Answers for 28 Nov 261 Tt fiwww pablications padiznent skipafon?M 21 Mombanse..

Angus Roberfson: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence pursuit {o the answer of 13 July
2042 to the hon. Member for Islmgton Novth, Offfrial Repori, column 412W, wint the titles are of
alf projects cuirrently undariway af the Aternie Weapons Establishiment fo inform the decision oo
‘whether 1o refurbish or replace the existing UK Trident warkead. [129581]

Mr Dunne: The Nuclear Weapons Capability Sestainment Progrismme has been under way sinee
20035 1 i a programeme al the Aomic Wenspons Esiablishment (¢ maintain and where secessary 1o
develop science and fechnoloay capability to develop infrastructure facilities, and sinff capabilities
o enstre that the UK hos the ability to underpin any decision on a fature UK nuclear warhead.

Paul Flyan: To ask the Secretary of State for Defence how many staff are employed on the
Trident replacement design programme at () BAE Systems. (b) Babock Marine, (c) Rolis-Royee
and {d) elsewhere, [130021]

My Dumnne: 1 refer the hon. Member to the unswer | gave on 19 November 2012, Official Repori,
column 239W, in which I stated that there are approximately 1,100 BAE Systews and 100
Babcock Marine pessonne! emploved on the Successor submarine programinge. Work on the
Suteessir programme i3 also sustaining aroond 600 jobs ot Rolls-Royee.

Inforsation on personnel employed elewhere is not held in the formal requested and T wonld
sefer the hon. Member 1o the answer [ gave on 19 November 2012, Official Report, coluinn 235W,
in which 1 stated that there are approximately 130 Ministry of Defence personnel employed solely
on the Successor submarine progrimine.




ANNEX 47
ANNEX 47 - T. Postol, “‘How the Obama Administration Learned to Stop Worrying
and Love the Bomb,” The Nation, 10 December 2014
http://www thenation.com/article/192633/how-obama-administration-learned-stop-
worrying-and-love-bomb

John Nichols: Bold Peogressis Danna BEdwards Emars Koy Benate Haes ’ f 23 >
How the Obama Administration
Learned to Stop Worrying and Love
the Bomb
US nuclear policy is undermining our safety and national security.

Thendore A. Postol beenicr o, seng 1 Thes articfe appuigrid in the Dectather 2, o4.§ sdition of The Neden,

“The move updates a concept that gained curency under the ailing leadership of Leonid
Breznnev in the 1870s. A that time, Soviet lpadera were g0 tenified of American nugclear
intentians that they designed a “dead hand” system to guarantee rotaliation in the svent of 2
successful LS attack. In 2006, more than three decades Inter, Sergei Sobyanin, chief of staff
of the Russian Presidential Execulive Office, expressed similar concerns.

As described earlier, the US modernization pragram includes efforis to improve the refiability
of fuses on balistic-missile warheads. This claim disguises an impoitant fact: the tuses have
been modified fo increase the killing power of the warheads. Paingtaking efforts have also
gone into improving their delivery accuracy. When the resuits of these combined activitles are
summarized for Russian political leaders, # is not hard to understand their alarm,

‘The upgraded fuses on the Minuteman Ui ballistic warheads, for example, greatly enhance
the US strike capacity. When trajestory errors place the redesigned warheads slightly foo
high, they wilt detonate sooney than planned. In other words, they will detenate direcily above
the tangets rather than flying farther downrange, assiwing the maxirmum chance of destroying
their target. This fechniqus, called “burst height compensation,” is onfy useful if the precision
of delivery is already enarmously High.

‘The implications of other apparently minor technical detafls are similarly profound.
Enhancements to the-inertial measurement aystem in the Minuteman It warheads improve
the accuracy of the location and velocity data that are needed fo piace the warheads on
fethal trajeciories. Enginearing tweaks to the Minuteman i propulsion system give military
commanders greater control over the deployment of weapons. Upgrades to the submarine-
launched Trident If dramatically improve the US capacity to destroy Russian silo-based
{CBMs, and with less waming time.

2af5
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ANNEX 48
ANNEX 48 — France No. 01 (2010):
http:/fwww . ukdf ore uk/assets/downloads/UJKFranceDefenceCooperationTreaty .pdf

ARTICLE }
Objectives

The Parties, building on the existing strong links between their respective defence
and security communities and armed forces, underiske to build a long-term
mutually beneficial parinership in defence and secumity with the aims of

1. maximising thelr capacities throngh ccordinating development,
acquisition, deployment and maintenance of a mnge of capabilities,
facilities, equipment, materials and services, o perform the full
spectrum of missions, including the most demanding missions;

2. reinforcing the defence industry of the iwo Parties, fostering
cooperation in research and teclmology and developing cooperative
equipinent programmes;

3. deploying together into theatres m which both Parties have agreed to be

' gngaged, in opemtions conducted under the auspices of the United
Nations, the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation or the Ewopein
Union's Common Security and Defence Policy or in a coalition or
bilateral framework, as well as supporting, as agreed on a case by case
basis, one Party when it i engaged in operations in which the other
Patty is not part;

4. ensuring the viability and safefy of their national deterrents, consistent
with the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons;

At!aunc 'I‘reaty (}rgamsatmn and the Em'npean Uﬁi;m iméer the
Common Security and Defence Policy as well as complementarity
between the North Atlantic Treaty Ongnsatmn and the Eampm
-Union m all m}avant areas.



: ANNEX 49
ANNEX 49 — http://www.ukdf org uk/assets/downloads/UKFranceNuclearTreaty . pdf

TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
AND NORTHERN IRELAND AND THE FRENCH REPUBLIC RELATING
TO JOINT RADIOGRAPHIC/HYDRODYNAMICS FACILITIES

The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Neorthern Ireland and the French
Republic hereinafter referred to as “The Parties”,

Mindful of their comimon defence interests and of the importance of nuclear
deterrence, a core ¢lement of their national and Allied defence strategiss, and
bearing in mind that they do not see situations arising in which the vital interests of
either Party could be threatened without the vital interests of the other also being
* threatened,

Being determiined to maintain only a mimimum credible nuelear capability,
congistent with the strategic and security context of their commitments under
ARTICLE 5 of the North Atlantic Treaty, done st Washington on 4 April 1949, and
considering that their nuclear forces contribute to Burope’s seeurity as a whole,

Reaffirming their rights and obligations under the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), done on 1 July 1968, and commitments under the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, done on 10 September 1996,

Reiterating their mutual interest in keeping their independent nuclear forces at the
highest level of safety and reliability, at least cost, and defermined to co-operate to
this end in the indastrial, technological and scientific fields,

Seeking to improve further the effectiveness of their armed forces, in accordance
with the Treaty between the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northers Ireland
and the French Republic for Defence and Security Co-operation, signed at London
on 2 November 2010,

Have agreed on the following:

ARTICLE |
General co-operation

1.1 The Parties shall co-operate, including throngh the exchange of relevant
classified mformation, in the following sreas:

a)  safely and security of nuclear weapons;
b)  stockpile certification;

¢} counter nucleat or radiological terrorisn




ANNEX S0
ANNEX 50 — .
https://fwww.gov.uk/govemment/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/277167
[France-UK Summit-Declaration on Security and Defence.pdf

Defenice Nuclear Cooperation

30.We are mak?ng excellent progress with the development of world class scientific
facility Epure in Valduc to underwiite the safe and assured performance of our
respective nuclear weapon stockpiles. Final national investment approvals were
recently granted by the two Governments: a significant step that deepens our
commitment in accordance with the Treaty. it was agreed loday lo optimize the
efficiency of the Teutates project by taking benefice of the refurbishment of a
facility located in Aldermaston. We also have agreed to subject more of the
technical and scientific data that underpins warhead ceriification to peer review;

o work together on developing energetic materials for the future; and to conduct

joint research at the laser facilities located at AWE Orion and CEA/DAM - LMJ.

. There is rio greater evidence of the value we both attach to the bafate;al
relatmnsmp than our. wxitmgnass tn wnrk iﬁgetﬁer in this most s&nsmve area



_ ANNEX 51
ANNEX 51 - htip://uclearinfo.org/atticle/oovernment-development-awe- '
aldermaston/uk-and-france-extend-warhead-research-collaboration.

UK and France extend warhead research collabomtion into net ... hitpmueclearinfo orgfarticle/sovernment -development-twe-ald...

' " NIS is a not-for-profit, independent information

L. I ﬂu{ﬂ? service, which works 1o promote public
1nfﬂrmat lon awareness and foster debate on nuclear
) R R disannament and related safaty and
S%mgﬁ envimmneemaia?ss:es e

lLSeaf(:t'

i i b e S

The new co-operation arrangements will assist AWE in work on developing & successor to the current Trident
nuciear warhead and may allow the establishment's scientists to benefit from recent work in developing
France's new 18te Musieaire Ocfaniass (e bawidoedis sra/wli/TH03%AAl nuelHCIHAD s SCUETABsHLS)Y
(TNO) nuclear warhead, which Is scheduled to enter Into service next year. No formal decision has yet been
taken by the UK government on whether the existing Trident warhead design wili be refurbished or replaced.
However, work is currently under way at AWE to Inform the detision and up to 30 November 2012 3 sum of
£54.6 million had been spent on such studies,

AWE'S Orfon laser bécame fully operational in April 2013 and in December CEA announced that the Laser
Megajoule had conducted its first experiment. High powered superlasers such as Orion and the Laser
Megajoule aliow researchers fo conduct experiments which subject warnead materials and components to
immense temperatufes, with the resuits used to model how a nuciear warhead would behave as it exploded.
Such experiments have become increasingly important to nuclear-armed states fotlowing agreement of the
Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, which prohibits the underground 'live' testing of nuclear wespons,
Non-government organisations have raised concerns that the experiments provide a way for nuclear-armed
states to side-step their obligations under the Treaty.

