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Dmmgtheearlyyearsoftherensoaexennse, tiscusm 00 the Cmvenhon uself piuxded hand-m hand 
WI& Supplementary Fmdmg. clearly a commmahty of prowstons LS essenbal m many areas, whether or not 
Supplementmy Fwdmg 1s mcqma&l mtheCmvenhonitselforby-ofasepzate “xsumnent and many 
delegates have take” the new that, whatever solubm IS everitually arbpted, tt ts essential that some form of 
Supplementary Fundmg be uraporated 90 as to “axease the. amount of compensanon avadable to ncoms on 
~undersgndmganumberofcanpwnlsesbavebeenacceptedmsomeoftberenslonproposalstothepn~ 
Convenhon d Supplementary Fundmg were now to be abukmed nr even &fez-red, one hkely consequence could 
be to push negonatmns on the eusbng mstrmnent to even greata difficulty - posstbly to deferral of the whole 
vennrre 

Desphe the comprormses whcb have been aped, there reman mqor ams of dugreement on many 
substantive lssoes The Standmg Conmmtee has expensed the mtenhon of brmgmg ~ts revlsmn exmxe work 
to a close wth a Dqlomattc conference at wkh the revised terms can be ago& and a new “xwmnent 
tmplemented such a Conference ui enwsaged for 1996 abhough, at the present moment, It 1s &ffkult to see how 
the current mlpse can be bmkm 

As one of the bkely sources of umpenwory fundmg. -t-s spexhsmg m the nuclear field are 
nstnmlly ccmcemed at any nmdAcat.w” whxzh rmght unpmge upon the scope or anmmt of l&&y to te msmed 
Many of the prqmsals whrh have beea advmced would gwatly extend the nuclear operator s potentul habdq 

exposure and m a number of msmnces would deter “lsnnm fmnl pmndmg cova 

II THE VIENNA CONVENVON 

Art& I c0nqn.w the defmmons ohbsed m the Cmvennm almost cexunly rhe Defmuons section ~111 
haveu,beamendedgenerallymthe~tdtheoew~ of the ckawenho” when these have bee” agreed 
In the mannme, however, wak has been -hated on fotu of the exlsnng Lkfinmons 

ArbcleIl(k)-CmccptoiNoclavDama@ 

The. emshng text 1s pemnswe m that u leaves to the umpetent court of the Contracnng Party how nuclear 
danugeshotddbedefmed Ihemtenwommerensloaexenseisu,removeadegreeof~nexlbllltyby 
spmfymg that noclear damage should m&de. - later aha - tmpamnent to the ennrwm mt, loss of plotits allsmg 
from such ~mp;urment and the costs of prevenbve ~IMUIB. A nnmbex of proMems may be emsa@ 
Impmment to tJx envmnmkmt u”otap-easetmn- munmnm levels of mdmacbnty nqht be suggested but 
theeffects-adtheciccq&&tyorW - of 1-&1oac0ve cmtammahon IS not mvanable. ‘pure econonuc 
loss” B not owsdaed a vahd head of damages wuhm many ~lmsdrnons, provmon of payments for 
e”vlronmentaldamage~ylmplngeupoo~auntsaMlkMef~~-pensah~ Ofdeath~kddympy 
Many States may be expected to new tte e.ustmg text as peffxabk m that - bemg pamlssve - It allows for the 
“lcmpomho” of these more specuic defirunoa wuhmdm”sacl~lfsoreqmred Therengenexal 
agreement only that the costs of preventwe measures should, m pmmple, be mcluded as fallmg ~dun the sphere 
of the opera&s habdlty 

IDsurenhaveexpressedmenewmatunhlmorewsttamshavebeenagreeditislmposobleu,be 
defimuve about the mswance postmn Howew, en vummmtal damage mva would not be ““wetsally 
awlable and even where avadabk, would at least be subJect to a wwhon u, “sudden. fatmtous and 
unforeseen” damage vnth the. speclfie exchmon of alleged damage ansag fmm releases of rxlmactwe mater& 
wlthm authonsed lmms as part of dw day-today qxmtxns of the nuclear operator Insmexs are mcreasmgly 
concerned that they rmght be obhged to meet habd~hes mcuned as a rewlt of a bmld-up of ghoul 
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contammahon over a penod of years and II would be qmte bkely that tnsmers would exclude tbts coverage from 
their poLtes akogedm, lcavmg thts aspect of the operator s babtbty to be met by Govetnment, or left mumtaed 

As regards the mclttston of ptwennve measure.5 w~thm the scope of the operator’s babtbty, the msmabtbty 
of such a pronston would trqmre a ltmttatton to the cost of rhose measures whtch had been determmed by the 
competent audmnes 

The new text of Arhcle I 1 Q rwms the use of the words “persoaaI mjmy’ Insurers would prefer to 
see these replaced wth ‘boddy qury” Over recent years, some court.5 have been prepared to admtt stress, 
nervous dtspos~tlons, mental trauma and the ltke wtthm the ambtt of pexsomd mjmy, whereas m a regtme of 
bmtted compensauon benefits tt might be more reabshc to set the mmmmm reqmremcnt as acti boddy harm 
or mjmy If the eustmg wordtng of 11 (k) (II) were to be remstat - “m any other loss or damage to 
Ihe extent that the law so provtdcs” - then Comractmg Parhes would twam the oplcn of extcndmg babtity 
to m&de pmonaI mlmy tf so dewed There 1s at least one example m nuclear babtltty of msmets’ restnctmg 
cover to boddy mJmy desptte a legtslatwe rcqmremem of personal mJmy m tbts case tbe Government of the 
cotmtty concerned has adopted a supplementary plan to ptuvtde compensation for aomsmed ltabthttes 

Art& 11 (k) (13 - Damage to property 

Although 110 pmposal has been made to amend tk. detitttuon of “damage to pmpetty”, tt mtght be 
considered appropriate to expand the wordmg so as to spectfically exclude damage to any property owned by the 
opaator bable and to any other property on the stte of the nuclear mstallatton where the damage was cawed. 
It would be twes.wy to provtde an excepnon for rhe means of transport where the tmcIear mctdent cccutrcd 
dtumg bans~t. 

ArhcleIl(l) 

Ths IS a forther cnpaos~on upon the earber sttbArttcle and reqmres no specttic comment 

Art& 11 (m) - Preventwe measures 

Thts ts a new subparagraph mcludmg a defuutzon for “preventwe measure-s” Inswets have taken the 
new that dus deEmuon 1s unacceptable and incapable of amaCMg tnstaamx suppon. Acceptabtbty would 
depend upon removal of the words “by any person” m the fm lme and replacmg them wti “on the order of the 
competent autiortttes” Thedangerhereisthardnot90ordaed,~~eouldwellbeproblemsmproMng 
causahty and there IS the nsk of spz&attve clatms from people who mtght take any manner of actloo (mcludtog 
gomg on hobday) on the grounds that thetr aulon was “reasonable” Although actual compxsancm payments 
under such cttwmstances tmght not be stgmficant, the cost of defeadmg such acuons could weU be 

Although the proposed nxstoo ts coaststent wtth the manm of legal portsm &at “every person has tbe 
nght to defend htmself”, m realtty “every person” does not necessarily possess suftictent knowledge to make an 
assessment of what mtgbt coostmtte aa apptom measure and may mwtttmgly expose htmself to gtrater penl 
The compemt amhonaes, on the other hand. am much better placed to order appropriate measures - one could 

well dqense wth the word “reasonable” m that any masure. so orded could almost by defntmn be. deemed 
“reasonable”. m(Peover the audtonttes have a duty stcmmmg horn the dcc~sum to bcense the use of m&at 
power. to safeguard the popolatton m the case of accident or unpendmg danger 
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Arttck 11 (n) - Nuckar mcaknt 

‘Ilus IS a tevwon of the ongmal text of Arhcle I 1 (l) v&ch has now been expanded to mclude “grave 
and tmmmeztt threat” Such a phmss IS ddfictdt to define, but msurets have IIO parucular problem wth the 

concept, although 11 does mnforce then cqposmm to the prwenhve measures clause unless resmcted to “on tix 
order of the competent audtonucs” 

Ahck I (A) - wpbcal seopc 

~isanewAmclew~chhasbeeoproposedfor~lswxl The esaenhal mment LS whether 
States whxh dedme to mhfy the Cmvenhm can be expected to benefit from m pmvmons There are obwous 
ticulhes d Suppkmentaty Fundmg ptovtsmns are expected to tnclude cootnbotmas from counmes whtch Q 
not &tly unhse nuclear powa. but m the o&e-r hand all cotmtnes can he satd to benefit to some extent from 
the development of nuclear mdusutes m othem. 

A compmmtse whxh has been taxly acwpted IS that non-nuclear non-contxxtmg pamcs may be expected 
to benefit but not nuclear states which de&t&e to patwtpate I& hz+ led, of course. to a funber problem tn the 
defimtm of what 1s a “non-mxkar” cotamy There are m qttantu’iable tmpbcauats for the msmance mdnsuy 

Amck 1 (B) - IlLsmabolls used for non-peacecol purposes 

Ths IS agam a new Am&. whem the debate has been scmewhat confwed by the suspxton that some 
states were usmg the expressron non-peaceful mstallaacm as a euphemmn for nuclear weapons Many counmes 
feel that the mcluston of m&tary tnstallaucns m any form ui mamte m a Convenuon on Cwd Llabthty 
whereas others would be prepared to see mcluded research f%.ZhhtX, fuel manufacturers and the l&e pmvlded 
weapons themselves were exchded The mcltwa~ of mtbtary riwallauons could abenate wme pxenual 
adherems to the Ccnvenhon The msmance poshon IS relahvely sumghtfonvatd, there ci very bale capac@ 
avmlable from the mwmnce mdwmes of the world for mtlttary nuclear msrallahons generally and practxall) 
none at ail for those concerned wth nuclear weapon3 The tnstmmx powon IS that any compensauon requud 
to meet such an extenston to the Conventmn would have to be made avadable by government 

Arbck ll - Lmbdrty of q ttckar operator 

Tie only altcxattoo pmpwd to tbts Amcle ccncans Atncle II 6 whtch It has been agreed should be 
conwieti m cooJunctlon anth the tensed At’hcle 11 (Ir) T~I.s IS, m effect, an ekhng revwon and requred 
no further comment. 

There has been consxkrable dtsclssoa as to whether a nght of dnect actma by thud pames agamst the 
tnSUrershouldbecOm~,~than~ehrOIhe~~of~~OnnaCM~partKS ItSdtftiCdttosee 

an chantage m a compolsay regtme and BF tt would entad cettam wmmes adcptmg dtfferent legal precepts 
to those found m then ttotmal ~utxdxal pmcuce. such a claose could abenate some potennal adherents There 
are no data msmance lmpbcauons mvolved is msmen aheady operate under both systems howewr tire 
would be a reloccmce to become mvolved m clamwsettkment procedures whtch dtd not conform to normal 
pracuce and there are m~pltcauons m the areas of pnonty of wdement arrangements (If these should be adopted) 
as well a$ the OpaahOtt of an mdependem W Tnitmal 
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Arbck ID - Cm-t&ate of fmaacml securdy 

A manor revwon has been proposed obvtatmg the need for cemticates of mstnam&fmancml guarantee 
for uanstts wholly wtdtm the tcmtory of dte Imtallauon State Thts ts m accordance wh the pmcedmes agreed 
some years ago for the Pans COnvenhOn and has no tmpbcauons for the msm’ance mdwty 

Arhck IV - Exonerahott 

IV.3 - Grave ttahtral dsacter 

The substanuve revmon here IS to delete reference to an WhOd exOnahOn of the nuclear operator for 
damageanslngasresultofagravenaturalmsasterofan exCephOtichW3Cter Iheprmcplexonemuon wbtch 
has been permtaed under a number of domesw laws 1s for babtbty followmg earthquake damage ‘llm mstuance 
poshon here IS Iha where tbe gmve mXttral &saster m questton IS cons&rcd tmtnsmable, the queshon of a 
babtbty exOra'ahOn IS largely acadaw Ihe pns~on of compensattoa ~111 not change - tt wdl need to be 
provtdcd by government, as tt 1s at present, calbng for babtbty to fall on the operator wdl wt mduce msmws 
to pmvxie cover for risks they constder tmmsmable 

A drafMg rcwstcm has been proposed for the fm part of Atttcle IV 3 The new wordmg IS coos&zably 
less elegant than the ongmal yet achieves no dwzermble benefit. The burden of proof bag not changed - tt has 
always lam on the operator by wtue of ti absolute babtltty thts appears to be merely change for the sake of 
change 

Iv5 - Damage on-stte 

The exlSMg Amcle IV 5 pamgraph (a) has been spltt mto two pans and dte wordmg has been expanded. 
Here agatn the change pmposcd appears to be cosmettc Although the wordmg proposed has been taken from 

the Parts Convenuon, the ortgtnaI Vtema wordmg IS more terse FWhaps a more elegant sobmon would be to 
muupotate the resmcuon wtthm the defintuon of “damage to pmperty” (see. comments under Amcle I 1 Q 
supta) If the mtcnuon ts to exclude compensatton bemg patd to (another) wr of a netghbourmg nuclear 
mstallaaon or m respect of another mstallauon m cause of consuactton tt may be expected to fad, smce such 
further mstallauotts would normally be stutatcd on sepatatc, mdependent (albett adplmng) sttes 

IV 6 - Damage to the means of transport 

The remed AmcIe IV 6 embraces the second half of the extstmg AmcIe IV 5, together wtth the euSMg 
AmcIe VI, at present Amcle IV 6 1s penmsstve as to whether or not any pornon of the babtbty compensauon 
could be made avadable m respect of the means of tmnspott under uaastt n&s, rt 1s now tacttly assumed tbat 
the means of m wdl be so covered and the provmon 1s othenwse unaltered except that no mmmtmn figrrre 
has yet hem mcluded (the emtmg Cmvenhm calls for a mmtmttm of US S5m as bemg -cd for 
compensauoo to the publtc) It IS dtfiicult to foresee why any co#m’XMg Party should wtsh to legislate to 
exclude the payment of compensauon for damage to the means of naspwt, but equally &fficult to understand 
why dus premgatwe should have been removed 

It IS normal for mstuers spcctfically to mclu& damage to the means of transport w~dtm uattstt habd~ty 
mstuaoces and there do not appear to be any tmpbcauons for mstuen other than posstbly. the amount of the 
mmtmum figure whtch 1s yet to be ago& 
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Arhck V - Amounts 