The Laser Megajoule and Orion operate under ditferent temperature and pressure regimes, meaning that
co-operation between the UX and France will allow the two governments to collectively corduct experiments



_ ANNEX 32
ANNEX 52 — “Interim Agreement between the United States of America and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics on Certain Measures with respect to the
Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms”, Unilateral Statement by Minister Semenov,
May 17, 1972, '
http./fwww state. gov/t/isn/4795 htm

terim Agreement ' hitp://www.siate govtisn/d 793

Taking into 2ccount that madern baliistic missile submiarings are presently in the possesston of rot ohly the United States, buf also of i3 NATO
allies, the Soviet Union agrees that for tha pedod of effectivaness of the btz Freeds Agreemant the United Stages and its NATO allies have
huinchers). However, If during the perind of effectivenass of the Agreement LS, allies in NATO shauld Increase the sumber of their modern
sitbingrings to excesd the numbers of submarines they would have sperational or dader eonstruction on the date of signature of the
Agresmant, the Soviet Union will have the right to a cofrespanding increase in the number of is submarines, In the opinion of the Soviet sids,
the solutien of the quéstion of modern ballistic missite submarines provided for in the interim Agreement only partiafly tompensates for the
strategie imbatance In the deployment ofthe sucledr-powersd missile submarines of the USSR and the United States, Therafore, the Soviet side
haifees that this whele quastion, and above aff the guestion of liquidating the American missike subimaring bases outsida the United Statec, will
be appropriately reselved i the Lourse of follow-on negotlations,

On May 24, Ambassador Smith made the fallowing reply to Minister Semency:

The United States side has studied the “statement made by the Soviet side™ of May 17 conceming compensation Tar submariié basing and SLEM
submarines belonging to third counires. The Unitéd States does not zccept the validity of the considerations in that siatersent.

€ May 26 Minister Samenav repeated the uhilatersl staterent made on May 17. Ambassader 5mith alss sepeatad the US, refection on May 26.



: ANNEX 53
ANNEX 53 — “The Future United Kingdom Strategic Nuclear Deterrent Force”,
Defence Open Government Document 80/23, Ministry of Defence, July 1980,
hitp:/{c95d419f4478b3bbe51-
3f71d0fe2b653c4f00f32175760e96e7 187 ¢f 1 rackcdn. com/800710%20MT%20t0%2
0Giscard%20%28417-181%29.pdf '



















ANNEX 54
ANNEX 54 — “The United Kingdom Trident Programme”, Defence Open Government
Document 82/1, Ministry of Defence, Cm 8517, March 1982

amé way m provide 3 » capahility or
“linvited nuclear war easmf m mnw hﬁ:eiz.w, naxﬂz@;f :he
United States, the U gdom %

g  subsribes to either ﬁaﬁaﬁpt




ANNEX 55
ANNEX 55 - “Progress of the Trident Programme”, 422 of 1987-88, HMSO, May 11
1988
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ANNEX 56
ANNEX 56 — Statement by Ambassador David Broucher, NPT Preparatory Committee
2004, Cluster I, May 3 2004,
http://ploughshares.ca/wp-content/uploads/2009/05/UK04-1.ndf

STATEMENT

By

Ambassador David Broucher

NPT Preparatory Committes 2004
General Statement

Cheek against delivery

www, feo.gov.uldukdis




‘Mr Chairman,

Let me begin by saying how pleased we are to see you presiding over this Third Preparatory Comynittee. I wish
you every success. You have our full support and co-operation for the challenging task that lics ahead.

I would like 1o record at the outset our endorsement of the statement made by Treland on behalf of the European
Union. : ,

The past year will go down in the NPT history books for many reasons: some good, some bad., Tt will be
remembered for Libya’s historic decision to acknowledge and renounce its WMD programme. [t will be
remembered for Tran’s decision to sign the Additional Protocol. But many will also remember it as the year that
AQ Khan admitied selling Pakistani nuclear technology over a number of years to a series of non-nuclear
weapon states. And the year that Iran was found not to have declared significant elements of its nuclear
programme to the IAEA.

Events over the year have shown that multilateralism can pay great dividends in the field of counter-
proliferation. But they have also demonstrated how much remains to be done. Loopholes in the international
machinery are being sought by states to develop clandestine weapons programmes. Terrorists are seeking
nuclear materials. These threats are not receding. Information from Pakistan that North Korea was pursuing an
undeclared uranium enrichment programme reinforces the importance of the 6 Party Talks process under way in
Beijing. We fully sapport that process. We must redouble our counter-proliferation activities and work to
strengthen the international machinery that supports them.

The NPT is the comerstone of the nuclear non-proliferation regime. It retains the wholehearted support of the
United Kingdom and the vast majority of the international community. Over the past year the UK has strongly
supported NPT objectives. We have worked in co-operation with the US to facilitate Libya’s decision to
acknowledge and renounce its WMD programme. We have facilitated Libyan engagement with the appropriate
international bodies, the IAEA and the OPCW, and in co-operation with these agencies we have provided
assistance with dismantlerent of Libya’s programme. Together with our EU partners, France and Germany we
have encouraged Iran to resolve international concerns about the purpose of its nuclear programme through
active co-operation with the IAEA, In conjunction with the IAEA Board of Governors, we have secured Iranian
agreement voluntarily to suspend development of its uranium enrichment-related and reprocessing activities.
We believe that Iran needs to allay the concerns of the international community about 1ts programme, and pave
the way for a sustainable Jong-term agreement.

There have been calls recently from some quarters to infroduce new NPT mechanisms, including Annual
Conferences to replace the Prepcoms and a standing bureau of the Treaty. The idea is that such measures would
strengthen the NPT process. We disagree. Mechanisms to tackle proliferation and non-compliance already
exist within the IAEA and the UNSC. Let’s concentrate our efforts on strengthening those rather than tinkering
with core elements of the Treaty.

Compliance

The UK remains a staunch supporter of the IAEA’s work in all areas. We particularly congratulate 1t for its
work over the past year. The [AEA’s work on safeguards underpins the entire NPT; it is the front line of
defence against states who would cheat on their international obligations. We continue to call upon all states
which have not yet done s0 1o agres, bring into force, and comply with Comprehensive Safeguards Agreements
and Additional Protocols to those agreements. We should aim for these to become universal in the shortest time
possible. No country that is developing nuclear technology for purely peaceful purposes should have anything
to fear from such a step.




Within the Nuclear Suppliers Group, the United Kingdorm has actively promoted the principle that Participating
Governments adopt the Additional Protocol, as a condition of supply for the most sensitive of nuclear items —
the so-called Trigger List goods. Last year States Party agreed a package of measures that effectively sets the
Agency’s budget for a 4-year period. This included a significant increase in resources for the Agency’s
safeguards activities, Recent events have highlighted how vital the Agency’s work is in this area. We must all
continue to ensure that the Agency has the funding it needs. For our part, the United Kingdom has wherever
possible paid its contributions in full and on time and has made voluntary contributions to the Agency in the last
year worth over half a million dollars.

Counter-Proliferation

The IAEA’s work alone will not solve today’s problems. A broad range of tools is required that will necessitate
action by other international bodies and by national governments.

We should expand the work of the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI). Through improved informztion
sharing and enhanced operational readiness, PSI has created the practical basis for co-operation among states in
interdicting shipments of weapons of mass destruction, their delivery systems and related materials. Since its
launch last year PSI has gained the support of over 60 countries and the number continues to grow. We hope
eventually to involve ali countries that have the will and capacity to co-operate.

The Global Partnership is a genuinely multilateral effort to tackle the dangers posed by the weapons lzgacy of
the former Soviet Union. We are now seeing results on the ground. Work under the Partnership includes
programmes for the security and disposition of fissile matenial, improving border security, controlling
radiological sources, and redirecting scientists and other specialists with weapons of mass destruction expertise
into peaceful civilian employment, including commercial ventures. The UK is a strong supporter of the Global
Partnership. We have commmitted up to $750 miliion over 10 vears.

The UK has put domestic legislation in place to give effect to our international commitments. The Anti-
Terrorism, Crime and Security Act 2001 makes it an offence to aid or abet the overseas use or development of
nuclear, biclogical or chemical weapons. The Export Control Act 2002 extends current end-use controls to
inchide the provision of technigal assistance and the transfer of technology by any means.

We would ask other national governments to enact and enforce effective domestic laws and controls taat
support non-proliferation and criminalise proliferation: there must be stiff penalties for those that do not
comply. The United Nations Security Council is currently negotiating a resolution to advance these goals. We
hope that it will soon be adopted and stand ready to help states meet the obligations contained within it.

Peaceful Uses

The United Kingdom strongly supports the principle that States Party should have access to the benefits of
peaceful uses of nuclear energy as described in Article IV of the NPT. But the right to enjoy such benefits
should be conditional on complizance with Articles I-HI as the Foreign Secretary said in his statement to
Parliament of 25 February. States Party that have failed to comply with their safeguards obligations lose the
confidence of the internaticnal commurity. We should consider whether such states should not lose the right to
the nuclear fuel cycle, particularly the enrichment and reprocessing capabilities which are of such proliferation
sensitivity. This does not mean the states concerned could not construct and run civil nuclear power stziions.
These could still operate with fuel supplied by countries honouring their safeguards obligations. The fuel would
be subject 1o Agency monitoring while in the receiving country, and would be returned to the country of supply
when spent, This would prevent a seemingly civil programme masking a weapons programme,



Universality

India, Pakistan and Israel remain outside the treaty. We call on them to adhere to the treaty as non-nuclear
weapon states. We would be against any move to amend the Treaty to give them formal status as nuclear
weapon states. We believe that all three should sign and ratify the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and join us
in 4 moratorium on the production of fissile material and the negotiation of 2 Fissile Material Cut O Treaty as
the next steps towards nuclear disarmament. We welcome recent efforts by India and Pakistan to work together
to reduce nuclear tensions in the region through confidence building measures. We believe that this is an
essential step to avoid the risk of escalation to a nuclear exchange. It is vita] that the two sides get a realistic
understanding of each other’s decision-making processes and red lines. Pakistan has been a source of nuclear
proliferation through the activities of AQ Khan, and India has developed its domestic technological base to the

extent that it could be an atfractive target for procurement networks. We need to find effective ways in which to
work with both 1 the future.

Naclear Weapon Free Zones

The UK continues to support the principle of Nuclear Weapon Free Zones and is playing a constructive role as a
Nuclear Weapon State in their development. The UK has continued to engage in talks with the five Central

Asian and the South East Asian states. We hope for progress on both the Central Asian and South East Asian
nuclear weapons {ree zones soon.

The UK also continues to support the objective of establishing an effectively verifiable Middle East zone free of
nuclear weapons as well as other weapons of mass destruction. We have submitted a report to the UN
Secretariat outlining the UK’s contribution on Middle East issues, including our contribution to the realisation
of the 1995 Resolution on the Middle East, which the UK co-sponsored.

Negative Security Assurances

Our position on NS As has not changed. We remain committed to our negative security assurance as we gave it
in 1995, as noted in UN Security Council Resolution $84. In addition, the UK has given NSAs through the
Protocols it has signed to NWFZ Treaties. Stnce 2000 the UK has signed and ratified the relevant protocols to
the Treaties of Raratonga and Pelindaba, which established the South Pacific and African Nuclear Weapons

Free Zones, respectively, We believe that these commitments already give Non-Nuclear Weapons States the
assurances they seek.

Disarmament

1 would now like to turn to the third pillar of the NPT: disarmament.

The UK continues to support the disarmament measures listed in the 2000 Final Document an_d the 1995
Review Conference decisions. We value all reductions in nuclear weapon levels whether achieved throngh
milateral, bilateral or multilateral means.

The 1998 Strategic Defence Review and 2003 Defence White Paper affirmed that the UK rem’air'ls T-clzlormmtted to
working towards a safer world in which there is no requirement for nuclear weapons. We blfhevre ’ :ih ol
srengthening the international non-proliferation regime is an 1mport;mg eilemelngg ic;];;;ﬁ;; e::zwg ;J{icatio; Sg .
tial progress on our global nucte _ bligatior
Yver the past decade the UK has made substantial p r ' T O ol
: i i : fithdrawal and dismantling of our mantime

inder the NPT (Art VI). This has inchuded: the with o e metion of the

ity; A J dismantline of the RAF’s WE177 nuclear bomb; an |
AR e Em{i h 1 with US nuclear weapons held under dual-key

ar Lance missile and artillery roles that we undertook wi '
g:soements This left Polaris, later superseded by Trident, as our only nuclear weapons system

g .
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Since 2000 we have completed the dismantling of our Chevaline (Polaris) warheads. We hold less than 200
operationally available warheads. This amounts to a reduction of 70% in the explosive power of our nuclear
weapons since the end of the Cold War, taking the UK from four nuclear roles to just one. We have announced
that our nuclear forces patrol on reduced readiness; only a single Trideni submarine is now on deterrent patrol at
any one time, normally at several days “notice to fire” and with its missiles de-targeted.

These measures build on actions previously taken by the UK to build confidence and increase transparency in
-Article VI related issues. Among others, we have signed and ratified the Comprehenstve Nuclear Test Ban
Treaty (CTBT). In 1995 we announced that we had stopped the production of fissile material for nuclear
weapons and other nuclear explosive devices. In 1998 we were the first NWS to declare the total size of these
stocks. We then voluntarily placed all our fissile material no longer required for defence purposes under
international safeguards where they are liable to inspection by the IAEA. In 1998 we also initiated a fissile
material “historical accounting” programme. The first stage of this work concluded in 2000 with the publication
of our Plutoniwm historical accounting record at the time of the NPT Review Conference,

We continue to work for the re-commencement of negotiations at the Conference on Disarmament on a Fissile
Material Cut-Off Treaty {(FMCT) and call upon others to join us in 2 moratorium on production. We delieve
that global nuclear disarmament is a process, and that an FMCT is the next step in that process.

Last year we held a lunch-time seminar to introduce some of the work that we have been doing to develop UK
expertise in verifying the reduction and elimination of nuclear weapons internationally. We have continued
with this work and we invite you to see for yourselves what we have been doing at a presentation on Friday
lunchtime. We will also be publishing a second working paper entitled: Verification of Nuclear Disarmament:
Second Interim Report on Studies into the Verification of Nuclear Warheads and their Components.” There is
an information leaflet about the seminar in the UK information pack at the back of the room.

Nuciear Terrorism

It would be wrong to conclude this speech without mentioning the threat of nuclear terrorisin. Recent events in
Madrid, Turkey, Afghanistan and Iraq have demonstrated all too clearly that there are individuals or groups in
the world that are determined {o wreak havoc on society and kill hundreds or thousands of innocent civilians in
the promotion of their cause. The threat of terrorist use of nuclear weapons concerns us all. We welcome the
work that is being carried out to reduce this risk: by individual nations, by the counter-terrorism commnaittee in
New York, by the [AEA, the G8 and other organjsations. We also welcome work to tackle the root causes of
terrorisim.

Coneclusion

In conclusion, Mr Chairman, let me repeat. The UK is fully committed to the NPT, is meeting its commitments
under it, and will continue to work nationally, bilaterally, regionally and multilaterally to further strengthen its
regime, We want to see a universal, verifiable instrument that guarantees a world free from nuclear danger, and
so provides the security that 211 of us here today are looking for. The NPT offers the best hope of achieving that
goal.

Thank you Mr Chairman.

L 7}
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6 July 2010 Column 159W -
will do 50 by 2020. 1 am very aware how unsettfing 2 move such as this can be, but T am confident that the chain of command will manage the
chanige as smoothly as possibie.

Trident Missiles

Mark Lazarowicz: To ask the Secretary of State for Defance if he will undertake not to seek an update of the Trident DS system during the
period of discussions hetween China, France, Russia, the UK and the US on Riture nudlear disarmamant following the UN Review of the nuclear
nor-profiferation treaty, (4794]

Dr Fox: The 2010 review conference was an important milestone for the UK's long-term vision for 3 world without nudear weapons. The UK has
made It clear that, as s00n 35 t beeomes useful for the UK te include its nuclear stockpiles In broader disarmament negotiations, we stand ready
t participate and to set

Maintaining the UK's nuclear deterrent beyond the life of the current system is fully consistant with our obligations as 2 recognised nuclear
weapen state under the nuclear non-profiferation treaty. Therefors, the UK will continue to progress in replacing our existing nuclear deterrent.
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67th session of the United Nations General Assembly
First Committee
Explanation of vote by
7 Mr. Guy Pollard,
Depuly Permanent Representative of the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern ireland
to the Corlerence on Disarmament
on behalf of France, the United Kingdom and the United States
L46 “Taking forward multilateral nuclear disarmament negotiations™

New Yark, 6 Novembaer 2012

We continus to hold grave concems as to the preparatory aspects of this mesting, its rules of
procedure and other working methods. In addition, given the siringent financial dimate we
currently are experiencing, we &re also concernad at any additional budgetary impact this
activity will have.

it is for these reasons that we are upable to support this resolution, the establishment of the
OEWG and any outcome | may produce,

Thark you Mr Chairmian,
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http://www.publications.parliament uk/pa/1d2013 14/1dhansrd/text/130715w0001 htm#
13071510000440

15 July 2013 : Column WAS3
Nuclear Disarmament
Cuestion
Asked by Baroness Miller of Chilthorne Domer

To ask Her Majesty’s Government whether Ambassador Jo Admmson, United Kingdom Permunent
Representative to the Conferesce on Disarmarment, wifl be aitending meetings of the United Nations
Open-Ended Working Group on Taking Forward Multiateral Nuclear Disarmoement Negotiations.
[HL1335}

The Senior Minister of State, Department for Communities and Local Government & Foreign
and Commonwealth Office (Baroness Warsi);: The UK voted against the Resolution in the United
Nations General Assembly (UNGA) First Commities that proposed the Open Ended Working Group
{OEWG), has not attended past meetings of the OEWG, and does not intend to attend coming
meetings.

The Government considers that the Conference on Disarmamest, not the OEWG, provides the
correct forum for taking forward multibateral noclear disarmament negotiations,

The Government considers that a practical step by step approach is needed, using existiag
mechantsms such as the Non Proliferation Treaty and the Conference on Disdrmament. The UK will
continae to work with other nuclear weapons states {the P5) and non-nuclear weapons staies to

Raf2y 134372015 12:16

Lords Hangard text for 15 July 2013 (pt 8001 Etipcferww publications parhiament uldps/1d201314/2dhansrdfex ...

strengthen muinal confidence and further disarnament efforis,
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ANNEX 62 — Statement by Susan le Jeune d’ Allegeershecque, UK Permanent
Representative to the UN in Vienna, at the Vienna Conference on the Humanitarian
Impact of Nuclear Weapons, 9 December 2014,
https:/fwww.gov uk/government/world-location-news/uk-interventi on-at-the-vienna-
conference-on-the-humanitarian-impact-of-nuclear-weapons

VK infervention i the Viennas Confarence on the Humanitadun ... httpsliwr.gov.ok/zovernmenthvarkd-lncstion-newsink-interve.

The UK’s view Is that the uirost importance must be given to avolding any use of nuciear weapons, 10
preventing the spread of nuclear weapons and nuclear weapon techrioiogy, and to keeping nuclear
wezpans safe and secure. The UK is very active in all these areas. That is why we are working hard,
and wifl continue to work hard, 1o ensure a successful Nuctear Non-Proliferation Treaty Review
Corforence next spring. We call on all other States Parly 1o do the same.

The UK agrees that we muyst also pursue the geal of a world without nuclear weapons, and we are
active here too.