The mmmwn level of compmsauon to be patd under the rewed Convenuon IS sol1 to be settled smcc 
many coonmes are relwant to comma dtemselvea There IS no total agreement as to the relauon between on 
the one hand the legal babthty of the operator - and any finattctal bmttauon to that babtity - and on the other 
hand the amounts of compcnsahoa to be ponded as well as by whom such amounts should be pmn&d The 
quesnon of Supplementary Ftmdmg LS also bound up m dus problem 

However. there seems to be at least taca accepcmcz of the OECD Steermg Comtmttee for “Nuclear 
Etwgy’s recommendation of 150 mtlbon Spcctal Drawmg Rights (SDR) as a reference amount, and from a 
COmpensahOn vtewpomt thus amount would twmally fall wtthm the -mum woddwtde nuclear hab~bt) 
m.wance capaxy avadable 

The problem wth sttptdahng aa tomran% bmtt 1s that the figure 1s not a cotwant - both the strength of 
the domesac tnsmance market and lemlahve teqanrments of the country concerned wtll be of paramount 
tmportance lhus even a relahvely homogetnts ewnom~: and social area hke Westem Europz wtll contam 
cotmtnes capable cm the one had of atnactmg nearly hvtce the NEA/OECD recommended lent, whereas on the 
other hand some mll tind 11 dtffntlt even to teach that luntt 

Pamcular concern must, therefore, be expensed as to the vmbd#y of such a hmtt m Central and Eastern 
Europe Then newly developmg prnate msttmnce mdusmea are eccmomtcally weak by compansnn wtb their 
coumerpam m the West and the kgshhve tqmemen IS enwaged m many of the Coovenuon Revtsmt~ proposals 
are tmatbacuve to mwrers and m some ttwatns unacceptable It must be cons&red tmhkely tbat many of these 
counmes would succeed m atUXMg more than a fmcuon of dte reference figure 

Doubts and reservahons have been expensed about the safety of some of the opczauonal nuclear plant m 
CenualaodEastemEmope,butdnsisaqmteseparatelssue Tlteacccpmbdttyorothezwwofanyplanrcan 
only be detca-mmed by extensve MI-site mspecumt surveys - mwraace lmw are not reduced or mnased by 
reference to the techmcal ments of the ~n%aUaum m questloo - tt et&r me% mstuers’ cntena or u does not 
and,mthelattercae nocoverunllbeoffaedlnolp~tvnpwementsarecamedoutto~standardsu, 
those cntma demanded Once techmcal accqtabdy has heen aheved the degree of support WIU however 
dkCt tbe pObhd. SOCd and - Of Pvnary Unparance - the J”t’tdtU, Cltmae Of the -0, CO”CN”ed It 1s 
for thts reason that tnsm’en have expressed so many reservahos abwt the dmzcuon the IAEA revwon exerwe 
apparstotetakmg 

Arhck VI - Prescrtpbon pernods 

THIS Amcle IS one which could produce senow ddtiadttea for Contmxmg F’arttes If they wsh tbe 
operators’ babthty to be protected by mz3mnce or furanclal guamatees t%om the. pnvate commercnl market 

The present Convenhon cap the opcmtos’ habhty m nme at ten years but penruts an extension of that 
tune ltmmmon only to the extent that msuranw%imaacml guamaton or the prowsma of State funds ts avadable 
to cover that me extenmn The new pmpxal IS to extend tbat parod of lmmauon from 10 years to 30 years 
aSregardskXOfbfc/pe%X&mJUry~WlchpemusaOn to extend beyond that new figure If 
mstuance/fiiml guasantee or State fuodmg 1s avatlabIe 

Insuras have mammmed that wvcxage beyond the 10 year pmcnpbon penod IS not powble and that ts 
the case ah under the Pans Gntvenhon Althou~ under Parts, many States have Lllcreased the prescnptlon 
penod~mlOyearsu,U)mthelrdan~cl~,lnsuras have mamtamcd a 10 year penod m the pobcy 
coverage clams ansmg oulslde that penod have to be submmed to Govemment. 
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The argument IS that tie tnsmm~ protecuon IS mtended to cater for the catastrophtc effects of a senotts 
noclear acctdent and that because of the hmttahon tn amount of the operators’ habdtty, tnsm-ance fimds wtll be 
uhhscd m any event w&m that 10 year penod Chums m respect of sohd tamours appeartng 20.30 or even 
40 years after an tnctdcnt - tn-cspccuve of whether or not the mctdent 1s a mapr nuclear acctdent or smply 
alleged damage artstng from mmor mctdcnts or ncdmal every day OperahOIB - wll be mdtsungmshable from 
naturally occumng tttmotm which mrght be expected to be suffered by 30% or more of the poptdauon Insurers’ 
arguments arc that the treatment of such cancers, howsoever caused, are a queshon to be addressed by soctety 
as a whole (m the form of govemment) rather than by pnvate msttrers actmg on behalf of a very small secuon 
of mdusulal scctety (the nuclear operators) 

It should be menaoned that m the Unrtcd States of Amenca lhere ts no 10 year hmttauon permd m the 
nwramx coverage However, one muSt look to rile habdrty regtme tn the Umtcd States as a whole and not 
simply to one small pan of rhe legtslahon Thus, m the Untted States. the plamuff 1s reqmrcd to prove not 
merely causauon but also neghgence except m tie case of a major nuclear acctdcnt (an extraordmary nuclear 
occurrence) bccawe the Pncc-Anderson regtme 1s a tort-based legtslauve measure Etecattsc msmers would most 
catamly have to deal wtth many clauns of a speculauve nature the pohcy hmtts arc permuted to mchtde not 
merely compensatory amounts but also legal and defence costs and ftiy, msmws are penrutted m the U S A 
to estabhsh tax free prcmrum reserves (amommng to appmxtmateIy 75% of al1 prcmtoms patd) to meet nuclear 
thud patty habthty ckums 

Although rherc IS a wntlartty of effect ttnderptnmng both Price-Anderson and Convenhon-based 
leg&won, the routes by whtch thts effect ts ache& ate s~gndicandy &fferent and do not lend timselves to 
transference from one regme to another 

Arbck VII - Insurance or other fmaoctal securtty 

No revts~on has been proposed to the extstmg Amcle VII but If the proposed amendments to the c&r 
Amcles are to proceed then wme amendment to AmcIe VII mtght be rcqmred to cater for the lack of avadabthty 
of prtvate msttmwe or other financial secunty coverage wtll only be capable of pmvtston by governments 
themselves duough pubhc tids Amcle VII 2 pemnts the State - as a nttclear operator - to forego the 
reqmrement to mswe Thts mtght be extended to apply to all operators provtdcd the State mcorpotates 
altemahve eqmvalent pmvtstons from pubbc funds 

Arbck VIII - Pnonttes 

The exstmg Amcle VIII IS rcpmduced as Amcle VIII I and already gwes me to problems as to how an 
eqmtabIe dtsmbtmon of compensauon from hmtted resources 1s to be made The new Arttcle VIII 2 adds to 
the present mxmtatnty by mcludmg a supalauon that compensatory funds shall be &smbutcd m accordance wtth 
a pnonty basts under w&h loss of ltfe and pcwmal mJmy chums wdl take pnonty over all other clatms As 
thuc pnonty IS the almost exact reversal of the order m whtch chums would be lodged, It pmvtdes msmws wdt 
an almost tmpowble task m clatms management and settlement and one whtch could probably only be resolved 
by the appomtment by the State of a Clamts Commtssmn to whtch all msmattce funds could he patd for 
subsequent dtsmbtmon by that Commtsston on a basks which at present IS fat from certam Insurers would, of 
come. be prepared to assess and agree. settlements of clamts on behalf of such a Ccmtmsston THIS would 
conshmte a practtcal response to Ihe problem of phystcally handlmg a large number of clatms over an extended 
pxmd of ume, mswen could provtde thetr servtces to the Commtsston on a fee-g basts 

The Standmg Commmce has noted that addIhOttaJ conslderatton tmght need to be gtven to tbts SechOn as 
regards conslste~y of It.9 wordmg t” relauon to other draft pronstons Insurers would urge that a great deal 
of pmzhcal thought be gtven to dw enwe area of clatms settlement procedures tf ma&atmy pmvwons are to 
be mcorporated wtthm the Conventton 
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Instmm wUl not L-e. prepad to meet the total cost of clatms Ammlstratton where they are pmwdmg onl) 
a penxntage of the compmsaucm ahhough, m most counmes, the tnsmancc mdwuy would seem to be the 
appqmate mechamsm for tmdexiakmg thts WorL and mdeed, m some cotmmes, durd parues 41 have a right 
tobrtnglhenchmsdtmtlyagamstthemstrra umcemed It IS d&icalt to foresee a umversally acceptable 
WiahotI to these pmblems and pahaps. therefore, a mme parmssrve rcgtme would be preferable 

Arhck XI - .Iumd~choo 

The exmmg Artxle XI ts pmposed tote. amended to mclude a fmthex provwon to ensure that only one 
of tts courts shall have ~~&chon m relauoa to a nuclear mctdent, thus obvmtmg the posstblhty that ~anous 
MUCNU ~11 be brought under vanotts courts Tlus IS tn accordance wth the pmvlslons of the Pans Ccn~enuon 
and also that of the Price-Andason legAauon m the Umted States of Amenca There would appear to be no 
adverse tmphcaucns for msmers m thts pmposaI 

ArbckXlAandXIB-ClamsCommmmn 

These new Am&s relate to the opuonal wabhshment of a nahonal OI mtemaaonal clowns mbtmal which 
many pacave a3 an elegant soluuon to the problem of mamtammg eqmty khveen wchms The proposal has 
recavcd strong backmg from the Netherlands, whrh cmmtry already possesses a smtdar mechamsm for handhng 
ofclatmswhexettappearshkelythatthepeduarmnedmsmance hmtt wdl not be suftictent to provide full 
compensauon to vtcums Under rhese cttwmsm tnsorexs would be reqmred to pay ovex the full pohc) 
pmceeds to dte chums trtbmtal for the. laua body to arrange dcsmbuuon of funds In pracuse It could dell be 
that the clatms trtbunal would appomt msmets to act a~ tts agents m the assessment of damages and agreement 
of settlement tem~s 

The payment of compensauon represents only a part of the. msorex s obhgaaon The actual phjsxal 
settlement of chms rcqmred a not msabsmntml mmmttment of human resomces - of clams’ specmhs~ who 
could meet the YLchmS, assess damages and agree sculement. In all pmbabthty m the event of a major nuclear 
mndent - complraflvely few clatms would need to be &c&d by the courts as nether habthty nor causau~n 
would be an issue Howeva W&I the passage of ume. mentably over the years ctis would arw of a 
speculauve name many of whtch would need to be defended m the courts It was dus area whxh would be 
of partxtdar concern to dx provders of Su@memary Ftmdmg lxcause by thts hme tbe pnmary msmance lmms 
would have been exhausted and the chums wtlement facthues of tnsure~s would not be avatlable - except on a 
fee-paymg basts 

Clatms settlement cnst, legal fees. mterest awards and defence costs, represent a problem which has not 

mdlepastbeenadeqvatelyadmessed ~legal=tw=a”d insurance pGX2hc.T Vary so greatly I” tiferent part.5 
of the world II Is w to attemp to m&de a sollmon wuhm the Convenuon Itself The opuon to 
estabhah a ck mbunal represents at least an attempt to find a pamal solunon to this problem and to address 
the dual questton of eqmty of payment and pnonty of claimanu what LS not addressed LS the cost of 
estabhshmg and opeatmg dus clams mi - presumably dus \nIl fall to the government or governments 
responstble for their estabhsbmenr 

OtberArhcks 

The amendments pqmcd m respect of further Amcles and aLso to the opaonal Protocol concern the 
settlement of &spmes. and renew attd revtston pmcedtxes and other pnxedwes of a general nature and have TK) 
lmphcauons for mstners or othe plvvtders of furanctal gmwuwes 
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CONCLUSIONS 

The oqmal lntemahonal Co”ve.ntmns - both Pans and Vmma - prowded for habdlty cm a basu lmked 
very firmly to the avadabd~ty of msumnce The proposed rews~ons have, to a large exlenc &segarded the vkws 
of “wrers wIthout attemphng to address the questlo” of what altematwe fw%ng sources might be awlable 

Undoubtedly It would be possible to dense compromw. solutmns where the scope of the operatcr’s 
potential babdlty was covered part&y by mswance and pxtuUy from other xwces - presumably pubhc fimds 
Such a posmon obtams alre&Iy m some of the Pans Convennon counmes as regards the d&erence m 

presmpon periods between msm’ance and leg&uon, but It mtght be cowdered that the dtfference m condmons 
tmda the current proposals would be so great dut many counmes would prefer not to be adopt the provlstons 
Smularly, many m~nren would hkely prefer not to be assomted wth the regune at all, and even where some 

msmance capacity were made avadable, It would be unhkely to be suftic~ent to pronde an adequate bmmlt of 
compensahon 

The wews exp-esszd m the Standmg Commatee on all substanuve pomts are more of a dwhotomy than 
a consensus yet tha IS perhaps not smpnsmg gwen the quest for a common regtme apphcable to so many 
&fferem cotmtnes, m mffermg stages of socml and econo”uc development 

Rather than concenuate upon the mtrOd”Ch0” of so many “undatoty provtslons. perhaps the sta”dmg 
Commmee should cons&r rewsmg the Vienna Convenhon as a Framework Convention , m orher words, tt 
should be a penmswe mstrument wtth a mmmuan number of predetetmmed cntena -Smct Lmb&ty - babduy 
channelled to the operator - habthty hmlted m scope, mne and amount - lmbdlty to be protected by guaranteed 
compensatory -gemems - and wthm that tiework the Contracung Pxhes could develop domeshc 
le@slatton appropriate to therr o~un so& economic and ~tm&cal development. 