Some have argued that the way 1o this goal Is o ban nuclear weapons now, or fo fix a timetable for
their elimination,

The UK considers that this approach fails to take account of, and therefore jeopardises, the stability
ang security which nuclear weapons zan help to ensure.

A declaratory ban, or a timetable not underpinned by the necessary trust, confidence and veritication
measures, would jeopardise sirategic stability. None of us would gain from a loss of that stability.

The UK belleves that the step-by-step approach through the NPT is the enly way 1o combina the
imperziives of disarmarment and of mainfaining global stability. Progress is difficult, but possible. The
US and Russia have reduced their weapons stockpites massively. The UK has reduced its number of
warheads from around 4680 at s peak. Qur current commitment is 1o reduce o 180 by the mid-2020s.

Ve wili work {0 create the eonditions ins which nisclear weapons are no longer needed. We will also
maintain a minimum credible nuclear deterrent for as long as it Is necessary.,

Let me underline that the United Kingdom belisves thaf tha UN Disarmament Machinery and the
Non-Proliferation Traaty provide the right forum for working towards a world without nuclear weapons,
taking full account not only of the devastating humanitarian impact which could result fom a use of
ruclear weapons, but also of the stability and security which nuclear weapons provide.
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www.parliament uk/business/publications/written-questions-answers-
statements/written-question/Commons/2015-01-14/9071 16/

Nuclear Weapons:Written question - 907116 « UK Parbiament hupuiiwsrw.partisment uksbusivess/ publications/writien-question...

Nuclear Weapons:Written question - 907116

 Asked by Dame Joan Ruddeck {Lewisham, Deptford) [N]
Foreign and Commonwealth Dffice Commons 907116
Nuclear Weapons.

To ask the Secretary of State for Forsign and Commionweaith Affairs, what
steps he plans to take in response to the concdusions of the Vienna

Conference on the Humanitarian Impact of Nuclesr Weapons, heid in
December 2014,

A Answered by: Mr Tobias Ellwood

Answered on: 20 January 2015

§The UK was represented at the Vienns conferenice by our Parmanent
: Representative to the International Organisations in Vienna, Susan ie Jeune. |
: As the Vienna Conference was a discussion platform there were no formal
: follow. up outcomes agreed. However as stated at the Conference, the UK
gwi}i continue to follow the step-by-step approach o disarmament through

{ the existing UN disarmarment machinery and the Nuclear Nen-Proliferation
Treaty,
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ANNEX 64 —
https:/f'www.gov uk/gsovernment/news/joint-statement-from-the-nuclear-weapon-
states-at-the-london-p3-conference

Juhm sndermend from the Nedeie Wengoen Siues o e Landas _ htipsiww e govukigone inewsipintsietaeni-fon-te

Tast-Ban Treaty, the achisvament of P5 consanists on a comman reparting frameirork and fhe
Glossary of ¥y Nudest Torms, which have @i contribifisd towards the implemsantation 4f the 2014
Action Plan,

Al thatir 2015 Conlarénce the PS5 reslided their hefisf that 4he Nuchenr Non-Prefiferafon Treaty remaing
the sakential comersiona for the nudear non-prafferation regime and the foirsdation for the pustuft of
nucledr disarmarnant, snad i an esteriial chnishiution 16 Inemational securily aod stability. Thay
ravigwed tha NPT Préparatory Committad piccass avae the oolvsa of this Aaviaw Cyole and
constderad the upooiming 2015 Review Confarence, whess $e PS5 infehd to maks 3 ioint gligtemant.
The P35 jnokad forsard 1o vworking with 58 States Parfies ta the NPT o enaurs & positive outéeme o
the Raview Conferancs thal is batantad across the three mulually reinforoing pillars.

The P reaffinned thal 2 slep-by-step appoach 1o nuclear dEsarmament that promales infemational
stabilfy, peace and undiminished and oreased securtly for 28 famaing the only realistic and pracieal
ke 1o arhisving & world wWithout Biclear weapons. To fHis and, the PE dsoussad inaues refaled In
Inteemationg! sacurily and sirategic slabllity and thelr nuclesr doctrines in order fo enhands mitus
undersianding in these aress, This insluded spdates oh Now START knplemantatian and the
varification axperfgness of bath the Rassian Fededation ardd the Undod States in ratatinn to the Now
HTART Tegly # was noted thal, sinds the eilry Inio Jorce of tha NPT, the step-by-slep pproach has
already dramatically reduced the nirsher of nuclear weapons held by the MWS fram their Cold War
peak. Tha PS all realfinnad the mpariance of il compliance with existing, lagaliy-binding anms
sartral, ronproifaration, and deamament agreements and obigations a8 an essantial alement of
jntarnational paace ard seourity

Tha P5 stiassad that addredsing irther prospeds for niiclear dissrmameant would requie aking into
acuount 2l fattors that could altect glebat shistegie slabllity. in daing s they strassed the imporiance
of engaging i frank and ceastuctive dislogie 1o that snd.

Thé PS reftorated the shated understanding aboud the severs conssquenses of nuclsat waapon dse
and indedined thel resolvs to pravent such an sccurrence rom hapaening. Thay sleo reaffirmad ther
commiiment o ewsting seconly assirgnees regardng the use, b theasd of uze, of nuciear waapops,
inchading, In acpiidanos with UNSOR 884 (1995), thelr eadiness to aagltt non-ruclearweapon States
Partiss 1 Tha NPT that may beocoma the vickms of a hucienr athick Sedrorist o¥ dtherwise).

The P5 distussed effors fo achisve gatry into fores of the Compeshansive Nuclear Tesh-Ban Treaty
promole did ke condrets sieps towards sardy aniry irto Rrce of the CTHT and s uriveraalzalion.
They cafled vpen alf States o uphold rational morstoda an conducting any nieclasr sdiosion. # was
sigfed that all meirbars of the PS hive such a volaniary moralodom in placs. P5 cellaboration én
improving and maintaining the intamationat Manitoring Systen was reviswad. The PS intasd to
felende a joint skaterment on rdnimizing the impact of medical isclops preduciics on the nemational
Manitoring Systam. Furthar, parlicular note was made of the suctesshl camplation of tha Intagratad
Fold Exgrcise 204 in Jordan, to which ail mambadés of the PS conbibited equipsment, parsonns! and
affort. Tha PS decided in continuia regitar technical ieetings aimed af enbancing the verification
tegmi and to hiid a viorkshop on dats quatty chiectives for iadionuiclids measuremants for on-site
nspactons.
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ANNEX 65 — "The United Nations and Security in a Nuclear-Weapon-Free World,” 24
October 2008,
http://www.un.org/apps/news/infocus/sgspeeches/search full asp?statiD=351

Address w the Bust- West Instlinte: "The United Nations spd Secn... Bifp:ffwwiwnn orgfapps newsiinfocusisgspeechewsearch_full.

There are dlso concdrns that a "nuclear renaissanca™ cdutd snon take place, with nucledr anergy befng
| Eeeil 3t A cdeap, amission-fres aiternative a2 a time of {Feing afforts to epimbat chmate changa,
Thie maln worry i that xbis will lead fo the productian and uge of mors puclear materals that st be
protéctad agalnst proliferation gnd Berrorisge thraats.

Ladies ard Gentlomen,

‘Tha bbatacles fo dissrinament ars formidabls. But the costs aud risks of its alternatives never get the
attenthon thiy deserva, But consider tha tremendeus opportunity cost of huge military budgets,
Consitlar tha vast pesturess that are consurmed by the andless pirsist of miitary superfority,

Acrarding to the Stockholm Intaratianal Peace Researeh Instituts, globat milltary axpenditures |ast

i year avcpgded §3.3 trfliion, Tan years ago, the Brookings Institution pubbshed a study that sstimatad
tha tatad costs of neclEar weapans in just one saumitytha Unfted Statesito be over 5.5 willion,
including futuce deanip costs. By any deflnition, this has basn a huge investmant of financial and
technicyl meourcas that cotld have bad many other productive Liges,

Cencerns over sitch costs and the nherent dangers of nudade weapons have led by a global oulpouring
of ideac ts bregthe nevr lifa into the ¢auss of auelear disarmiament. We have Sé2i the WHME Commission
leed by Haas 8iie, the Mew Agends Coalitien and Norway's soven-nation infdalive. dostralla and Japan
have just launchead the intarnational Eominiszion on Hudesr Noa-Prafifaeation and Ditapmament, Civil
sociely qroups and niclear-weapon states have alss made proposais.

Thare is also the Hoover pian. 1 ami pleased to nots the grasence hars Today of some of that affort'z
authors. Br. Kissingar, Mr, Kampelman: aliow me to thank you for yoilr comesfibment and for tha great
wisdom you have brotight 1o thig effart.

| Such initiatives desirva greater support. As the wadld faces crises in the seviomie syl environimental
Argnas, thers is growing awareriess of the fragiity of oir planet and the weed far globai solutions fo

| giebal challanges. This changing conscipusnass tan also hely us ravitalize the intarnationat disarmamant
agsnda,

{n thak spirit, 1 hereby sifer o fivespoint praposal,

Flrat, 1 isige alt 8P parties, it particulae the midear-weapon-states, 1o Tullli their shiigaten under the
1 treaty fo undertake negeliations an effertive measures feading to nuclesr dizarmament,

They could pursie this god by agraermant pin B ramework of Saparsts, miutually relnforcing
Instruments. Or they fauid considar regotisthng a nuclenr-waapons cotvention, badked by a strong
Systns of varification, as has long been proposed at the United Mations. Upan tha renuest of Costa Rica
i and Molaysia, ! have elrcilated to alf UN member states 5 dealt of such & convention, which offars 3
gosd peint of depirtura. ’

The nuglasr powars should detheely angage with other states on this issue at the Cantardsce on

| Disarmament i Geneva, the world’s singte rauitilateral disacmament negotlating forum. The world

weuld alze weleoine 3 resumption of bilataral aegatistiving hebaesn the Unitad Statas and Russlan
Faderation sirmed ab desy and verifiable reductions of their respective srsenals,

; Gowermments should also lavast more in verification research snd davelogment. The Usited Kingdom's
proposal to hoet 3 onference of nudear-wiapon states an verfication is a conerete step in the right
i direction,
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ANNEX 66 — Nuclear Disarmament and the NPT: The Responsibility of the Nuclear-
Weapon Siates, at “Global Summit for a Nuclear Weapon-Free World: Laying the
Practical, Technical, and Political Groundwork”, Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament
and Acronym Institute for Disarmament Diplomacy, London, 16 February 2008,
http.//www.un.org/disarmament/HomePase/HR/docs/2008/2008Feb16 London.pdf

3
durable public suppon. certinty more so than expenditone of vist sums on behall of weapons whese
husie morulity, legality, snd wiility iz widely open fo question.  Nuclear wespons cunpot deter
caiastrophic terrarist atlacks, o are they Hkely to zerve any funclion in responss fo such sfiacks. Yol
thiir perpetuntion gencrates new fypes of ferroxist risks rek isting 10 the Toss or the® of & peckesy weapns
or related material, er 1o sitacks on nuclear facilities or vehicles tansporting soch ftems.  Physieal
secutity condrods cnn only so Bir in seducing such risks, buf nevier as far 5 dissrmarment.