This rmght not achieve the best posskie COnVentlO” but It coald a&eve the best Cower&on possible 

STUDIES 

Problems raised by the application of the Conventions on 
nuclear third party liability to radioactive waste repositories* 

INTRODUCTION 

Dunng the preparatory dwxwons on Ihe drafbng of a” mtema”o”al Convenhon on tie safety of 
IadIoachve waste management, the quests” was r;llsed of the scope of thu mstrmnent and, 111 partwular, 1ts 
apphcah0” to mdmacnve waste reposlkmes These pomts are hsted m the mventory of the que.s”o”s brought up 
at the meetmg whtch was held I” Vtenna on 2~3-23 February 1995 
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Ths same queshon LS presently bemg stodwd at the OECD Nuclear Energy Agency m a affcrent context 
namely the apphcauon of the special nuclear dud party habthty and msmance regime to radmacme haste 
repnmea In fact, certam problems r;used uncermng the apphcahon of the nuclear thud pan, llabdm 
regme are hkely to be met both m the context of the more general safety obhganons of opemtorr of radmacn~ 
waste rqostones and those of States actmg as the supexvtsory authonues for such repos~tones The mam 
problem hes m how to extend a legal regune created for govermng the current acuvttles of a nuclear operator 
to cover the mordmately lengthy penod of bme appropate for the d1.5~3~4 of radmxnve waste 

I Are radmachve waste repcsdones nuclear mtallahons w&m the meanlog of the Pars and Vienna 
Convenhoas* 

A Hstorlenl background 

When the Pans and VIema Convenhons were drafted’, the quesuon of hazards hnked to radmacwe H asre 
tbposd was not yet fully underwod. Therefore. whde both Conventions cover mstallauons for the prwessmg 
of nuclear substances expbcldy. oe~ther refers specfically to radtwhve waste repos~tones~ On the other hand 
gwen that the defimuon of “nuclear substances” (“nuclear matenal” m the Vienna Conventmn) does co\er 
m&mhVe Wastef the tW0 COnVentIOnS were ~merpfeWd as applymg to WXillahOnS for the disposal of 
radwxnve waste’ 

The lack of pronsmns on m&mhve w&e disposal m the Conventmns IS due to the fact that when the) 
were drafted the development of nuclear energy was m its mfancy, and there was httle concern about acu~mes 
at the back end of the fuel cycle P&ups also, the qoeahon of compensatlcm for damage hkely to be caused b) 
radmxave waste when m of was not rawd due to the cons&rable &fference m the wne scale between 
the nsk of an acctdent lmked to tie opembon of a nuclear lnstallauon and d-tat same nsk lmked to mdioacow 
waste &sposal As compared to day-@day tioactwe waste management (which IS consIdered as Included m 
the current operation of a nuclear mstallahon), ns storage m the very long term and especmlly its disposal 
unphes operauons of a afferent natme In parhcalar, the nsk hnked to such opxatmns, howeber low ma) exw 
for an almost unhrmted penod of tune and any damage rmght be dwovered only long after the Dccurrence of 
the event havmg caused the damage 

B Recent developments 

In 19&1, m the context of a study prepared by the OECD Nuclear Energy Agency on the long term 
management of mdmactwe wa&, the Agency s Group of Govemmental Experts on Nuclear ?hyd Party Llablht) 
had constde~ the qwsnon of the habduy regune for rzxhoactwe waste duposal 

In effect, the Expens hai deaded to focus theu study on the c~d~hons for applymg the Pans Cowenuon 
to the pre-closure phase of waste repos~tcmes 6smce thu aspect was of more unm&mte concern The) decided 
that the achnnes mvolved wae sufti~~ndy sumlar to those ansmg from the other phases of the nuclear fuel 
Cycle to JU.Sbfy their bemg eXpi%Xsly ~%luded m Ihe nOrm& scope of the ndw third pany habrhty regime 

Tlte Exper%’ conclusons am set out III a Decrsoa adopted by the OECD Steenng Commmee for 
Nuclear Energy on 11 Apnl 19&1’ As a result, the prowsmns of the Pans Convention apply to the operator of 
a c+dmacuve waste repoutory durmg the prectosm-e phase In takmg thus Declson the Steenng Committee 
sa’essed that It ~KJ not wsh to poTJudge the queauon of the apphcabdlty of the Pans Conventma to the post- 
ck3sm-e phase of mdtoacave waste repoutone? 
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In 1992, the NEA Group of Experts agreed to resume study of this queshon m the context of the 
prepamq work on the possible revmon of the Pans Conventton. which woold follow adophon of a rewed 
Vmna Conventma IlIe slgmficance of dus questton IS based on the fact that ri%iKxXhVe waste repoS~tones are 
bang bmlt or planned m an m-g number of Member countnes and tt would be regrettable If fatore 
amendments of the COnVCaIhOnS &d not take mto account the specttic needs for covex of the risks mvolved 

It remamcd to be seen whether the Pans Convenhon could apply SZ!hSfaCtOdy to the post-closure phase 
of mdwachve waste mposltones m tts present fcmn or SubJect to agreed amendments, or whether a specml 
lmbthty re@me was more appropriate (preferable to svnply revertmg to tort law) 

In 1995, the NEA Secrezmat presented the Experu wth a study on the overall subJecr The study found 
that, fmm a smcdy legal newpomt the thud party hab~hty regrme latd down by the Pans Convenoon could well 
apply to damage due to radmxhve waste once tt has been dr+wd of Howeva. concretely, dus should tmply 
some **or changes to the Pans Convenhon, e&a as sha~ghtfoNlard amendments or as decls~ons or 
rewmmendahons by the Steermg Commatee for Nuclear Energy The study has not yet been debated at length 
and therefae, the followmg comments should only he ath-tbuted to the Secretana~ 

II The r~uclear operator and the Pans and Vteona Convenhons 

A The legal regnne eatablrrbed by the Convenbons 

‘llte Nuclear Tlurd Party Llabdtty COnVEXIhOttS pronde that the operator LS the.pescm designated or 
rem- by the competent pubhc aothonty as the opemtor of that mStalahon9 Tlus proadmg denties the 

person hable m the event of an mwknt occumng m the mstallahon concerned, and also places the operator under 
obhgatlcm to take out fmcml secunty to a gwen amount It has a declaratory status. In pGiChc%, the condmcd~ 
of operator whm the meamng of the Nuclear Thud Party Llabdtty Convenhons comc1de.8 wth that of a duly 
hwnsed operator of a noclear mstallahon m xuxdance wth regulatmns on nuclear safety In most coonmes, both 
procedures are coupled, m that the d&very of an opemtmg laxnce IS subject to the opemtm lrcwaimg proof that 
he has taken out msmance to cow hu hablty 

Let us recall here that the nuclear operator IS absolutely and excluswely hable as opposed to tort law 
based on fault or neghgence The COtWnhOnS contam no provwms enabhng the operator to put an end to hts 
habtity on hu own, except III the case of transport where habxhty IS transferred to the operator of the con.stgnee 
mstallaaon Also, habthty LS hmtted m amount and m hme 

As regards hmltahon m tune, the normal role IS that the right to compensahon 1s extmgmshed If the worn 
does not brmg an actmn wtdun ten years tium the date of the nuclear mc8de# Although there are plans to 
extend thaw pen0d to they years for death 0rbOddy mJmy m the.~~W~t Of the Vle~ConVe.nhOn~w~on 

exercw, dus hmUahoa m tune might generate dtfkxlt~es concermng the appkahon of the &W~hOnS should 
damage be atmbated to mdmactwe waste once. It has been dLsposed of In dus latter case, It wdl not always be 
posstble to estabhsh the date of the mm&at accurately This dtfficalty stems from two mam reasons the fast 
1s of a practxal natore and the second IS legal Pmcucally, the moment where the radE%XhVe release caasmg the 
damageoccursremamsmtdeLermmed Al.w,eveorfthemmalanrJfinaldate4ofthemkcaa defiitiybe 
determmed, legally, the “date of the twdent” m dus parucular context mast shll be determmed Smce the Pans 
and Vtenna COnVenhOU are alent on rJns pmt, at wdl be up to the competent courts to decide on dus quesnon 
on a case-by-case basrs However, a harmomsed apphcatxm of the Convenhons at a nahonal level can only 
be achteved If a pw.xse and unwxal meamng 1s gwen to the term “date of the mc&nt” In parhcolar, m the case 
of damage due to radmachve waste dtsposal, whose chamctensuc 1s that It IS produced through a gradual and 
progresswe process It would probably be preferable to menoon that, m the event of a socce.w cm of cccurrences 
havmg the same ongm, “the date of the madent” should be computed as Fran the last occurrence 
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Fmally the extewon of the opxator’s obhgauw to take oat and mamtam mswance (x other form of 
fwcml secunty approved by the State for cover of damage due to radmxuve waste &posed of, also creates 
dSficulnes Clearly. the msmamx sector would be unable to cover a nsk extendmg over hundreds or e,en 
thousands of years Therefore, the only possible soluuon would be to prov& that past a certam penod to be 
determmed, llabthty for such damage should be mansfared to rhe State” 

B Emtence of the q dear operator 

These cons~demtmns lead to the crwml quesuon of the perenmal~ty of the existence of an operator for 
each repostory smce nenher the Fans nor the Vienna Convenaon pmnde a clear answer m dus respect 

As regards the pdns Convenhon. u wan decxled m 19&1 that a mdmxhve waste reposnor) (“an 
mstallahon for the thsposal of nuclear substanc&) was a nuclear mstallauon. at least dwmg the pre-closure 
phase Therefore wnhm the memmg of the Pans CmVenhm, each repomxy must have a nuclear operator hable 
wth financml coverage of tius habablhty w&t the Convenuon semng a ume-hmtt on d7at operator s obhgauom 

The quesuon 1~31x4 at du.s stage IS to *me who m dns system must ensure that there wll be the 
effecuve and c~ntmuous presence of an opemtor hable Here agam, the Pans COnvenhOn I2 prondes no explmt 
answer tn dns quesuon however. the very detimuon of a nuclear opemtor entads a spec~tic obhgauon for States 
namely they must desIgnate or recogmse an operator for any nuclear InStd~hOn It would be reasonable to 
constder by extensmn. that dns pronsmn also mchtdes the obbgatmn to ensure that someone ~111 always remam 
hable for the waste wsed of One pwstblhty ennsaged IS that dus habdlty be transferred to the State or a 
pubhc agency tt has desIgnat& filmg which, vtcums would have no odw recourse but to clam compensauon 
dmxdy from the State where the mdmacuve waste repowory 1s located for damage occmnng after disposal of 
the waste 

We may note a cenam analogy between the pob1em.s rawd regardmg the quesuon of Ilab&) and the 
apphcauon of a nuclear safety regime whazh would cover radmwave waste repos~tones We could assume that 
when dns regune ts eatabhskd at mtemauonal level It ~111 not be possible to tgnore the quesuon of the 
arrangements to enable the regrme to be apphed effecuvely throughout the considerable penod of ume x hxh 
wdl elapse unnl the waste wsed of no longa presents a srgnkant nsk for the pubhc and the envuonment 
mespecuve of whether obhgatxms m dns fold wll he wth the ongmal nuclear operator or whether the) we 
m all hkehhood transferred to the State 

* * t 

The above explanauons have tighhghted the techmcal dBiiulues whch are nused m connecuon wh 
the apphcanon of the Nnclear Thnd Farty Lmbdny Convexmons to the spectfic case of ccmpensauon for nuclear 
damage occumng afier the dupmal of rad~mcttve waste Nevenheks. from a smcdy legal wewpxnt there IS 
no obstacle to that regtme contmmng to govern any possible habdlty for the waste &posed of unhout 
determmmg m advance how long the regune wdl c~~tmue to apply It would be dew-able, however to make 
a smes of mmor amendments to the present text of both Convenuons Although the very nonon of adaptmg the 
re@me of the Pans and Vienna Convennom to cover damage hkely to occur only thousands of years hence might 
seem theoreucat the purpose of dns exercme IS the same as that whxh mouvated adophon of the Conbenuons 
namely the pmtecuon of v~~ums of a nuclear mctdent It IS clear that when damage occurs the ncum does not 
care whckr OT not the damage IS due to a long-term nsk what matters IS thar his/her nght to compensauon 
be sausfied 

Even If we may assume that tie safety regwe amung to enwe the mtegnty of radmxnve waste sites m 
the very long term wdl be bawd mamly on “passwe” methods and technolo@es we cannot obwate the need to 
apply cenam systems provldmg for some form of control and “msutmtonal memory” perhaps only because the 
pubhc might te concenwd If the waste &posed of were purely and tmeqmvocally abandoned” If this were the 
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case, and d the future Convcntmn on the Safety of Radmxtwe Waste Management were to cover tfus aqcct, 

tt might be useful to take mto account the arrangements ennsaged to solve tfus parhcufar problem m the 

framework of the Nuclear Lmbdlty Convcnt~ons, so as to ensure the dewed co-ordmahon between these &fferent 

tntemauoml msmmlents” 

Notes and References 

1 

7 

Third party l~ab~llty m the nuclear field IS governed by two internatIonal mstruments the Convention on 
Thwd Party L&&y I” the Field of Nuclear Energy (Pans Conventloo) of 29 July 1960, adofled under the 
auspces of the OECD Nuclear Energy Agency, which has a regional wcat~on (It covers most Western 
European countnes), and the Convention on CNII L&My for Nuclear Damage (Vmnna Conventjon) of 
21 May 1963, adopted under the auspkxs of the InternatIonal Atomic Energy Agency which has a 
worldwide vocatlml 

PC Amde 1 (a)(@ VC Article I 1 (J)(M) 

PC ArUde 1 (a)(v), VC, Arhde I l(g) 

lt should be noted m this resped that the defmnlon of nuclear mstalbtlon m the Nudear Thwd Party 
L&My Conventloos differs from that I” the Convention on Nuclear Safety on one essential pomt Whole 
the former cover mstallatlons (power reactors)dunng decommlsxmmg (as regardsthe PansConventlon, 
this Interpretation was mnfmned by Dec~smn of the OECD Steenng Commmee for Nuclear Energy of 
26 Apnl 1967). the Convention on Nuclear Safety of 17 June 1994 exdudes them from tts scope 
[Article 2(l)] In wew of the fad that mstallatlons bemg deccmmlssloned are not nuclear mstallatlons 
wlthtn the meamng of the Convention on Nuclear Safety we may assume that they could be covered by 
the future Convention on the Safety of Radwdrve Waste Management 

Long Term Management of Ftadloactwe Waste Legal AdmmMratrve and Financtal Aspects OECDNEA, 
Pans 1964 

At that twne. the Experts had drawn a dlstmctlon between the precbsure phase of a repository and ds 
postcbsure phase Therefore accordmg to thetr defmltlon the operational or pe-dosure’ phase of waste 
disposal IS deemed to last for as long as operations _ II-I particular fllhng up - are wned oul on the 
disposal site and that the latter IS not cbsed whereas the pas-we or ‘postcbsure phase’ begms once 
operations are completed the reposttory dosed and the waste no bnger subfect to acttve surveillance 

Thts Decslon (reproduced m the brochure Pans ConventIon, Decisions, Interpretatwms, 
Ftecommendatlons, p 6, OECD/NEA. Pans. 1990) states ‘Installations for the disposal of nuclear 
sulxtances shall for the pre-dosure phase, be cunsldered as ‘nuclear mstallatlons wdhm the meanmg 
of Article l(a)(s) of the Pans Conventton’ The term ‘nudear substances” was preferred to ‘radloactwe 
waste’ since the Pans ConventIon excludes nuclear fuel from the defmltlon of “radloadwe products or 
waste’ In Amcle 1 (a)(w) The term nuclear substances on the other hand covers nudearfuel (apart from 
natural and depleted uramum) and radmactrve products or waste 

It should be noted I” this connection that swe the IAEA Board of Governors IS not vested with the same 
powers as the OECD Steering Commmee no similar decslon regardmg the Vienna Convention was 
adopted 

PC, Artlde 1 (a)(w), VC Art~le I 1 (c) 
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10 The Paw and Vwnna Conventbxs have a specml pmvlwon I” case of damage caused by nuclear fuel 
or radoadwe products or waste which have been stolen, bst ]ettlsoned or abandoned In that event 
the tfrne IkmR for submmng a drum always computed from the date of the nudear lncldent may be 
extended to twenty years from the date of the theft toss. ]ettlsonmg or abandonment [PC Anlcle g(b) 
VC Arbde VI 21 lt should be noted m this respect that th!s part~ular tlme-llmlt IS desgnti to apply to 
forlultous or emergency snuabons whti are qulta dea* ddferent from radaadlve waste disposal which 
IS a dellberate and duly aulhorlsed edlon 

11 A dlstmdlon shoukl be made between ths mandatory msuranca cover for the legal oblgatlons ~n various 
countnes provdmg for the mnstwbon d funds for advance financmg of the costs of decomm!ssloning 
nuclear mstallatans and radloacllve waste disposal These are obllgatons which are calculable and 
spread over time whereas compensatw of damage depends on mamly unforeseen mamfestatans 

12 The approach applsd for the Pans Convenbon could easily be appked to the Manna Convention which 
at present simply oxers mstallabons for the storage d radloadlve waste 

13 Even II this asped 1s cuttie the framework of this note and has therefore not been dealt wth II should 
be panted out that the p&lam of extending a legal regune for managmg a nsk such as that of 
radlostwe waste dlspcsed of, to a very remote fulure. also rams ethlCal quastlons regarhg future 
generates mespedwe d whether the p&lam a deatl wRh from the MewpoInt of l~abikty or from that 
of safety This questan IS also dealt wti m a recent report mntammg the Cdlectrve Opnlon of the NEA 
Radloadlve Waste Management Commmee on the enwmnmental and ethical basis of the geokgral 
dlspxd of radwctwe waste This Cdleawe OpmKx, will be pubkshed shortk by OECDMEA 

14 Unavodably there IS some mteracbon between safety prowsans and the hab~lrty regwne For instance 
d a consderable extenwn of the m.sWuMnal control system and ‘revenble’ solutans were decided 
upon thus pennrtbng recovery of the waste disposed of tf necessary this would favour extending the 
I&&y regime In bme 
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CASE LAW 

Portugal - European Commlsslon 

Oral Proceedings m the ENU Y the Comnnsswn cases (5 Apnl1995)* 

The prtm were beard on 5 Aprd 1995 by the Cm of Fast fastawe of the Ettmpean Commwhes 
(CFI), m both the casea koogbt by tie Portuguese natmal mamom-prodacmg company, the Ewreso Noclonol 
de 7Jrwuo (ENUJ, agamst tbe European Comrmsslon The first of these, dated 20 October 1992, was an acoon 
for compeasanon agamst the Emqxan Atomic Energy Commwty. based on Arhcle 188, paragraph 2 of the 
EAJX Treaty (Case T458/93)’ The. second, dated 27 September 1993, was to annul the dectsmn of the 
Commlss~on of 19 July 1993’ (Case T-523193)’ 

The fach 

A bnef remtndex of the facts IS necessary before the arguments put forward by the parhes can be 
smn”lansed 

ENU, a Pomtgtteae company mmmg natural mamum, has for some years had mcttlty selhng ds 
prodwnon Smce there are no reactors m Portugal wmg mamum, tt Is obhged, m order to smvwe, to sell all, 
1t.s prodacaon elsewhere Untd the end of tie 1980s. ENU was able to sell most of ns ptodocuon, under a 
mttlu-year contmct, to a Communtty user After the fall of prices on the natural mamum market, ENU was 
anable to renew or replace dus contract and turned to the Ematom Supply Agency (tie Agency), m order to sell 
Its poducho” 

On seved cccasms. ENU offered all us stccks and zts future pmducuon to the Agency, wns&rmg 
tbat the Agency was obhged to exermse the nght of opuon prowled for under Arhcle 57 of the EAEC Treaty, 
and then to e- the sale of these matermls to Commwty users Followmg dwxwons behveen ENU, the 
Agency and the Comnmwna responstble for the Agency the Commxss~ona wrote to ENU on 25 October 1989 
saymg that he shared the view that supply pohcy should mclude a “special course of achon” destgned to resolve 
such cases ‘lIe Agency tned to convmce users and mtcrmedmrtes to purchase the Portogoeae fluchon, but 
wthout unme4hate socceas 

On 21 December 1990, ENU made a referral to the Comrmsslon under Arhcle 53. paragraph 2 of the 
EAEC Treaty, essenhally askmg for the Chaper Vl mechamsms of the EAEC Treaty to be nxstabhskd. and 
an unmedmte solutton appbed to the problem of the sale of tts prcductlon ENU based these requests on the 
argument that Ihe EAEC Treaty pmwks for a system of Commamty preference, pmhbtnng all imports for as 
long as Commmnty productton IS avadable at fax prices In lmplementatton of a Judgment’ of the Court of 
Jaswe, followmg aubal pmceedmgs (for fatlure to act) brought by ENU, the Comnusslon, on 19 July 1993, took 
a formal dectsmn’ on the ENU requests, reJectmg them, mter alla, on the grounds that the Treaty &d not provtde 
for any Commtmtty preference In tu dectstcm, the Commtssmn asked the Agency to contmoe to try to sell the 
ENU produc~on, bat wttbout makmg thts mandatory for Communtty users Thus IS the dectston agamst which 
the pmceedmgs for annulment were brought on 27 September 1993 

l Tim note was hndly prepared by Mr A BoqW Euratom Supply Agency 
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Meamvhde wthout wamng for the fomml dectston of the Commtsston FiNU had already on 20 October 
1992, brought an acucm far c~npenwton agamst tbe Co”musston. 

Sechon II of Chapter Vl of the EAEC Treaty deals wth Conmwmty sup~hes m nuclear fuels (ores 
source matmals and spaal tide materials)) A Supply Agency IS set up under d”s Chapter, whxh tames o”t 
m dunes wti the context of a ‘come supply pohcy”. and has two fundanwmaJ nghts a nght of opuon and 
an exchwve right to conclude conuwts (Amcle 52 of Ihe FAEC Treaty) Thts supply system may be considered 
as a monopoly, anth a central body e-g alI Conummtty supphes Thus, Am& 60 of the Treaty pro~xks 
that users should malre theu needs known to the Agency, wNe producers inform lt of the” tenders and 
production foraasls, followmg wbch dx Agency mforms those co”cemed of the way m whxh needs can be met 
The last paragraph of Amcle 60 empowers the Agency to detemune, wth the approval of the Commlwon. the 
manner m whtch demand IS to be. babmced agamst supply In new of the pohtxal and ecOnomlc smmhon whxh 
was no longer the same as that when the Treaty entered mto force a slmpldied procedure was “-modwed by the 
Agency Regtdaucm of 5 May 1%06 As thmgs stand at present,’ ase~s are able under a cwslgnamre procedure 
(Arucle 5b1s of the Regalanon), to negotmte &ly wtth the suppher of then chotce after whxh contracts are 
concluded by the c~sgnatare of dte Agency 

Amcle 66 pmndes for a” exceptmn to the e.xclo.we nght of Ihe Agency Should the Commlwon find 
that the Agency IS not m a poslhm to debver ulti a reasonable penod of “me or that It can only do so at 
exccswely htgh prices users are amhcmsed to conclude contracts dmxtly The Comnusslon may houew 
object to the co”clus~~” of such contracts “tf they are conbxy to tbe ObJeCtlveS of this Treaty” 

Twce now the Court of Jushce has had wcasmn to express a” opmon duecdy or mdmxd) on 
Chapter VI fustly m 1971 m case 7111, m whxh It re~ected France’s argument that Chapter VI was no longer 
vahd and secondly m 1978 m a” opmon (l/78) m which tt emphasued the exclusive ~unsd~ctlon of the 
Cmnmmuty as regards nuclear su@es, and the consequences for concluston of the IAEA Con\enuo” on 
PhySd Protecho” 

rk.2 maul wgwnclus of th.? plvh.es 

Apart fran the qwahon of the adrmsnbllrty of the achon for compensauon. tie arguments of the parues 
aIt practdly ldenhcal m both cases 

The Canmwmn comcsts the adrmsnbtity of dx pmoxdmgs for compznsaoon smce they were brought 
mtheabsenceofanyactandagdlnttheC onmuss~on alow and dwefore constame a mwsc of procedure 
whereas for its pars ENU arguea dmt a formal act IS not a pre-cond~non for a request for compensanon for 
breaches of the Treaty, and that a case agamst the Community can be brought agamst the Commlwon alone 

Asu,subscance.ENUargueslhartbeslm~~~s~procedure,sconnarytotheTreat), 
clavnmg that tt mterfexes w~dt the exexclse by the Agency of ns nght of opuon and tts exclwve nght to conclude 
coNrxts that u therefore does away w~rh the system of balancmg supply and demand and deprives of any useful 
effect the pmwston m&r whch prices are determmed as a result of baIancmg supply agamst demand (Am& 67 
of the FAEC Treaty) EiNU argues that a Commuruty preference does enlst and that by vtmte of this pnnclple 
producers can export their prodWhO” oaly when Co”~nu”~ty users do not reqmre ,I (Attxle 59 of the EAEC 
Treaty), m retmn, however uws *LMo1 buy suppbes on outs& marlrets unless the Comrmsslon estabhshes that 
Commumty pmducuon ts tnmffictent or excessvely expcnave (Amcle 66 of the EAEC Treaty) ELNL alleges 
thatduetoitslackofdynarmsn, the Agency IS not ftiimg 11s mle and dut the condmons for a ckc~s~on b) 
the Conunlsslon to allow free s@y from otdslde sources were not met smce the ENL offer at fax prices rull 
exsted Lastly, ENU ts of the -on that the ‘specml pmvuon” should cowst of a mecharusm making it 
possrble to obhge Commtm~ty usas to buy the Portuguese pmducaon 
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The Comnhsslon rqects thcs tqnnwnts, pomhng ant m the fvst place that the Agency IS not obhged 
to exercm ILT right of ophon, as can be seen fium Art& 59, plvagraph 1, of the EAEC Treaty The 
Comm~~.~m argues that he smpldied c+sgnatwe procedure (Arucle 5brs of dte Agency Regulatmn) IS vahd, 
repnxentmg merely a merger of the contracts between the Agency and the producer and khveen the. Agency and 
the user mto a smgle conhact behvm producer and user, co-sgncd by the Agency In support of thrs, the 
Commlssm” mvokes the. reecho” by the Ckwt of Justnx m ~tsJudgment of 14 December 1971, of rhe French 
argument” that de sunpldkd pmcedmv! would lead to the abandonment of balawng supply and dema~~+~, and 
the opmxm of MI Adv ocate(jend RLlmer m thus case” that the slmphtied pro&ore corresponded to the spun 
and to the ObJ83Ive of Arncle 60 of the Treaty As for Article 66 of the EAEC Treaty, the Comnussron 
comaders that thxs procedure would apply only m sltuahons of cns1s. when the Agency would not be m a poshon 
to supply users wnhm a reasonable pemd or could do so only at excswvely hrgh prices Moreover, unhke the 
slmphfied prowhue, dus pnwslon does oat pmvlde for any mterwmon by the Agency As for dx m-called 
“Commumty preference”, the Comnusmn pomu out that the duty of the Commmwy 1s esenoally to supply users 
and not to sell prodwho” The Commt.won also clams that the ‘specsd course of achon” can only be a senes 
of weighty and contmual endeavours by the Agency to encourage Commumty users to buy from ENU whom 
any obltgahon to to so 

In as oral arguments, JZNU reproached Member States for not havmg respected their commmnents under 
the EAEC Treaty, and the Agency and the Comnussoo for not havmg done anythmg to ensure comphance wsb 
the Treaty, despite the confiitlon by the Court m 1971 of rts appkabdny 

For 1t.s parl, the Comrmsslon, m IU oral arguments. placed the provls~ons regardmg supply m a mda 
pol~hcal, econonuc and legal context, contrasung the ENU cases, m which It IS sad to have done too lade, V&I 
the Kerokrahwerke L~ppe Ems (KLE) cases. m u&h tt IS sad to have done too much 

It IS mtemstmg to note that the acoons of the Agency, based on the wnpldied cus@natwe procedure 
but mcludmg the posubdny of unposmg catam restnchons on the acqmsmon of mater& from the CIS. are 
bang called mto queshon m the present ENU caw and m the KLE cases, and that from damemcally-opposed 
vlewpomts In the KLE cases. appeals (T- 149Dl and T- 18 l/94) were lodged by the Ciennan user Kemkraftwerke 
Llppe Ems (KLE) agamst the declstons of the Comnusslon of 4 and 21 February 1994” KLE cnhcsed’l the 
Agency and the Commsslon for unposmg a reasonable lout on acqmsmons of nuclear materraJ.s from the 
Commonwealth of Independent Slates (CIS), argumg that the Agency 1s not enhtled to refuse contracts but must 
act as a sort of “notary” lmutmg uself to nxoting contracts 