3 With sespiect fo my second question, yes there are sonse steps that are contrary to the cause of
“dismrmamest. [wonld inchude in this eatepory the following -

s the articutation of long-term plons — af times with Trme hotizons in multiple devades — o reain
ar Improve existing nuchear arsenals, epupled with the ek of any operational plans
whatsosver to hoplement nuelesr disonmamend;

s the developmend of now types of auclewrweapon delbvery systemsy

*  the promulgation of nuclear dectrines thet reserve the right ta the first use of muclear weapons,
even against non-raiclear-weapon staks, or © precmpt 4 possible firture attack involving other
weapons of mess destruction or eves eomventional weapons;

®  the repeated re-affinnations of neclear deforrence 2s vital to national security; and

s the refysal to nogotiate or diseuss even the outtines of s nuclear-weapons convention.

In this light, the ofien-heard claim that suckess stockpiles are ot the “mintmuam™ level necded w0
sustain determence i st reassuring, especially fo the extent that it offers 2 moded mational scestiiy
posture for other copntries to smulate, 25 indeed they hove, The claim by the e possesanTs that
they must vefam thelr secler ﬁmhzht} becanse they do oot know what thrests mighi arise in e
futire conld casily be made by any would-be nuckear stute.

Naclear doetrines, i sppesrs, are somewhal contagions and fend to pmi;xfmt: sight slong with
the weapons themselves. The pmsps:u of & woskd of Staies, cach with its ows “minimum” msclear
detiement, could scarcely serve the interest of infernatinngd peace and security, And if history fraches
us &nyﬁxmg the praspeet of perpetually freesing the mumber sintes with such n deferrend i not bright,
recognizing that nuclear weapons have sow spread fo some eight or nine stafes since they were fiost
used ai Hiroshima sl Nagasski

_ As for my fourth question concerning what steps wre pecded for substenttal progerss in
dissrmament, any movement sway from the grevieus sl of itenss foward snhanciny nabtionsl seoprity
through non-nuictear means would advance this goal, This, weapons stewardship programmes would
progressively give way to disarmament stm":mishap initintives, which would inclnde soch activities ag
developing ¢nhanced mesns of verifving mmplmmc with disarmament commitmenss, prompily and
retiohly detecting possible violutions, protecting sipainst the reversibility of disermament obfigstions,
and emsuring the availability of amzmazzzs:: means {both. diplomatic and miliary) of defending
legitineate securily interests without using suclear weapons,

B s also important for the poblie and the wosld community to wimess the progress of
disurmument, through ranspardney ressures involving mor then just unilsters? national declusations
of reductions, but wﬁzcm:ni detail for the world to conclude that un-Geployed weapons are in fact
heing taken apart and destroyed.
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htip://carnecieendowment.org/files/nuclear-paper.pdf

There is widespread support for a Middle East
Zane free of nuclear as well as othet weapans

of mass destruction - this woidd require Israel
10 renounce nudear weapons, alt siates inthe
region t join the global bans on chemicat

and biclogical weapons, and full confidence

in Iran's compliance with its non-proliferation
obligations, The treaties establishing these
zones provide the best way for the Nudlear
Weapon Stites 1o give affed to the stated

desire of Non-Huclear Weapon States for treafy-
hased negative security assurances’ that nudesr
weapons will not be used against them.

Muctear Weapons Convention

Anather proposal o achieve a global ban
{mentioned in the Introdiiction) is for the
intarnational community o begin immediate
negotiations, with a tight deadline 1o prevent
prevarication, on a universal, verifiable and
legally-binding agreement to ban all nuclear
waapons. This approach is championed by
many of the Non-Nuclear Weapon States and
Non-Governmental Drganisations. A madel ekt
has been tabled at the UN to Hlusirate how the
main isstes might be resolved.

But most of the states with nuclear weapons,
ircluding the UK, while actepting that sorme
form of such an agreament is likely to be
necessary In due course to establish the finsl
bar, ¢onsider that it would be premature and
potentially counter-productive to focus efforts
on it pow when the many other conditions
necessary 1o enabie a ban have yetto be put

" in'place. Words alone will not vid the world of -
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ANNEX 68 - Hansard, HL Deb, 9 June 2010, col. 641,
hitp://www.publications.parliament uk/pa/ld20101 1/1dhansrd/text/100609-
0001 . htm#10060950000327

9 Jun 201D : Calumn 641

subject without delay? Wiil they ensure that the Secretary-General of the UN felis s facllitator that he should apply the phrass, *Don't take no
far an answer™?

Lord Howell of Gulidford: | am gratefuf to the noble Lord. Part of the action plan for the existing nuciear powsrs is to Involve the UN Secretary-
Genaral mich mare closely and to seek his co-operation In the directions that the noble Lord has deseribed. 1 cannet voueh for the precise
patteins which he will follaw, but his full Involvement In these maters s a major intention of the signatorfes fo the new conclusions,

Baroness Willlams of Crosby: My Lords, the Minister describad the excellent outcome of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Traaty Review
Conference. However, the great bulk of nos-nuciear powers decided to press for a nudiaa weapohs tonvention to abolish nuclear wespans
comptetely by 2025, In the fight of that, will the nuclear posture review, which has been welcomned and mentioned by the coalition Gavernment,
look into how far we can make precise the future steps towards disarmament that we shafl take as a Government? Wil 1t also fook 3t the future
of the British deterrent?

tord Howell of Guildford: My Lords, I am grateful to the noble Haroness, whe sbviously has enormous knowledge of this subject, The ides of 3
Auclear weapons convertion s 3 fine ong, but we take the view, as 1 think do other Governments, that it 2 In practice 2 question of one step at a
Hrie. We want to iy to move towards the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty and the Flsile Material Cut-Off Treaty, A whole saries of things need
o be dare befarz one tomes to the happy situation where the nuclesr world is disarmed and 4 convention coulfd then get full support. If we try
to rush b0 3 convention frst of all, we might end up delaying the detalled work that i needed on the path to get there.

131032015 12:47
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ANNEX 69 — ht;p /wrww. reachingerticalwill org/images/documents/Disarmameni-
fora/HILM/268ep UKUSFrance.pdf [accessed on 1 March 2015].

Finally, Mr President, 8 few words on the othet approsches fo Nuclear Disaraiament,

ngx:%iy nnﬂm!m}d ;ia: ssmns mnszguams_af mmlﬁaz wpan ;zse aanﬁ wﬂirmnm w gz% i&@

:mem:'mw toward this end,

Mr President, Therte is 1o path 16 -a world ‘without na:iear weapons nﬁmz thag daily haxd wmk on
‘chneretd” steps toward zi:a: end. This requires a broad inipe af dn e hitemational secu
environment and the steady pursuit of practical steps, with cuch step buildiss on the last. We: veiain
conceried that these: effosis. shxﬁmmamyixammamﬁmthmmdbytﬁamﬁ-
;mmphaaca and proliferation chalknges facing-us.

Phaitk you, Mr President.
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ANNEX 70 - Article 36 para. 2 Declarations of The Republic of the Marshall Islands
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Treland

UNITED NATIONS @ NATIONS UNIES

]

POSTAL ADDRESS—ADARESSE POSTALE: UNITED MATIONS, N7, 10017
CAMLE ADDRESS—AORESSE TILEGRAPHIQUE UNATIONS NHEWYORK

Reference: C.N.261.2013. TREATIES-1.4 (Depositary Notification)

DECLARATIONS RECOGNIZING AS COMPULSORY THE JURISDICTION OF
THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSFICE UNDER ARTICLE 36,
PARAGRAPH 2, OF THE STATUTE OF THE COURT

MARSHALL [sLANDS: DECLARATION UNDER ARTICLE36 (2) OF THE STATUTE

The Secretary-General of the United Nations, acting in his capacity as depositary,
communicates the following: '

The above action was effected on 24 April 2013.

in accordance with paragraph 4 of article 36 of the Statute of the Interrational Court of Justice,
the authentic English text of the declaration and the French translation are transmitted herewith.