The Ciwt 1s dehberaung these. cases and wdl hand down us deaslon at a latex date It WIN be 
mterestmg not only to know the Court’s posmon m the ENU case Uself, but also to see whetha dus pOSlhm 
gwes any mdrcahon as to possible soluhons m the KLE case 
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Notes and References 

Tins case was mttmlly bmught befcse the Court of Joshce of tbe European Commumhes as C-380/92 
(03 No C 316 of 3 12 1992, p 14) and then sent bgck to the Coort of Fe-s Instance under Arhcles 
1 and 4 of the Comtcd Declslon of 8 June 1993 (OJ, No L 144, of lb 6 1993, p 21) amendmg 
Ikasmn 88/591/ECSC, EEC, Ematcm estabbsbmg tbe Court of Fust bW.ance of the European 
Commmuhes (OJ, No 319 of 25 11 1988, Emarom estabhsbmg the Court of Frst Instance of the 
European CO"l"NUUhS (OJ, No L 319, of 25 11 1988, p 1) 

OJ,No L 197 of68 1993 p 54 

OJ, No C 306, of 12 11 1993, p 7 

CJEC 16Febmary 1993 ENUKomms.mn,CaseC-107/91,ECR 1993 I 599 andcontmyopm~on 
OfMr c GULMAN 

OJ,No L 19-I of681993 p 54 

Regulahon of the Agency of 5 May 1960 OJ, No 60 of 115 1960, as amended by Regidahon of the 
Agency of 15 July 1975. OJ, No L 193 of 25 7 1975 

Am& 5 of the ReguIahon allows m Wry, that should supply mamfesdy exceed demand the 
Commlssm may always mh-cdwe a smpllfed noh-opposhon pmcedme speclfymg that c~nacts shall 
be deemed to have been concluded d tbey are commumcated to the Agency and the Agency rause.s no 

Obphon vmhm eight days 

ECR 1971,p 1014 

At the. tune m qxshon, tlus was stdl the non-opposmon procedure m Arhcle 5 of dx Agency 
Regulahon menhoned above 

CJE C 14 Decemba 1971.Case 7/71. Canrmssor&ance ECR 1971 p 1003 m parhcuku Item 43 
of the Judgmenr 

Ret 1971, p 1023, m parhcular p 1032 

OJ, No L 48, of 19.2 1994, p 45 and No L 122 of 17 5 1994, p 30; for a summary of the decsums 
see Nuclear Law Bullet No 54. December 1994. p 38 

Forasmmaryoftbesecases,seeOJ,No C146of2851994,p 13andNo Cl74 of2561994 
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NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE AND 
REGULATORY ACTIVITIES 

BULGABIA 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURR 

Re@ahon on the Nationat Centre of B&o&y and Radtation Protection (1993) 

The above Regulahon detennmes the shuchnx and achvmes of the Nahonal Centre of Biology and 
Radwtwn Protection It was pubbsbed m the State Gazene No 52 of 18 Jtme 1993 and entered mto force on 21 
June 1993 

The Came 1s a speckabsed agency under tie Mousuy of Health, responsible for queshoos r&ted to 
radmbmlogy and r&ahon pmtecuon as well as emergency m&cme It tames out pnxenhve, dmgooshc, 
scmmfic and tecbmcal work m dwse areas 

Tbe Cenh~, aLso advises the Health and Bpalehnolog~cal Inspectorate on matters mvolvmg preemployment 
andpe-medIcale- and medxal supernslon of tic41 workers. 

The Regolahon qecdies the Nahooal Cenhe’s mam aChvlheS and tasks, 1ts general shuctm-e and 
management as well as us financmg 

DENMARK 

ORGANISATION AND Sl’RUCTURR 

Lkush Pnpandncss Act (1992) 

?he Dan& F’reparedness of 23 December 195’2 prowkxl for the mexger of the C~vd Defence and tbe 
Emergency Plannmg Agency mto the Emergency Management Agency The Act has also estabbskd a new 
qamahm, tbe Nahonal Rescue Reparedness whch k taken over tbe funchons of dx Former Nahonal Fye 
Sernce and tbe Clvd Defence 

The Emergemy Mmage4nent Agency, wnbm dbe Manstry of tbe Intenor. LS responsible for dendmg w 
mkmg emergency safety measlnes when tbe populahon has been exposed m radmhcm as a result of a nuclear 
mcxlent Tbe Agency IS also m charge of studymg all qoeshons relatmg to nuclear safety and 1s competent for 
couaboranng WI& other nauonal and mtemahonal aulhonheS m dus field 
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ETHIOPIA 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Raduhon Proi’echon t’mchmanon (1993)’ 

The Radratlm Fmttxuon F’nxlamaaon (No 79/1993) was pubhshed m the Offiual Gazette of 
22 December 1993 (Neganr GazmJ It h% cstabhshed an autinty for the control and superws~on of acox mes 
mvolvmg alI radmhon sowces and lays down pronslons regolatmg such achvmes for purposes of prottxuon 
agamst rt+dLatlOn hazards 

FINLAND 

GENERAL LEGISLATION 

Act No 1420194 to amend the Nuclear Energy Act of 11 December 1987 was enacted by the Resident 
of the Replbhc on 29 December 1994, who lssoed Decree No 1589P4 pondmg that the Act (vnth same 
excepnons) would enter mto force on 1 January 1995 ‘l%e followmg IS a bnef desznphon of the purpose and 
contents of the Act. 

The Act has two plnposes m new of F-s adhaence to the European Umon to adjust oauonal 
legtslauon accordmgly more spccfically to the Euratom Treaty, and to setde the queShOn of the transfer of 
domeshc nuclear waste to Ru.wa. 

As regards the European Umon, nunor amendments have been made to the Nuclear Energy Act H hlcb 
collcem bcecensees (debvery of a lxence for odder uses of nuclear energy) and pmws~~ of mfcxmaoon m 
accordance with the Ematom Treaty 

As regards nuclear waste. It was derided that the spent fwl from the Lovusa nuclear power plant wbxb 
unda connaxoal arrangements was Sent back to Russla should no longer be sent there - m fact, no Fmmsh waste 
should be transferred to Russu, but should be dealt WI~I m Ftid Furthermore no foreign nuclear waste should 
be xcepted m F&d The Act was amended to reflect these decwons Due to the above-menooned current 
contracts the Secuons dcahng wtb tmnsfex of spent fuel to Russo wdl enter mto force m 1996 

* lhs udomxmm ha ken taken from due WHO thgest of Health Leg&non Volume 45(4) 1994 



THIRD PARTY LIABILITY 

Act 10 amend the 1972 Nuclear Lubduy Act (1994) 

On 18 February 1994, the Couocd of State submmed to Parltament a Btll to amend the Nuclear Llabtbty 
Act of 8 June 1972 (the text of the Act IS reproduced m the Su~lement to Nuclear Law Bulletm No 44) The 
mm purposes of the amendments were to 

- rase the nuclear ope.ratds manmum amount of ltabtltty to 150 rmlbon SDRs 

- enable Fmlacd to r&y the Jomt Protocol lmkmg the Vtenna and Pans Convennons, 

- empower the Coma1 of State to ~illse by Decree the -urn amount of babdtty, and 

- cottcenuate all clams to one stngle cmrt, the Helsmkt Dtsmct Cotta. 

The Act (No 588/94) to amend the Nuclear Ltabtltty Act was enacted on 28 June 1994 the President of 
tbe Repubbc tssued Decree No 1CkIOm on 28 November 1994 pmvtdtng that the amendments would enter tnto 
force on 3 Jamtaty 1995 

(A detatled accotmt of these amendments 1s set out to Nuclear Law Bollenn No 53 ) 

Furthermore. Fmland rahtied the Jotnt Protocol on 3 October 1994 

couacll of stale Dccrsron on habI&v amounts (1994) 

On 5 May 1994, the Councd of State (the Cabmet) tssued Denston No 333/94 semog at 13 mdbon 
Sped Dmwtng Rtghts (SDR) the maxtmom amount of habthty for nuclear damage due to a nuclear mcuknt 
occtmmg dwtng the transport of non-madtated watttom etmckd to 20 per cent to the tsotope U-235 

The purpose of the Dectston ts to lower the premtttm of nuclear babthty tnsttrance so as to factbtate trade 
ttt uramum tn parhcular, m cases where -um ts transferred from mtlttary pmgrammes to pmgramrnes for 
peaceful uses 

The Lkc~s~on entcrcd mo force on 11 May 1994 

FRANCE 

RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Decree No 94-853 of 22 September 1994 @ubbshed to the Journal Offictel de la R.+bltque Fxan$atse 
of 2 October 1994) hansposes mto domesw law Counctl Duecave 9m/Euratom of 3 Febmary 1992 on the 
supetvts~on and control of shtpments of tadtoacuve waste between Member States and mto and out of the 
Commutuucs (Etuopcm Unto@ (the text of the Duecuve has been publtshed m Nuclear Law Bolletm No 49) 
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The Dccnx genmally reproduces the ptuvtstons m tlte Commtu-uty hecuve The ftrst sect~ms deal wth 
definmms, after whtch the Decree specks the cases whuzh requue to be kensed 

The Decree defines rxltoacttve waste as any matcnal for w&h no use IS foreseen by as corwgnor or 
constgnee, which contams radtoacnve sum whose total acnnty and werght does not exceed the values gwcn 
mSechoo3andAnoxIlofDeareNo 64i-45Oof2OJooeWfi6 

The Mmmy of Industry, Telecomm tm~canons and Forqgt Trade (Genaal Dwectomte for Energy and Raw 
Materials - Nuclear Matters) IS dx competent authonty for onplementmg the system for sqwvwon and control 
defined by the Duecuve 

Any opmttons utvolvmg the ttnport, export or tmmt of rixboznve waste must be accompamed by a 
srandarddocumentandtheauthansanonoracemfiedcopyofthelaUer 

It should be mted that the automatic approval promdtue referred to m Arhcle 6(4) of the Duechve has 
not been accepted by France The procedure IS the followng m cases of transfer of X,dKWhve waste between 
Member Scitcs, If tbe attthmaes of the cmmtty of ahon and/or cotmmes of transit have not sent dtetr reply 
whtn a penod of hu0 toomhs. tt shall be deemed that these c0unme.s have approved the qwted transfer 

GERMANY 

GENERAL LEGISLA~ON 

Amendmen, of the Con.mhuwa (1994) 

By Act of 27 &sober 1994, Much enkxd mto farce on 15 November 1994, a new Art& 20 was msated 
tnto the Baste law (“Grundgesetz” = Ctm.WtthOn) [Bondesgesablatt 1994 I p 31461 Amcle 20 a pmndes 
for the obbgauon of me state to paeet the natural bases of bfe (“natiirbchen Lebensgrundlagen”), wthm the 
fm”IeWOrk Of dt‘? -ttthotk+ otder, by leg&tKHt admuustnWOn and JdcUOn me new pIO”lSOn makes 

pmtecuon of the envuonment a cmsntuhonal task of the State 

REGIME OF NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS 

Aathonhes competent m the jield of n&ear heeuug and nvchr wrwrllance (1994) 

‘Ibe Federal Mmsta far the En vmnmmt. Nahm Conservauon and Reactor Safety pubbshed a 
comprchenstve hst of the aothmhes whtch are competent to the field no&a ltcensmg and nuclear survedlmce 
ln ctcmatty, covenng bdl federal attthalnes and alnhor-thes of dte Lander (Geme- Momtmalbktt 1994 
No 28 p 838) The bst prowdes prectse mformabon about the competence of each authonty and mdutes the 
respechve legal bases of that competence. 

Ameadmenr of the Nuclear 1-m orduoncc (1994) 

Thcordmmce-mtngthem for Ltcensmg Nuclear Instakwats pursuant to Seam 7 of the 
Atomic Energy Act (?kclear Installahons(kmnance)d18Fehuary19Tlasamendedby~~of31March 
1982 (the text of thts Grduxwe as atnmded IS repoduced m the Supplement to Nuclear Law Bolletm No 30) 
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has agm been amended by the Second cJrdmm% to amend the Nuclear hsnllahons Ordmance of 11 November 
1994 [Bundesgesetzblatt 1994 I p 3455.3992 (con)] 

The amendment mamly atms at further lmplemenhng rhe European Commtsston Duecuve on tbe 
Enwomnental Impact Assessments of 27 July 1985 (see Nuclear Law Btdlehn No 45 regardtng the 19% Act 
tmplememmg the Duechve) ‘flus tmplementanon tmpks the uwxuon of several new SechOnS (la, lb, 7a, Ma, 
19a) and changes to others, sechott 21 of tbe pt’ev~ous verston of the &ktance was deleted 

The new provtstons also apply to ltcenstng procedures wbtch were mhati before the enhy tnto force of 
the amemdmems 

A consoltdated version of tbe Nuclear InstaJlanons Ordmance was pubbsbed m Budesgeserzblatt 1995 I 
p 1080 The revtsed Ordtnance entered mto force on 25 November 1994 

TRANSPORT OF RADIOACTNE MATERIAL 

Or&nancc oa the transport of dangerous goods by mlmd walerways (1994) 

The O~~IMIIC~ on transportahon of dattgez’oas go& on the Rbme (ADNR) of 15 February 1994 as last 
amended on 24 November 1994, (Annex 1 to the Ordmance of 21 December 1994, Bundesgesetzblatt 1994 II 
p 38301 was amended once agam by an Ch-dmance of 21 December 1994 [Bondesgesetzblatt 1994 I p 39711 
THIS Ordtnance extends the scope of appbcatton of the ADNR to other navtgable tntemal wafers The ADNB, 

however &x-s not apply to seagotttg sbtps navtgahng on mtemal waters Fanbermore, the Drdmaxe destgnates 
tbe competent nahonal autbonues under the ADNB 

IRELAND 

REGIME OF RADIOACTIVR MATERIALS 

The Ra&otoguxt Pmtectwn Act 1991 (Geneml Co-1 of Raboactwe Substances, Nuclear Devues and 
Irmdwttn~ AppomrU) Order 1993 

The. above order (S I No 51 of 9 Jute 1993) revokes and replaces tbe Nuclear Energy (General Conml 
of Ftssde Fuels, RiUboachve Substances and kradmhng Apparams) Order 1977 (see Nuclear Law Bulltxm 
No 20) 

The order provIdea that a llcace ftom the Radtologtcal Pmtectton bSht"k mtst be Obtamd for the 
C"StOdy,h71"SpOn, storage,handlI~g,~ssesslO",~,produChOn,~~g,unpm. CXporlOr"tdett"g,etC 

of mdtoachve substance& nuclear deuces or mdmhng apparatus as defied by tbe Order 

The Order forthmore fully tmplements at domesttc level Coonctl Dtrechves &l/836/Etnatom and 
84/~7/Ewtom laymg down baste safety standards for the he&b protechon of the general plbbc and workexs 
a@nst the dangers of tomztng radtahon (see Nuclear Law Balleun Nos 25 and 34) 
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ITALY 

RADIOACITVE WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Cacti No 236/F of 28 October 1994 of ti Mmtstxy of Industry, Commerce and Crafts qxcdies the 
co&hom of appbcahon of Emxtom I)lrechVe No 9213 of 3 February 1992 on supemsron and control of 
slupments of cximacuve was% between Member States and mto and out of the Commumty (the European 
Urnon) (the text of the Duecove has been pubbsbed m Nuclear Law Btdlehn No 49) 

AmAe 21 of the Duechve set at 1 Jamnvy 1994 the deadlme for hanspcsmg tts prows~ons mtc the 
Mhotttif kS Of Member States &tIdutg dte aQphOn of tk Decree transposing tbOSe pKwtS~O”S mt0 It&an law 
tbs Cmular prod mfotmahon for persoos mtendmg to stup radtoachve waste More ~pec~tically it pro>ld.s 
the names of the nahonai aotbot’~he.s reqcasbk for tmpkmentanon of the Commtmtty !kecuve They are the 
followmg 

- the Muusta of Induwy Commace and Crafts. 

- tbemayoraotbercompetentaudhxuy 

- theNahonalEn vtmmncntal Pmtcchon Agency (ANPA) 

The Cactdar also dcsxii the admtmshahve procedure for shppmg mdtcacuve waste between Member 
States (dqatch, recqhcm and uanw) as well as the ptwedme for unpons mto and exports out of the European 
Urnon. The Cmxlar furthermore contams mformahat on the banstt of tlw type of waste from a non member 
State to anotha non-member State Tbe pmwdtmz Ums descni IS wdely bawd on that set down m Duecave 
No !?z?J3iEmatom 

KAZAKHSTAN 

GENERAL LEGISLATION 

Tempm?~ Regulatwnr OI the Use of Atomc Energy (1994) 

Temporary Rcgulahotts cm the use of atom% energy, nuclear acttvtue~, mdmachve waste management 
spent nuclear fuel were made to c4lsac tbc t.a&atlcm pnxecnon of tbe populatton lhey were enacted by 
Govemment (the. Cabme% of Mmtstet’s) Rsoluhw No 364 of 11 Apnl 1994 

lb. Regulahons define tbetr scope of appbcahon, the funchonS of tbe Government bodxs competent m 
the nuclear field and alsO lay down teqmremea ts on bcemmg, 00 radmuon Safety and on accmmhng and control 
of nuclear mateMlS 
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ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Resolutwn semng up the Atomw Energy Agency (1993) 

Resoluuon No 125 of 18 February 1993 by the Cabmet of Mtmsters set up the Atormc Energy Agency 
whtch ts responsible for the nattonal pobcy m the nuclear field 

The Agency IS generally competent for regulatmg SChvIheS m the nuclear field and 1s also responstble for 
ssumg 1tcence.s for the OperanO” of nuclear mstallauons Tote Agency ts empowered to take. dastoos, wthm 
m am of competence, whtch are mandatory for attthonha and mzdertakmgs mvolved m the nuclear field 

The Agency’s mam obJecuves are the followmg 

- mspect nuclear faahues and lay down peoalues when the cond~uons of the opemtmg bcence are 
“10latcd, 

- undertake nuclear safety controls m facdtues and superwse the safe management of nuclear mater& 
and radtoacuve waste (mcludmg then COkZhOn, reprocessmg transpet and storage), 

- determme the reqmrements for estabbsJung quabty con~ol ptogmmmes and ensunog that they are 
properly caned out durmg constrocuon and OpC3hOU of the factbhes 

- supcrv~se the adOphOU of measures for wxient preventton m nuclear facllmes, 

- carry out the accoontmg of nuclear materials and control thm storage, transport and use. 

- represent Kazakhstan w~thm the lntemahonal Atoms Energy Agency and conduct XhnUeS r&ted u) 

the mtcmahonal regme for the safe use of nttclem energy 

In accordance wah these ObJeCtIveS, the Atomx Energy Agency canes out a sews of m&s m the 
framework of nuclear legtslauoo In parhctdar, tt estabbshes cntena and standards related to nuclear safety, m 
ad&uon to dmf!mg regulauoos on nuclear safety and tadmuon pnxecuon The Agency ts also responsible for the 
early UOhfiCahOn of nuclear academs, m parucolar to the competent mtemauo~I CrgSUWihOnS and u, lhe 

commes bkely u) be affected by such an acadent. 

REGIME OF RADIOACTIVR MATERIALS 

Regukuwns and Gudelmes OR the Physlcnl Protectwn of Nackw Mateds (1994) 

The ahove Regolahons were enacted m 1994 by Declslon of the Dnector General of the Kazakhstan 
Atomtc Energy Agency (KAEA) They lay down the reqmrements for phywal protecttot~ of nuclear materials 
m nuclear m%&hOUS, cm we and dmmg ha~sp~n and transtt. In parhctdm they spectfy tbe orgamsahon of 
the physual protecuon system, the respotts~bdrues of the dtffexent bodies wtthm the state shuctm~.. as well as 
those of the operators 

The Regtdauons pronde that all Government bodies whtch have respcastbdlhes concanmg nuclear 
mSlak3hOUS most subrmt plans for tmplemenhng physxal paecuon measures m accordance wUb the 

reqtm’ements lmd down m the Regulauons Also, operators mwt submtt theu mtemal phystcal protectton rules 
for approval by the Kazakhstan Atomtc Energy Agency 

33 



The Gmdeb, also mued m 1994 by Dectsmn of tbe Dueax General of the KAEA are mtended for 
operators of nuclear m&Moos to assist them m tbe dmfhng of dterr own mtemal physxal protechon roles 
They pomade expianahotts on the cootem, smxmre and requuemcnu of the Regtdahons 

A detaded dcsmphon of tbe Regokxms wtll appear m a fordtccmmg woe of the Nuclear Law BuUehn 

REPUBLIC OF KOREA 

GENERAL LEGISLATION 

Renwon of Atomc Encrg~ Act (195-4) 

In Korea, Act No 483 of 11 March 1958 ts the fondamental text for tbe regulauon of nuclear energy (see 
NoclearIawBulle~nNos 6and7) TbeActbaskenamen&dsevemlhmessmcetben In1982,ActNo 3549 
of 1 Apt11 1982 sttbstanoally amended the 1958 Act to brmg together the extshng oattonal nuclear le@slauon 
The Act was also amended m 1986 for the mam purpose of semng up a mdtoachve waste management fund 

More recently, m 1994. the Au wa agam amendal (Otlictal Gazette of 5 January 1995) The most 
unpatant changes am described below 

Two new cbqxets have Lwa added. The fim (Chap 3) creates an ‘Integrated Nuclear Promooon Plan” 
The Plan IS establtsbed for pmods of five years and ILE purpose 1s to detemune dx future onentaua-~s of the uses 
of nuclear energy, mcludmg nuclear safety m- ‘Ilw aha chaper (Chapter 9) sets up a r&anon dose 
momtormg system to rmpmve tk proteChOn of workus exposed to t’t+dmhoo 

The 1994 revtsxm funher shmgtbens tbe safety rtdes for decommlsstomng nuclear reactors and nuclear 
fuel cycle factbnes Accotdmgly. Sectnon 76 speafks that owners should submtt a deuxnmtsslomng plan to the 
audlonhes for appmval before -lng dc?CONNls~ opexahotts 

As regards pmahm tbc 1994 rewslon mhuduces tines m case of sospaston or revocauon of a lance 
fOr %XInheS C%+dI"g a @K,t hazard fOr the plbllc lhrs ,XWt.W” apPlles to the collsrmcwHl (SectIon 17) and 
ZMgd,es (sechon 24) for nuclear reaxms and nuclear fuel cycle facdlhes (Secttoil 47) RadlowxoFe 

-t-w 

Two amendments should be pornted out dealmg wtb mshttmcnai aspec& Tbe first coocems tbe number 
of members of the Atomtc Enmgy Comrmsuoa. prewously five to seven, wbtch have now been cased to seven 
tomne.membas Thayarcsdectedfiwl1ahtsmalamJacademtccllclesandrcscarc h mshtutes The Commlswm 
IS chmcd by the Deplty Pnme Mmtstex far Fmacce and Fkonomtc Plamung (Secuon 5) The second mshtuhonal 
amendment foresees the estabbsbment of a nuckar research and development organ- and its fmancmg 
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LATVIA 

GENERAL LEGISLATION 

Act an Radmhon and Nuclear Safety (1994) 

The above Act was abpted by the LaMan F’arhament on 1 December 1994 It govems all acbylneS 
molvmg radmacuve or nuclear materials and other sources of mrunng txhahon The Act estabbshes tJ~e bzw 
prmples of r&tahon and nuclear safety ~ushticahon, opbmtzatmn and hm~tahon) and also lays down 
t.eqtmments III the field of cwtl ltabtbty m the nuclear field 

Responsbdmes far nuclear act~nbes are &nded behveea hvo regulatory b&es the hGnstry of 
Envuonmental Pnxecnon and Regmnal Development and Ihe hkushy of Welfare The baste legal fkamewotk 
IS pmvtded by the Muwhy of En~rcmmental Pmtect~~n and Regmnal Development. 

‘lie Act estabbshes a bcensng system, dtvtded mto two pats 

- Ilcences for all commercial opexattons, 

- pemuts for all non-commetcaal opemmnx 

Control ovex safety matters 1s exactsed by the Radmbon and Nuclear Safety Inspectmate or the relevant 
state tnst~tuhon from be Mumtry of Welfare If this concerns a m&xl facthty 

Opmatm (the manam of r&aUon works) must mfmm the Inspectmate that all the baste safety ptmaples 
wdl be met, followmg wh~b, mqectors can dehver ltcences or penmu, as the case may be The Inspectorate 
may wtthdraw or amend ltcetxxs c# permits at any bme If mdnhon or nuclear safety requemenrs are not met 

The Act also deals wttb cwd babdny for nuclear damage In 1995, I..atna became a Party to the I%3 
Vtenna Ccavennon cm Ctvd Ltabdtty for Nuclear Damage and the 1988 Jomt Protocol on the appbcahcm of the 
Vmna Conventton and the Pans Convennon Ac%crdmgly, the babtbty pmw.wns of the Act conform to the 
Vmma Convennon reguue The ltm~tahon of babdtty for nuclear damage IS lad down as the mmunum amount 
of babthty provtded by the Vtenna Conventton Accordmg to the Act, only an operator 1s bable for nuclear 
dmage ongumng m lus fmhty Latw LS the operator of a reswchtractorasthereactoristbepqertyofthe 
State and ts finand from the State budga Ihe tnapr potnon of It&&y wll be covered by the. State, whde 
the Nuclear Research Came. wdl pmtly cover the ramunder through an m.wmnce mechamsm 

The text of the Act ts reproduced m the Supplement to tbls sue of the Nuclear Law Bulletm 

It should be noted that there ae no nuclear power plants m opemuon or under consmtchon m the Repubbc 
of Lahw. The country has no plants for pmcesmg. manufactmng or repocemg fuel and does not plan to 
budd any new nuclear facdny tn the near future 

Several regulanons cm rad~auon and nuclear safety eust daMg back IO Ihe me of the IX-USSR. these 
have hem strengthened by the Cabtnex of Mmlsters pendmg the adoptmn of new regulauons 

* 

l * 
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Draft regulaaons have been elabomed cm the bass of the safety standards of the Intemaoonal Atomic 
Energy Agency &GA) and the lZuqx%m Urum (Err), as well as on odw lntemat~mal recommendahons 

The 61% set of new regulauooS concern dw @anMg of bcences and pernuts These regulations wdl Include 
chapters on requmments for apphcanu, bmsanms on clvd bab&y for dtfferent types of facdlues such as X ray 
apparawresuchlabmwnsetc 

Rodam safety wdl be governed by base regtdahms on protectx~n agatnst tontnng raduuon They wll 
also mclude chapters on early wsmlng, requaemenls for food and feed, eic 

Ftutbmnore, draft regulahms to be completed III 1995 relate to wkramve waste management 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

compctclu b&es 

There are hvo regulatory hcdm m do. nuclear field. tk. fdmmy of Envummental F?utecuon and 
Regtmal Development and the Mmtsny of Welfare. togetkx mth them subordinate organlsattms The marl 
exexnve k&es are 

- theR&ahmandNuclearSafetyIIIspecUaate mda the thustry of Envmnmentd Fmtechm and 

- the Pubbc Health Centre and the Radnlogxal Centre UC&I rhe Muwhy of Welfare 

The above trodm are respmstble for 

- supemsmg the manufacture, mpmt, expmt, tnmspm, sale, hmsfer, lease possesmn or use of 
tadmchve substances the we or mw of techrucal dews capable of emrthng radnuon 

- reglstrmm of ladlmcuve materials and tonlnng radlatlm sources 

- rem coMo1 and physcal proteenotl of nuclear matenak 

- lnfarmawn of dte pubbc on nuclear aa~vtues, and 

- early w-g III the case of a nuclear or rzboksgtcal tnctdent. 
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LUXEMBOURG 

RADIATION PROTECTION 

The Grand-Dud Regulanons of 17 August 1994 amend and supplement the Regulahons of 29 Octobex 
1990 on pmtechon of the populahon agamst the basards of lauztng mdnhon (see Nuclear Law Bullehn No 48) 
The revmcm tskes mm account he prmc~ples set down m Ematom Dtrecnve 90/641 of 4 December 1990 on tbe 
opemt~oaal pmtechon of oulsde workexs exposed to the nsk of wmnng radmhon dunng Iheu achvthes tn 
conuolled areas (see Nuclear Law Bulkm No 47) Tlus rensm” affects chapers 6 and 12 of the 1990 
Regulahons 