30 April 2013

Anention: Treaty Services of Ministries of Foreign Affairs and of international organizations concemned.
Depositary notifications are issued in electronic format only. Depositary notifications are made available to
the Permanent Missions to the United Nations in the United Nations Treaty Collection on the Internet at
http:/ireaties.un.org, ander "Depositary Notifications (CNs)". In addition, the Permanent Missions, as well
as other interested individuals, can subscribe to receive depositary notifications by e-mail through the Treaty
Section's "Automated Subscription Services”, which is also available at http://treaties.un.ozg.
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“His Excellency Ban Ki-moon
Secretary-General

760 United Nations Plaza
United Nations

New York, NY 10017

Your Excellency:

Declaration of Consent to the Jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice

1 have the horor to declare on behalf of the Government of the Republic of the Marshatl
Islands that

1 The Government of the Republic of the Marshall Islands accepts as compalsory ipso facto and
without special convention, on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice, in conformity with paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Comt, until such time as
Rotice may be given to terminate the acceptance, over all disputes arising after 17 September 1991, with
regard to siteations or facts subsequent to the same date, other than:

6] any dispute which the Republic of Marshall Islands has agreed with the other Party or
Parties thereto to settle by some cther method of peaceful settlement;

(ii) any dispute in respect of which any other Party to the dispute has accepted the
compulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice only in relation to or for
the purpose of the dispute.

2) The Govemment of the Republic of the Marshall Islands also reserves the right at any time, by
means of notification addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and with effect as from
the moment of such notification, to add to, amend or withdraw either of the foregoing reservations or
any that may hereafier be added.

Done at Majuro, Republic of the Marshall Islands this 15" Day of March, Two Thousand
Thirteen.

(Signed) The Honorable Tony A. deBrum
Minister in Assistance to the President and
Acting Minister of Foreign Affaiss”™

Attention: Treaty Services of Ministries of Foreign Affairs and of international organizations concemed.
Depositary notifications are issued in electronic format only. Depositary notifications are made available to
the Permanent Missions to the United Nations in the United Nations Treaty Collection on the Internet at
http: fitreaties. un.org, under "Depositary Notifications (CNs)". In addition, the Permanent Missions, as well
as other interested individuals, can subseribe to receive depositary notifications by e-mail through the Treaty
Section's “Automated Subscription Services”, which is also available at hitp:/ftreaties un org.



United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland Declaration Recognizing
the Jurisdiction of the Court as Compulsory

5 July 2004

“1. The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
accept as compulsory ipso facto and without special convention, on condition of
reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice, inconformity with -
paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court, until such time as notice may be
given to terminate the acceptance, overall disputes arising after 1 January 1974, with
regard to situations or facts subsequent to the same date, other than:

@) any dispute which the United Kingdom has agreed with the other Party or
Parties thereto to settle by some other method of peaceful settlement;

(ii)  any dispute with the government of any other country which is or has been
a Member of the Common wealth;

(iii)  any dispute in respect of which any other Party to the dispute has accepted
the compulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice only in
relation to or for the purpose of the dispute; or where the acceptance of the
Court's compulsory jurisdiction on behalf of any other Party to the dispute

. was deposited or ratified less than twelve months prior to the filing of the
application bringing the dispute before the Court.

2. The Government of the United Kingdom also reserve the right at anytime, by
means of a notification addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and
with effect as from the moment of such notification, either to add to, amend or
withdraw any of the foregoing reservations, or any that may hereafter be added.”

(Signed) Emyr Jones Parry
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ANNEX 71 - Statement by Hon. Mr. Phillip Muller, Minister of Foreign Affairs of the
Republic of the Marshall Islands, 26 September 2013,

http://’WWW.u_n.orsz/en/ga/68/meetino:s/nucleardisarmament/pdf/l\fﬂ-l en.pdf

e

perspéctive un tive Rantbrigd breaty, We express s ol eveniual dspirations 10 Join with our Patific
neighbods in sopporing & Peeilc free of nushey weapons iy o manier consistinl with inwrnaiional
e

Char,

Disarnament ¢onses with political witl - and we affinn and welcome bilnteral progress this fegard

shuding betiegei the United Simes and Russia. We orde ol nucledr w gapons stleh o infensify itorts

0 dddress thair sdupa bl e B ploving Beeards an effective and seolivg didarmuime,

The Marshatiess ;mwpsr: should be the very fiskt gmu;) 13 et the Laited Naions v our dedper puidos
= Tl B vation amud peoplé showdd ever have o boat witiess 1o the burdei OF expohure 10 the

davastatng Hnpuets of nuckei Yrpons. The UN cannot « uid it w1 - regeai stich misikes; we

ot rise o ke o the chulleige of nternitional Sorame,
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ANNEX 72 - Marshall Islands Statement, Second Conference on the Humanitarian
Impact of Nuclear Weapons Nayarit, Mexico, 13-14 February 2014,
hitp./fwww reachingeriticalwill. org/images/documents/Disarmament-fora/nayarit-
2014/statements/MarshallIstands.pdf

Marshall Islands Statoment
Second Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons

Moverds, Mealen, 1314 Febengry 3014

Think you, Mr. Chairman. Firss, let me reiterate my sense of pratitede o the Government of
Maxics for gxeiuting 3 wanderful job in hosting this imporiant confersnee. 1 also wish o
soviate urssves with the sistement delivered by the distinguished delagale from the

%‘;‘ié:;mhim of Kiribati on behalf of the Pacifc blands and fo ferthes acknowledge the
statement by the Ambassador from the Kingdon of Tonga,

As stated by representatives of eur government during the High-Level Mesting on Nuclear
Disarmament, the United Natfons must slop the spr*a& of nuclear weapans, whils securing
pisgre B & world withewt nuclear weapons, We wrgently renew owr call to olt siates
possessing purlear weapons to intensify efforts to address thelr responsibilities In moving
towards an effective and securs disarmament.

It has been almost 68 years sinee the Genern! Asssrobly in its wiry Brst sesolation
sstablished 2 mechanism for the elhuination from national srsensls of saclesr wespons
angd other weapons adaptabls to mass destroction. 1t bus been more thun 45 yeurs since
the sonchusion of the Tréaty on Nen-Profiferstion of Nudesr Wedpons. Yet today, we still
fear the day where we are forced to relive B horrors. We do not wont other people 1o
suffer the same consequentes we did!

Mr. Chatrman, the Marshall kslands is convinged that maltiateral negotiations on achieving
and sustaining a world free of nuchenr weapons arve long overdue. inﬁ&ﬁﬁ we balisve thit
statas possessing nuckeay srsenals are failing to il their logsl obligations in this ragard,
fnediate commencement and conglusion of such bégotistions & reguired by legal
obligatinn of sucledr disirmanment resting upon each and E&‘EW&?B?E unter Articls Vi of the
Nen Proliferation Tresty and costomary international law. It alse woeld achieve the
nhjective of noclear disarmament long and ronsistently set by the United Nations, and
Fulfill our respensibilities o present and future generativng while honoring tee past ones.

Mr. Choirmyan, let me remind this forum that it was under the UN Trustseship that the
Marshall Islands was used as 3 testing ground. Today we feel sbandoned by the very
institnticns that were established to protect us. While the decision to take urgent scfions
twards & nmelear free world s very important, mechanisms to addressad mats‘lﬂn&ing
155;25 from past nuclear tests are equally impertant. We've witnessed far tne many human
sulipring
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ANNEX 73 — T. Graham, Correspondence,. “The Origin and Interpretation of Article
VI”, 15 Nonproliferation Review 7, 9 (2008), available at
http://cns miis.edu/npr/pdfs/151 comrespondence.pdf
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ANNEX 74 — W. Potter, et al, “The 2010 NPT Review Conference: Deconstructing
Consensus”, CNS Special Report, James Martin Center for Non-proliferation Studies,
June 17, 2010, p. 8, http://cns. mirs. edu/stories/pdfs/100617 npt 2016 _summary pdf

globaf coenttrence i M4 to begin talks on clirninating neclesr soos “within 2 speeiited
timeframe.” These proposals-—and other mzamg.&tﬁ 1o gain suppor for the iden of & legally-
binding o ﬁgﬁ“&m timictrame en dissomamnent — were resisted by the Unifed States, France, and
Russia, who often spoke I concert. The United Kingdom }ﬂ}%{é in anly in the last week as the
delegation awelled instructions from dts nowly formed povernment, while Ching tended to be
mose symipathetic to NAM disarmument proposals. In the Conferepee’s final divs, the question
was wdhether the NWS, purtieulnly France and Russia, could secept compromise Eangusﬁa
staiing that “the final phose of the nuclear disirmament provess sud other relaied messures
should be purssed within 2 legal framework with speeified timelings ™

The amousnt of tme and beated debate devoted to e question of fimelines aod tegst frameworks
at the 2010 Revlon indicates that thinbine on this issee has moved forward, and fewer siuteg
view the idea of a thue-bound framework as prematine or impractical. During the deliborations,
mimg N”s‘%’& {e: - %-f: et Maﬂxm: ami f.“.’?ss%e? made # fzifm' &3{@2 %3*%3, &énﬂi ﬂmk iﬁ mpﬂﬁz
Figm} ﬁm:umm’i % i:mm];sss;mnﬁ az;ﬂ Rﬂﬁmaﬁiﬁmﬁﬁ? for Fﬁgiﬁ\a goe; %ﬂmm sgah:ﬁ agn:eai i
language calling on sl nuclesr-weapon Siates to vndenake conerety disarmoment efforis™ and
that “all States need o make special efforts 1o establish the sevessary famework to achieve and
maistain 8 warld without muclear wespons,” nating, “the five-point proposs] for nuclesr
diszrmament of the Seerstary-General of the Eilﬁti:ﬂ MNations, which proposes, futer afis,
consideration of negotistions oe a nucleer weapis comvention or agreement on a framework of
separate mubually reinforeing instromonis.”