As regards Chapter 6, stncter meawes me latd down tn work areas where mdtahon doses are likely to 
exceed one tenth of the annual dose louts set for exposed workers Thus, m such areas, the methods for 
prevenhon and mautonng must be defined awxdmg to exposure n&s, workers must wear personal dcstmeters 
which are momtored by rhe Radmhon Protechon Dtvt.~~on of the Health Dm?ctomte, they must undergo specdic 
tmtung and medd emmmah ens pnor to their -mwnt and annually tb- Two new defimhons are 
tnclurkd “controlled area” and “motutored area” A con~~lkd area 1s any area whexe tlnee-tenths of the annual 
dose hrmts are bkely to be exceeded and monttm’ed areas are those tn wlhch one-tenth of the dose lumts IS bkely 
to he exceeded 

A new Cbaptes 12 1s tncluded (the old chapter 12 becomes 13) m the 1990 Regtdatmns ‘flus new Chapter 
co- the operaaonal pmecuon of outs&. workers Hewefo& tbetr protectton IS at the same level ils that 
of wcxkers employed on a permanent basts Also the beads of outsIde undenakmgs must have a poor ltcence 
and are. responsible for the operaoonal aspects of the protechon of outstde wakers Finally, a senes of mtpmtant 
deti~mns, mcludmg that of “outs& undertakmg” and “outside workef have been added to the ongmal text 

REGULATIONS ON NUCLEAR TRADE 

These Grand-D& Regulahons of 17 August 1994 forbtd the we of tadmelements m the manufachue of 
fire or smoke detectms The mpmt, possessmn VA a new to selhng, sale and settmg up of fire and smoke 
detectors contammg tadmeletnenu 1s also pmhiitted 

The Regulahons were made m fwtberance of the Act of 25 March 1963 on protecuon of the pqmlahon 
agamst the hazards of tonrung r&ahon Acuxdmgly, vmlahon of the provtstons of the Regulatmns 1s pumsbable 
by rhe penalhes latd down by that Act. 
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M~AGASCAR 

TRANSPORT OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS 

Intarmrusrenal Order No 2l35194 of 4 June 1994 cm the tzmnspm of tiotxave matenals detines the 
szomimons for brmgmg u, an aaxjnabk level the mdmlogzal risks to whtch persons, propwty and the 
eonmoment are exposed doe to the aaaspart of such materials 

The Order apphes to all modes of uampon of radxacnve mater& (by land sea or an) except when such 
matmalsarepartoftbemeaosoftranspon 

As regards the nanspar safw mks, the order cooforms to dx pmwsmos of the lntemanonal Atomic 
Energy Ageocy’s (IAEA) Regulanom for the Safe Tmosport of IbdtoaChve Materials Accm’dmgly, the &spatch 
and storage III tmat of radmachve p&ages are SubJen to tbe provtwns defined by the IAEA Regokhons and 
the qoanaty of mdmachve mater& m ooe package most no( exceed mC bm~ts specdied by tJx Regolaoons The 
Ordex pt’ovtdes thst a cimstgnment wlocb does sot observe all the CaIdIhonS kud down by the order can only 
be. sent by special arraageowu, wtb the autbomwmo of the Nattonal Nuclear Sctexe and Techoology Insotute 
The speed anaogement most lnclotk prowstons goamnteemg mat the general safety level dwmg, tmnspon and 
aaagemtranstaatleastequrvaluutolhatprscn’bedbythe(3rder 

Wnh respect to Ins do&es, the coongom most mclode m dx uanspon documents all the techmcal 
lnfcrmsbotl c cmmung dte wns~gnmmt, as bsted III dx IAEA Regulaaom He most also add to the nansport 
documents a statement concemmg the meawestobetakenbytbecamertfwessary, also as specdied m the 
IAEA Regulattons 

The admmtstrdhve pmwstoos prow& tbatany oanspon of r&wove mater& IS subJect to a pnor hcence 
From dx Muum responsible far nuclear qwstmos, folknvmg the opouon of the Transpon Muusoy and the 
Nshcml Nuclear Snare and Technology bLshtote In the event of an xctdent dtmng baospon, the tamer 
wns*gncR or any other person cs althatty havmg knowledge of the occorlence must lmmedlately Inform the 
lnshtute -g1y 90 dlat Iadm~caI ectmgaq plans may be unplemented 

PHILIPPINES 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Radwlo@cd Technolqv Act of 1992 

Act No 7431 regolatmg the prachcC of radmlogtcal technology sod semng up a Radmlogwal Technology 
Board to dus effect was approved on 22 April 1992 (OBiclal Gazeue No 88 of 16 June 1992) 
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The Act contams a nahotxd statement of pohcy speclfymg that “It IS the poltcy of the State to upgrade the 
pmhce of radtologtwJ tecbcology m the Pbdlppmes for the purpose of pmtcchng tbe pubhc from the hazards 
posed by radmhrm as well as to ensure propex dtagnosts, treahnent and research tbmugb the appllcahon of 
qwpmeN usmg mdmhOn” 

Acwdmgly the Act sets up a Radmlog~cal Technology Board to regulate tbe pracuce of X-my and 
rad~cdogml teclmology as lmd down m rhe Act. The Board IS made up of a Chauman and four other members 
appomted by the Prudent of the Phthppmes on the recommendwon of the Pmfessmnal Regulahon Comnnssmn 
The members mus mclude three mdmlog~cal tecbnologws, one mdmlo@ and one me&al eapen. The Act lays 
down the cond~hons for qU&fiahOn and remunerahon of the membzs 

The Board, appanted for a three-year term, IS m pamcular responsible for 

- enfomng the provmrms of tbe Act, 

- wung, suspendmg and revckmg cemticates of regtshahon for the pmcnce of md~olog~cal and X-my 
tecbIWlOgy; 

- conducnng yearly esammahons for mdmlogtcal and X-ray teclmolog~~ m xcordance wtb the 
prowsmns of the Act, 

- keepmg under revwv the statlls of such teclmology, and 

- makmg such rules and regulahons ss are necessary m tmplementaaon of tbe Act 

The Board IS placed under the general superwmn of the Professtonal Regtdahon Comrmssmn 

PORTUGAL 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Decree-Law No 324-W of 30 December 1994 sets up the Tecbnolog~cal and Nuclear lnshhtte (ITN) 
to replace the Nuclear Science and Engmeenng hsbtute (KEN) Tlte new Inshmte has legal personal@ and has 
been gwen sctennfic, tedmcal, admmhahve and Gnanctal aUtOnOmy under tie superwsmg autborq of the 
iUuushy for Planmng and Land Admmutrahon (M~nrst&zo do Planeameruo e do .4dmmtrqao do Temtono) 

The lTN LS, m parhcular, responsible fm- 

- prommng and tmiemkmg wentdic research and techrucal development m tbe field of the peaceful 
apphcaLLolls of nuclear energy 

- pmvaimg went& and tecbmcal asswance to the Govermnent when anplememmg as polues m the 
fields of nuclear safety, plwmaceuhcal and metrolog& comml as well as m IadtahOn and 
ladl0lsotop1c apphcaLLons, 

- OrgansIng and UndNLakIng iTNmg aChvlheS m rhe above fields, 
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- technology tmmfers to pubbc and pnvate agenus 

- esabhshmg exchange relaMns wnh na&cml, nnfmahonal and foreign msLLNLes purswng the same 

obJe43wes, and 

- stodymg and rmpkmentmg btlateral and molnlataal cwperahon pmgmmnes III tts field of 

-pecence 

RADIATION PROl’RCl.tON 

J.hmee-Law No 36195 of 14 Felwmty 1995 trampow mto nattonal law the Councd of the European 
Ccnnmunmes Duezhve No 89/618/Etuatom of 27 November 1989 on toformtng dte general pobbc about health 
pMecam measures to be applted and steps to be taken m the event of a radtologsal emergency (the text of the 
Duecave IS reproduced III Nuclear Law Bollemr No 45) 

The lhechve defines a “rad~ologncal emergency” and lays down the procedures to be tmpkmented bj 
Member States m that smtabon The pOpUkhOn likely to be affected by such an occuomxe must be probIded 
mmpnorulfomlahoomdtehealdLpotecaon measures applrcabk and dte stton to be taken, as defined UI the 
Duecove When such an emergency does occur, the populahon axotdly affected must be. mfomxd whout delay 
about dh? facts and the steps to be taken, as also defined m the DtWbve ‘llus mfonnatmn must mclude the 
names of dw audmnnes respmwiile for m@mMg such mm 

SLOVAK REPUBLIC 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Act ad L&me settang up a State Fund for Deco-Ng W94-95) 

ActNa254/1994onthStateFundforDemmm usunnng Nuclear Power Plants and Handlmg Spent 
Nuclear Fuel and Radxscnve Wastes was adopwd by rhe Natmnal Councd of tbe Slovak Reprbbc on 25 August 
1994andentfxedmtoforcewlJaowy1995 

The Food has legal pexsmahty and WLU be admttussed by ti Muusuy of Economy It ~111 be headed 
bya~taappolNedbytheMuusterofEconomywhovnllalsosetupaF~dBoardmadeupofseven 
members competes m dx fields of nuclear power, beal& envuonmenttd pmtectmn economy and pubhc 
admlNsrrauontoadnseblmcmtbeauocatlonoffoods 

TheFtmdwllbefmanwdbomtbefoBowmgosomces 

- conmLwuoos from nuckar power plant owners (each owner must pay mto the Fund 10 per cent of the 
sale pnce of tkz ekcmwty @wed by hls plam). 
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- b.mkcredlts, 

- SppOpnShOnS from Ihe SIate budge& 

- my* resources as prowled by regulahon 

The Fund finawes may be. used Lo decomrmsslon nuclear power plams transport, store, process and 
dqmse of spenr nuclear fuel and radwachve wastes f”handle”) m acccsdaxe wLh the pmws~ons of Uus Act and 
the Decree below 

The ACL contams penal prow~ons eoncemmg the misuse of Fond fmces The h%msuy of Fmance Ls 
respmslble for management of the Fond 

Decree No 14/1995 was issued by the Muustry of Economy on 3 January 1995 m pursuance of the Act 
on he State Fund for Dxomrmsstomng and entered mto force on the same date 

The Decree spaties the condmons for CollecLLng Limds, apphc.ahoLLs for fundmg and a.% of the Fund 

Owners of nuclear power plants, spent nuclear fuel cc radLoacuve waste reposltones may apply m vmtmg 
for hmdmg of dwx decommlssrorwrg or handlmg opemhons The applLcaLmn must give rhe name and 
headquatws of the apphcant, the amount of ftmdmg reqmred, Lts pm-pose, etc The apphcabon will be submmcd 
to the Fond Board for renew, and on the ba.u of Lts conclusions, the MLutcr of Economy wdl decode on 
whether or not Lo approve the applxauon 

If the declslon IS favourabk the fundmg IS to be proWed to the appkant w&m 30 days of the deumn 

SPAIN 

REGIME OF RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS 

Royal Decree on the phywal $mteclwn of nuclear matend W5’5) 

The purpose of Royal Decree No 158/1995 of 3 Febmary 1995 (pubhshed m tk Gfficml Gazette of 
4 March 1995) IS to set up a nahonal system for the control and physazd pmtechon of nuclear msUahons and 
matewl The Decree vnplements at domeshc level Lhe COnVHLhOn on the Physical Protecuon of Nuclear Matenal 
of 3 March 1980 rant% by Spam on 6 September 1991 (the text of the COnVeIIhOn 1s reproduced m Nuclear 
Law BulleM No 24, Nuclear Law Bolleun No 53 gwes the status of Lts rahticaLLons as at December 1993) 

The Decree covers the handbag, we and uawport of nuclear matemd and lays down a sertes of 
reqLmemenLs for llccnseca The.% achvmt-s are SubJecL to a pnor hcence wwd by the General Duectorate for 
Energy m the Mm&y of lodoshy and Energy, aftex havmg mformed the Nuclear Safety Co~mcd and the 
Mmmy of Jusuce and the Intenor The General Directorate for Energy decides on u&tier or not to grant a 
lance vndun sm months of the date of filmg of Ihe apphcat~on 

where operahoas SubJeCt to a hence take pke 111 Sev%d m.$UUahOnS. a separate hcence IS ~4lured fOr 
each of the mstakiuons mvolved A hcence 1s vahd for two years and may be renewed IL may be suspended or 
revoked m case of ~mnsgrewon In that event the decwon must gwe spedic mformauon on the deQUUhOn of 
the nuclear matcrtal mvolved 
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RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT 

Rojut Lkcnc on shqments of r&Iave wprtr (1994) 

Royal Decree No 2088/1994 of 2.0 Octobu 1994 spe&es the condtuons of appkaoon at domesuc level 
of Euratom Duecuve No 92~3 of 3 February 1992 on the supem.wn and contml of shipments of radmazu~~ 
waste between Member States and mto and out of the CoNNuntha (Em Umon) (the text of the Dlrectt\e 
IS reproduced m Nuclear Law Btdk~ No 49) The Decree, wluch was pubhskd III the Offclal Gazette of 
26 November 1994, therefore apphea to shipments of radmachve waste between Spdln and the other Commumty 
States, as well as to lmpons and expons when the quanmes of waste exceed cenam basic values 

The p-ocedme to be followed 1s that tatd Qwn by the abovemenboned bhVe Accordmgly, any person 
mtendmg to shtp radmwwe w&e must apply to the General Dtrectorate for Energy for a kence The 
Ihrectomte then forwards dus apphcauon to the authorn~es of the country of destmahon for approval, and when 
“ecessmy to me counhyiies of mnw. 

THIRD PARTY LLABILITY 

Incnsos.? of the nuclelv opmtor3 amount of habiluy (1994) 

Act No 40/1994 of 30 Decemhez 1994, pubbshed m the offinal G&?eue of 31 December 1993 recrgawes 
the nancmsl elecmctty system and Sechon 66 thereof amem& Secnon 57(l) of Act No 25/1961 on Nuclear 
Energy (see Nuclear Law Bullenn No 2) That Secmn deals wttb the nuclear operator’s amount of habdlty, 
on~ysetm1%4a300m~~pesetas~amountwas~to850rmll~onpesetasm1987andhasnow 
beenramdto 25bdlmnpesetasbyActNo 400994 

In cae of transport of nuclear substawes or my otkz aChWy whch, acc&mg to the Nuclear Safety 
Comcd does not mvolve a mayor mk the Mtmsny of Industry and Energy may set another hrmt Ihe latter may 
not, however, be lower than ME bdbon pesetas. 