China, for its part, blocked 2 proposal that wondd have cafled on the five nuclear weapon states 1o
hali aft gmﬁm tion of highty enriches sraniuns and phufonium pending a fssile moteral weaty.
While China is believed to huve stopped producing such nuterial, # bas not publicly anrounced
2 pradustion moratorium, anlike the other four nuclear-weapos states, The drafl setion plan from
Rubsidiary Body 1 effectively called for the other Fosr NWS to uphold their moratoria snd for
Thina o Yeonsider™ ope. H:sm:wz; fn e przmiem s finat dovument, the text on a fissile
pnaterial production moraturiin was sheent from e forward-tooking Conclusions and
Ra:\:mi:nﬂﬁhmn

A propesal s from UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon that received consenses support
suggested that if the deeade-long deadlock at the Genevp-based Conference an Disgmisment
{0} contined wntil this fall, the Seeretary-General should convene » ministerial meeting to
help make progress on issses now being considered by that fonem, meluding the FMCT and so-
eatled “megative securtly sssurapees™—pledges made by NWS not to use or threalen 1o use
nuclear weapons against NNWS. This ides was recognized in getion itenss 7 and 15 of the Final
ﬁmmmt However, a proposal that would have encouraged the UN Generst Assembly 1o

“examing how such Issues should be purswed” it they had not moved forward by the end of the
CP's 2011 session, effectively taking e FMOT negotiations out of the U, met with opposition
ot unly from the NWS {peiicolarly Rossia and France), but 2lse the majority of NAM, and was
dropped fromn the final text.

In jts Nuclear Postare Review, the United States indicated for the st time that i weuld not
kaunch a nuclesr atfack against NN'WS partics to the NPT in good standing with their mactear
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ANNEX 75 — H. Blix (Chairman), ‘Weapons of Terror: Freeing the World of Nuclear,
Biological and Chemical Arms”, The Weapons of Mass Destruction Commission,
(2006), p. 94, -

hitp://www.un.org/disarmament/education/wmdcommission/files/Weapons of Terror
-pdf -

WMDC RECOMMENDATION
1 9 Russia and the United States, followed by other states possessing
¥ nuclear weapons, should publish their sggiegate holdings of
nuclear weapons on achive and reserve status gs a baseline for
future disarmament efforts. They should also agreé to include
specific provisions in future disanmament agreements relating fo
transparency, irreversibility, verification and the physical destnuc-
tion of puclear warheads.

Initiatives involving all states possessing nuclear weapons

ke is often forgotten that the NPT nucledr disarmament commitment applies
to all states parties. The *package deal’ that enabled the indefinite extension
of the treaty in 1995 included a call for this goal to be *fulfilled with determina-
tion” and urged the nuclear-weapon siates to make systemnatic and progressive
efforts to reduce noclear weapons globally,

This was in 1993. It is easy to see that the nuclear-wedpon states parties to
the NPT have lazgely failed to implement this commitment and failed to ‘pur-
sue negotiations in good faith’ on nuclear disarmament a3 required of them
under the NPT, Indeed, all states that have nuclear weapons are still seeking
to modernize their miclear capabilities.

‘There is an urgent need for a change of attitude and for progress in this
area. Whethér or not parties to the NPT, states that have acquired nuclear
weapons must decide without further delay how they ¢an contribute to the
muclear disarmament process. The United States and Russia have huge nuclear
arsenals that no longer serve the original purpose of mutual deterrence. They
have also not engaged 1n any sertous bilateral disarmament tatks since con-
cluding SORT in 2002, Progress in implementing the deep reductions pro-
posed above would encourage some downward movement in the size of
nuclear arsenals in other states. Individually or jointly, all state possessing
such weapons must participate in this global effort. Having unilaterally
decided long ago to enter the nudlear club, all muclear-weapon states must
now recognize that itis their duty to exit.

Frasce and the UK will have to decide whether it will be meaningful to
retain costly nuclear arsenals that were developed for an enemy thatno longer
exists, in order to meet hypothetical threats against which such weapons are

of questmnabie vahie. Both ::tmntnas arenow ara r:mssmads gamg down
- one road would show their convicdon that nuclear weapons are not necessary
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ANNEX 76 — G. Mukhatzhanova, “Implementation of the Conclusions and
Recommendations for Follow-on Actions Adopted at the 2010 NPT Review
Conference: Disarmament Actions 1-227, 2014 Monitoring Report, James Martin
Center for Non-proliferation Studies, (2014), p.'1,
http:/fwww .nonproliferation.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/04/CNS-Monitoring-
Report 2014 web pdf

INTRODUCTION
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resited megatively @ all dieee developntents and did pee participate dn the husasrdasiah invpact
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ANNEX 77 - G. Evans, T. Ogilvie-White and R. Thakur, Nuclear Weapons: The State
of Play 2015 (Centre for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, February
2015), hitps://ennd. crawford. anu edu. au/publication/cond/5328/nuclear-weapons-
state-play-2015

1. NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

L1 Overview

§1.2  Objeetives and General Strategy
§1.3  Digarmament Principles

§1.4 Reducing Weapons Numbers
#1.5  MNuclear Doctrine

§1.6  Nuclsar Foree Posturs

81.7 Parallel Security fssues

§1.8 Mohilizing Political Wil

§1.1 Overview
1.1 16 2014, unhappily, thers were still an estimated 16,372 nuclear warheads distributed
among nine nudear-armed states. More than 90 per cent of these are in Russian and US
argenals. There are many fewer nudesr weapons today than during the Cold Way, and
the yisk of deliberate nuclear weapons nze by fhe United States sr Russia may well be -
negligible. Yei, paradadeally, the overall risks of nuclear war bave grown - as more
couhtries In more unstable reglons have acquired these deadly weapons, terroristd
suphisticated nudlear-armed states remain vulnerable not only to systein and hisman
error hut, increasingly, to cvber attack Even a “limited” regional nuclear war could have
catastrophic global consequences.
1.2 While the need for total muclear disarmaiment is more urgent than ever, fis
schievement remaing lttle or no dloger hoth among the mucdlear-weagon states {NWS)
a5 defiried in the Treaty o the Non-Profiferation of Nuclear Weapors (NPT}, viz China,
France, Russia, the Usnited Kingdom and the United States; three nuclear-armad states
outside the NPT, viz. India, lsrael, and Pakistan: and Notth Korea, the workd's only NPT
breakout state. There hat been some prograss in reducing the dverall US and Russian
nuclear weapons stockpiles and the number of deployed strategic weapons, and in
improving transparency among some NWS. But there has been only mintmal progressin
shiftirig nuclear doetrines and postures, and no progress in either taking weapons off
high-alert launch status, or in addressing the issues of ballistic missile defenwce and
conventional arms Imbalances, differences over which are presently serioisly inhibiting
further disarmament méovement. In 2014 the Russias-West stand-off over the erisis
i Ukraine made early progress in the nuclear arms control agenda even less likely.  ~
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ANNEX 78 — Hansards, HC Deb, 27 November 1968, vol. 774, cc501-5501,
hitp://hansard. milibanksvstems.com/commons/1968/nov/27/non-proliferation-treaty

Mr. Mutley 1 am obliged. One of the important aspects of the Treaty is the firm commitment to farther measures of
niclear disarmutment There is general agreement, I think, that 3 comprehensive test ban should be one of the early
measures, My hon. Friend will know that F made a5 initiative in thix regard in July at Gebeva. T bope that we &in muke

13/03/2015 15:14

JLIFERATION TREATY (Hansard, 27 November 1568) hitpr/hansard . millbanksystems comfvommons/ 1968 /movi27mon....

progress shortly whes those discussions resume in the new year

Mo Eldvin Griffichs Since four members of the United Nations voied against the Treaty and 22 abstained, and the
President-Elect of the United States has grave doubts over sizning i while Soviet troops are in Crechoslovakia, bow
soon does the right hon. Gentleman expect that it will fake effect? In view of the fact that, on the very day of thie
invasion, the United States and the Soviet Union were about to go further in talks on offensive ballistic missiles. and
this was wiopped by the events In Crechoslovakia. does the vight hon. Gentleman not agres thit My, Nixon his good
eauge for cantion?

My, Speaker Order, Questions must be reasonably brief.
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ANNEX 79 — International Panel on Fissile Materials, Global Fissile Material Report

2013, p. 3, http./fipfmlibrary.org/gfmrl3 pdf

The United States, United Kingdom, Russia, France and China have all stopped pro-
ducing HEU for weapons s well a8 any other purpose, 10 some éades detades ago. The
first faur of thase states have made official declarations to this effect, China has done
6 informally. In 2012, Russia announced that it was resuming limifed praduciion of
HEU for naval and fast reactor fuel. India is also producing HEU fof naval fuel. Pakistan
is producing HEU for weapons. It §s possible that North Kotes also may be producing
HEU for weapons,

The global stockpile of sépaiated phitonium in 2012 was about 495 £ 1) tons. Almost
hatf of this stockpils was produced for weapons, while most of the rest has beén pro.
duiced in civilian programs in nuclear weapon states, As a revult, about 98% of all se.
parated plutonium i3 16 the nuclear weapon states. Most of the (iceriainty is dué to s
tack of official information about Bugsia’s plutonium production history.

In 2012 the United Stafes provided an update of #s history of production and use of
weapons plutonium and on its plutonium stockpile as of Septembér 2009, Tts earlier
declarstinn was in 1996, The United Kingdom also has declared the size of its weapons
plutoninm stockpile, but anly once, in 2000, The ather neclesr weapon states have
maile publie ne information on their ciarvent holdings or production of weapons pha.
tombim, other than annourcing an énd o production for weapon pitposes. Again,
China has indiested this only informally,

Lszael, India, and Pakistan continue o produce plotonivim for weapons, In Sepiember
2013, North Korea appears to have resurned production in its previously disabled reac-
tor at Yonghyon. Nonetheless, there has been a net decrease in the global plutoniam
stockpile available for weapons in recent years a5 the United Siates bas reported send.
ing 4.4 tons of plutonium declared excess fir pational secirity needs for disposal as
wiaste in the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant in New Mexico. This disposal has not been
verified independently by international inspectors, hawever, |

Increasing Transparency

The foeus of this report is increasing transparency of nuclear warhead and fissile mate-
rial stockpiles. Under the terms of the 2010 *Action Plan on Muclear Disarmament,”
the NPT nuclear weapon states agreed to cooperate on steps to increase franspaténcy
and develop verification capabilities related to nuclear disarmament and in particular
to report information that can Farther openneéss and verification. The nuclear weapon
states are expected to report fo the NPT Preparatory Cominitiee In 2014 on progress
towards meeting these obligations.

Chapter 2 of Global Fissile Material Report 2013 lays out proposals for steps towards '

greater transparency that could be adopted by the NPT weapon staiés as part of this
pracess. These proposals were presented by IPFM in Vienna in May 2012 and in April
2013 in Gernéva at the meetings of the Preparatory Committee (PrepCom) for the 2015
NPT Review Conference. These are summarized briefly below.

Globat Fissile Material Report 2813 3
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ANNEX 80 — Statement by HE. Mr. Edi Yusup, Ambassador and Deputy Permanent
Representative of the Republic of Indonesia in Geneva, on behalf of the Group of
Member States of the Non-Aligned Movement Parties to the [NPT], Cluster 1
Specific Issues, Nuclear disarmament and security assurance, 25 April 2013, Geneva,
pp. 1-2, http.//www.reachingeriticalwill org/images/documents/Disarmament-
fora/npt/prepcom 13/statements/25Aprii NAM.pdf

6. While noting reductions of nuclear weapons declared by someé NWS, the
Group stresses that any such reductions aré nidermined by the modemization of
nucléar weapons, and their delivery systems, and related infrastructure by the
NWS. In otder to comply with their obligations under Article VI of the Traaty, as
vell as with thelr commitments under the 13 practical steps and 2010 Action Plan

i

on nuclear disarmament, the NWS iust immediately cease their plans to further
invest in imodernizing, upgrading, refurbishing, of extending the lves of their
nuclear weapons and related facilities.
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ANNEX 81 - J. Ruzicka and N.J. Wheeler, “The Puzzle of Trusting Relationships in
the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty”, International Affairs, Vol. 86(1) (2010),
http.//www posse.gatech.edu/sites/posse.gatech edu/files/The%20puzzie%6200f%20tm
sting%20relationshins%20in%620the%20Nuclear¥20Nonproliferation%20 Treaty.pdf

The NNWS assumed a potentally great vulnerability, because by forsaking
the possibility of getting nuclesr weapons, they exposed themselves to the actions
of the NWS, a5 a resule of which they could face negative consequences sich as
nuclear blackmail. The basic bargain {:f the NPT thus répresents a trusting relanaan{
ship. There would have been litde incentive for those who signed the treaty to do,
50 if they thought they could not trust the other parties. To be sure, some states
might have been pressred into accepting the treaty by the superpowers through
a mix of sticks and carrots {e.g. a system of verification, secutity guarantees, and
the determination to keep Germany snd Japan dennelearized) that would generate:
;: favourable ser of pay-offs, while others mlght have signed the NPT because of
thieir own notimative commitments {e.g. believing that the possession and prolif-
éamﬁon nf :ms:leaf Wﬁap:ms wete tabﬂﬁ) But pmbainly o state timr signed the

me miost states, zizf: dﬁfﬁﬁi{)ﬁ to enter into the treaty reflected a tnix of interests
and values. In accepting the treaty, they exhibited trust, no marter how weak. by
fact, the reluctance of a nomber of stares—both NWS {e.g. France, China) and
NNWS (e.g. India, Brazil, West Germany, Japan, Spain}~—to sigh and/or ratify
the treaty even after it came into effect in 1970 shows that these states were, to
varying degrees, unwilling to accept the bargain®' In other words, they did not
have trust in the treaty and refused to enter into the trusting relationship with
other signatories,

The basic bargnin of the NPT has often been described as unequal and derided
for creating two classes of states.™ The N'WS are said to have got a much beiter

# Soceg. H. Jon Resenbauin sind Clean M. Cooper, Bead avd che iviclear non-prolifration weary’, Taiora-
tla!ﬂfflﬁé}ﬁ 4601, Jan., 150, Bp. 74083 John B, Badicntt, "The is99--98 debate wver raifivation of the NIFT in
Japase’, Aadan Sﬂmy‘ w3, Mareh 7, g TR
= I}wsﬂ Vital, ‘Dronble-tulk vt doubleabink? A oinisent oo the deft Non-Frolfemtion Tresty), btmxm{muf
A 441 3, July ingd, P 43913 Lineals B Blomnbeld, Noder sprend and warld spder’, B Farein ﬁﬁi{fﬁ o
© 4 IV 3995, PP Pidets.
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deal than the NN'WS, Whereas the lauer are to oblige immedistely and not o
pursie nuclear weapons, the foriner niake a rathet vague future commitment,
While this is quite true, it is wlso indisputable that even the NWS szgnmg the NPT
have entered into 3 rrusting relationship. By agreeing to the right of all signatories
of the NPT to pursue civilian nuclear programmies, albeit subject to safeguards
adminisiered by the International Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA), the NWS have
accepted {along with the NNWS, 1o be sure) the potential valnerability sinherent in
the possibility of a state mastering the fuel-cycle and thereby becoming 4 “virtual’

nuclear weapon state.™ Thus all states that are party to the NPT, irrespective of
their nuclear status, enter into a trusting relationship with each other. The difter-
ence is in the degree of vulnerability to which the two groups of states are exposed.
ias 1 resuh of exhibiting trust.

As'weargued above, the initial expression of trust manifested by entering into a
trusting rx:]atmmhip can be either strengthened or weakened. The N'WS have had
the opportuniry to strengthen trust by making progress towards nuclear disarma-
ment, while the NNWS have had the opportunity to do so by agreeing to more
stringent measures of verification. Conversely, little or no movement in either of
these two areds, of a reversal in the forim of growing nuclear anmaments by the
NWS and/or a bmlﬂﬁ? towards nuclear weapon capability by the NNWS, would
lead to the erosion of the initial trasting relationship or, at best, its stabilization at
avery low level
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ANNEX 82 — A. Cassese, The Israel-PLO Agreement and Self-Determination, 4
European Journal of International Law 567 (1993),
hitp:/fwww.eil org/pdfs/4/1/1219 pdf
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ANNEX 83 — UN Secretary-General, Message to the Vienna Conference on the
Humanitarian Impact of Nuclear Weapons, Vienna, 8 December 2014.
http.//www.bmeia gv. at/fileadminfuser_upload/Zentrale/Aussenpolitik/Abruestung/HI
NWI4/HINWI14 Messace from UN_Secretary General pdf

These conferences have deepened our knowledge of the risks of use and the
fundamental inability of our emergency response system fo cope. The more we
understand about the humanitarian impacts, the more it becomes clear that we must

pursue disanmament as an urgeni imperative,

No country disputes the desirability of achieving  miclear-weapon-free world.
After all, this was the very first objective identified by the United Nations General
Assembly, The universal acceptance of this goal led the International Court of Justice to

determine that the disarmament obligation transcends any treaty and is a requirement
under customary international law,

Thope all participants come away with new resolve to pursue effective measures
for the achievement of nuclear disarmament,

Please accept my best wishes for a successful conference.
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ANNEX 84 — Hansard, HC Deb, 19 June 1989, vol. 155, ¢c.31-3W, _
hitp://www.publications. parliament.uk/pa/cm 1 98889/cmhansrd/1989-06-19/Writtens-
4. himl

Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty
Mr. Flynn s To ask the Secretary of State fo Foreign and Commonwealth Afizis if he has ascertained from the Govermiment afthe Peaple's
Republic of China the texms on which they would be prepered to sign the nudesr non-profferation reaty.
Mr. Waldegrava : Athough we have regulary pressed the Govesnment of the Peaple's Republic of China to acteds to the madear non-
profiferation treaty, they have nof given us any indieation of the ferms o which they wauld 5 praparad to d so.
Mr. Fiynn T ask the Secrefary of Siate for Foreign and Commansieaith Affals I he is aware of the condiians sat by Argentina before that
state il slgn the nuclear non-proliferation breaty.
Mr, Waidegrave : To tha best of qur knewledge the Goverament of Argenting has not spectied conditions under which Argentina would
accede Yo the suclear non-profferation reaty.
Mr, Flymia s To ask the Secratary of State for Forelgn and Comeonsiealth Affairs If he il st the last elght countrles to sign the nutlear
non-profifaration treaty giving the date of signaturs In 2ach caze,
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ANNEX 85 - Yearbook of the International Law Commission. 1966, Volume 11, p.
211: commentary on draft Article 23 (Pacta Sunt Servanda), para. 4,
htip://legal .un.org/ilc/publications/yearbooks/Ybkvolumes%628e%29/ILC 1966 v2 .

pdf

__ Reports of the Commission fo the Gemeral Assembly =~

2

Commentary

(1) Pacta sunt servanda—the rule that treaties are bind-
ing on the parties and must be perfornied in good faith—
is the fyndamenta! principle of the law of treaties, Its
importance is underlined by the fact that it s enshrined
in the Preamble to the Charter of the United Nations.
As to the Charier ftself, paragraph 2 of Article 2 expressly
provides that Mambers are to “fulfil in good faith the
obligations assumed by them In accordance with the
present Charfer™.

{3 There iy much authority in the jurisprudence of
international tribugaly for the proposition that in the
prisend context the principle of good faith is 2 legal prin-
ciple which forms an imtegral part of the rule pacta st
servande, Thus, speaking of cortain valuations to be roade

with the nullity of treaties and with their termination.
Consequently, from a drafting point of view, it stemed
nacessary to specily that it s treaties jn force in accord-
ance with the provisions of the present articles to which
the pacta tunt servide fule applies. The words “in foree”
of course cover treaties in force provisionally under arti-
cle 22 as well as treatics which enter into force definitively

under article 21,

{4) Some members felt that there would be advantage
in also stating that & party must absiain from acts
caleulated to frustiate the object and purpose of the
treaty, The Commission, however, considered that this
was clearly implicit in the obligation to perform the
treaty in good faith and preferred to state the pacla sunt
gervarida rule in as shuple a form as possible.