The Act also pmwks that these amounts may be mod&d by the Government, on proposal bj the 
h%m.my of Industry and Energy. to comply wub tbe obhgattons of mternauonal conventions to wtuch SW 
tsaPatty 

SWZTZERL4h’D* 

GENERAL LEGISLATION 

Amendmeat of W 1959 Act om Atomc Enerw (1995) 

The Fe&ml Au of 23 Dewmher 1959 on the pepefo Uses of Atonuc Energy VI% amended on 
5Febmary1995 ‘Ihepnposeofme~endmeaturu,strengmcnmepronsoosoonon-~erauon Thegaps 
notedm~respecttkaepastyears,pamcularlymthecontextoftbe reamament of w-tam counmes m the 
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Near and the fiddle. East had to be filled and Swttzerlaod had to estabbsh a smct legal basts, especnlly m new 
of the ommous evoluhon observed m several counmes Swttzerlaod’s secmxy 1s endangered, gwen the risk, at 
mtematmnaJ level, of dlegal commercml opemnons mvolvmg mater& Mulch could be used to manufacture 
nuclear weapons, wh the recmmnent of speubsts by counmes wshmg to accede to nuclear techoology 

The amendments of Secttons 1 and 4 provide for the mtmducnon of a bcensmg system for brokerage 
acmmes Before amendment of the Act, commerctal acnvmes mvolvmg the debvery of nuclear mater& from 
tommy A to country B were not SUbJEt to hcensmg If rhe matenzds &d not cross the Swtss border ‘llus was 
also true even when opemhons lmked to such actwtttes took place m Swttzerlaod Some compames or natural 
persons have mdeed estabbshed themselves m Swtzerland to carry out acuvtttes forbIdden m dteu own counmes 
Switzerland should set up us own legal bases to enable It to pen&se not only fraudulent exports but also tiegal 
brokerage opemhons m sensmve nuclear matenals and technology Henceforth, tbts acnvlty wdl therefore be 
govemed by the Act, m-especove of the locauon of the Object of the mam hansactmn 

The other amendments concern penalhe.s for breach of the obbgaaon to take out a bcence These 
pm*mns are now smcter The Judge may hencefonb delwer a sentence of 10 years unpnsonment at most and 
mfhct fmes amoummg to 5 mdlmn SWISS francs m the more serious cases 

Tbe hme hut for holdmg a referendum IS 15 May 1995 If there 1s no request for a referendum the 
Federal Councd mtends to bnng dus amendment mto force dtmng the summer of 1995 

On 3 February 1995, the Federal Assembly (Parbament) amended the Federal Act of 23 December 1959 
on Atomic Energy IRS 732 01 as follows 

“SectIon 1, pala2bn 

2bu Bmkemge achvtty. mespxttve of the locanon of the nuclear arttcles or technology, means 

a) the weanon of cood~hons wluch are esssenoal with a wew to concludmg contracts the pm-pose of whuzh 
IS the mantictme, tender, acqmsmncm or uan~rmssmn of nuclear amc1e.s or technology, 

b) the conclusmn of cotttnx wthm the meamng of (a) when the serwces are rendered by dmtl parhes 

Secucm 4 para l(c) and pm-a 2(d) 

1 A ltcence from the Ccmfederahon 1s reqmred 

c) for a brokerage achnty on Sass terntory, as well as for the tmpon, transtt and export of nuclear fuels 
and resuIues 

2 The Federal Comtcd may subpct to the ltcensmg system 

d) a brokerage acnvtty, on Swss temtory, mvolvmg nuclear am&s and technology wtdun the meamog 
ofthtsparagmph” 

Drqft pwttal revwon of the 1978 Federal Drder concemtng the Atomu Energy Act 

A note on tits subject was pubbshed m Nuclear Law Bull& No 54 

Despite the consnmtmnal mmatormm voted by the SWISS people and the cantons on 23 September 1990 
whtch stops the co-non of any new nuclear power plant m&d the year 2000, the problem of ebmtnauttg 
rad~oachve waste must be solved The search for a site for the fmal storage of such waste m Swtzerlaod has 
suffered from the lengthy delays Imposed on the bormg opexaaons Now seveml amendments to camooal laws 
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may stop dns work frcm bemg cootmued The same problem ensts wth the other bormg sites where the use 
of every powbdtty for ObJeCtWts and complamts has teaked m important delays 

At present, the Federal Cotmcd LS empowered to grant the @ewes reqmred by nuclear leglslauon for 
nuclear mstaUatton.s and preparatory measmcs (wtdt the excepoon of rhe general I~cence) there IS no possible 
appeal Slmpbiicaoon of the obpcuon procedure should dwefore affect that part of the procedure whxh IS not 
speafic to nuclear axwtttes (land planomg envtronment) and thts may somewhat resmct cantonal poxen 

Accordmg to the draft amendment, conwochon of a reposttory wdl always reqmre a general kence H hlch 
mvolves approval by F’arl~amen~ The other hcences ami gram W-II be mcluded m a federal bcence In addmon 
the holder of such a bcence wdl be given expmpmumn nghts If he makes use of them only one procedure 1s 
necessary to conform to he reqmrements of both nuclear and expropnaoon laws Tlus IS why the bcence must 
be E.SII~~ by the Federal Dqanment of Tmmport, Commwcat~ons and Energy and not by the Federal Councll 
The posmon of the persons mvolved wdl be much unproved as regards the nuclear part of the prccedure txcausz 
henceforth, they wtll be able to kdge an appeal agamst this denson before the Federal Court 

Therefore, cenam quesoons whtch, untd now, had ken left to the Cantons have been transferred to the 
Confedaahon These manly lxxMxm land planmng and sowergo nghts regardmg Ihe subsal (mmmg rega) 
Tlu Cantons may, however mtervene llterr news wdl m so far as powble be taken mto account 
Furthemmre the approval of the authonnes competent at present wdl be reqmred m several unpxtant fields such 
as the clearmg of forests 

RADIATION PROTECTION 

1991 Act and 1994 Drduancc 01 Raduhon Pmtecfwn 

The Federal Act of 22 March 1991 on Radmtmn F’mtecbor~ ap~lm to all fields of protectloo agamst 
lomzmg radtahon, m pamcular m the use of nuclear energy The only excepoon concerns the gmnung of bcences 
and supwsmn Ihe prov~~~m of rhe Act m thu connection do not cover a~twtes for which a bcence 1s 
reqmd by vmoe of the Atomrc Energy Act of 23 December 1959 

The purpose of the Radtahon Pmtecnon Act 1s the pmtecbon of man and his enwmnment agamst the 
hamds of nozmg tadmbon It IS based on the pnmxples accordmg to whch exposure to rad~atmn must be 
~Ushfd, such exposures must be ~5 kw as naonably ac4uevable and exposure brats must 
be fixed for Lxxtam pasals (dose bmtt vahJes) 

TheActisdtvtdedmtothreemamparts 

- pmmcas cm actual mdnhon pmtecnon whch regulate the pmtmmn of persons exposed to rad~~mx~ 
protecucm of the poptdauon m case of ma-wed radmxnnty as well as mdtoacave waste, 

- prons~ls on hcensmg and supernsmn. qmfymg the a~uylhes whxh reqwe a bcence and generaIl) 
dexrthmg the duttes of the sqfawoq audmnhes 

- pvLsmns govemmg thud patty habdlty and UISW. legal protectmn emoluments and pernInes 

The Act regulates alI aspects of &non pmtecoon The Ordnance of 22 June 1994 supplements the 
Act and qwfies the techmcal pro- for aU aspects of such pmtecooa as well as the procedures rcqmred 
mdusf~ld. 

The new leg&tmn (Act and chdmmce) anti *to force on 1 Octokr 1994 It has repealed mter aha, 
the Ordmanm of 30 June 1976 on Radnhon Pmtechon (see Nuclear Law Bulleon No 18) 
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UkXAlNE 

ORGANISATION AND STRUCTURE 

Order cstabttshmg the Mmtshy for Protectron of the Natuml Envtmnment and Nuclear Safety (1994) 

Decrm No 768194 of 15 December 1994 sets up the above Muusay and sttppresxa tk. prenoos Muusny 
of the Envuomnent and the State Comrmttee on Nuclear sod Radmtmn Safety (GAN) Accordmgly, the dunes 
dxharged mt11 now by both these bodxs have teen taken over by the new Mmlsny 

The mm tasks of the Mmlsuy are to Improve the protecaon of the natmal envuomnent sod further 
enhance the safe use of nuclear energy, radnhon technology and md~cncuve substances 

RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT 

The Parbameot of Ukrame accepted the fa-st readmg of the above Bdl oo 10 February 1995 Wbde 
Parhament IS to decide on the snes for storage of t-admxhve waste, the Government’s approval ts reqmred for 
such storage The followmg paragraph bnefly summarizes the Ball’s prows~oos 

Waste storage operatmns are SubJect to a bcence and wdl be tinaoced by a speaal Government Fund from 
outside the State budget. The Fund wdl be set up axordmg to a procedure to be estabbshed by the Government 

In case of an awldent caused by rdOaChvC waste, the Owner of such waste vnll be responsible for ebmmatmg 
the source or consequences of the damage Furdtermore petsons bvmg m the netghbowhcad of a radmxhve 
waste repmtmy wdl be enutkd to compensauon 

URUGUAY 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

The above Regulanon was adopted on 21 September 1994 m lmplementauon of Act No 16466 of 
19 January 1994 on the same subject (see Nuclear Law Bulkm No 54) 

The Regtdanon specoks that most pubbc and pnvate works whxh might generate a negatwe 
ennmnmental tmpact reqmre a poor envuoomental bcence These aChvlheS mclude u~~smtctmn of plants for 
the treatment and fina dqosal of toxic and hazardous wastes sod plants for nuclear power gCnCG3hOn and 
ccmversmn 
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The Mmmry for Hottsmg Land Plaomttg and the Enwooment IS the competent bcennng authonty The 
bcemmg procedure mvolves the folkwmg steps. 

- submlssmn of the pm~ecs melting all relevant pauculars, as descnpaon slung OWnershIp, proposed 
envuomnenml prcmtmn measures, etc. 

- cksslficatKHl of the ptqect mm categones A (mmmul or no oegaove envuomncntal Impact), B 
(moderate neganve mtpact whch may be countered by eanly appbcabk measures) and C (slgmficant 
neganve mpct rqmrmg p’evenUve&lhgatmg mea%tKS), 

- apphcancm for a pnor eovunomc ntal hence whxh mcludes the classlticaaon cat&ate and the 
ennronmental Impact study, 

- public hearmg and 

- declslonontheappbcatmn 

The Regdahon spmfii all the sreps m the above procedure When rendermg tu denston, the timstrj 
must assess whether the projects emwumne maI mpct IS acceptable. takmg mto account the envuomnentaJ 
Impact study and all other mformabon submmed m the appbcattcm The bcence IS granted only when the 
enwonmental impact of the popa ts axqnabk or when any tteganve onpact may be ebmmated or reduced to 
a parmssbk Level by the muodwton of ftmbtx prevennve or nhgatmg measmzs 

The Mmshy must communtcate tts dcasmn wtthm 150 days of subm~sslon of the applnooo for a lance 
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INTERNATIONAL 
REGULATORY ACTIVITIES 

OECD NUCLEAR ENERGY AGENCY 

COLLIXTNE EXPERT OPINION ON THE ENVIRONMENTAL AND ETHICAL BASIS OF 
GEOLOGICAL DISPOSAL OF RADIOACTIVE WASTE (19!Q 

At m meeMg on 2 May 1995, the OECD Steermg Cmmnttee for Nuclear Energy cotts&red a qort 
cmtammg the Collechve Optmm of the NEA Radaxhve Waste Management Commmee on the envuonmental 
and educal basis of geologtcal dtspasal Ihe Stemng Cotmmaez bad already on hvo prevtow occastms, m 1985 
and 1990, appmved the &dtoaChve Waste Management’s Collecuve Opmmns ptesenang a techmcal appratsd 

m the field of radtoachve waste management and on the long-term safety of such management XSpeChvely (see 
Nuclear Law Bull& NIX 35 and 47) 

The ObJechVe Of ttus “ew CoUechve OpuUOn 1s to put the dtSpO& Of radoachve Waste 111 pZSpeChVe %‘ttb 
exlshng prmctples and pobctes regardmg envtmnm entd pmtecum, wnh empbasts cm the etbtcal aspects of long- 
Iwed tadmachve waste dqxal, mcludmg cmsldwahms of eqmty and fatmess wttbm and between generahons 

Ths CoUechve Opmxm by pmfessmttals bavmg a respowbdtty at a nahonal level m tbe field of 
tadmachve waste management, IS *tended to cmmbute to an mfmned and consmtcnve debate on the subject. 
It IS based m -t work repcad fmm NEA cohnmes and on extenswe dwusslms held at an NEA workshop 
orgamed m Pans m September 1994 on tbe Envmmmental and Etblcal Aspects of Long-ltved R&machve Waste 
D~sposd Of parhcular importance m these dtscussmns was the partx~patmn of the OECD F.nvtrcmment 
Duectorate and of mdependmt experts from academtc and envrmmental pobcy cucles 

The report mnclutkd that. 

- the geobg& dqosal shategy can be dwgned and implemented m a manner dmas sensthve and 
respmswe to fundamental ethual and envmmmental cmsxiemhms 

- It Is JuStid, both enwcmm entally and etb~cally. to COnhnw development of geologzal repcaones 
for those long-bved mdtcachve wastes which should be isolated from tbe bmspbere for more dun a 
few hundred years. and 

- stepwse hnplementahm of plans for geologwxl d~~pxal leaves open the posslbduy of adaptaam, m 
the bght of sxnhtic progress and sraal zceptabdtty, over several decades, and does not exchtde the 
pxstbtbty that otba OphonS could be developed at a later stage 

THIS Collectwe Opmmn recetved the support of rhe Stemng Ccnnmtttee for Nuclear Energy and wdl be 
pubbshed shortly by the OECD/NEA 
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INTERNATIONAL ATOMIC ENERGY AGENCY 

MEASURES AGAINST ILLICIT TRAFFICKING IN NUCLEAR MATERIALS AND OTHER 
RADIOACTIVE SOURCES 

At us thnty-aghth regular sesslm (19-23 Sqtemba 1994). dte IAEA General Conference adopted 
Resolution GC~RES/lS m dbnt uaffichng m nuclear mater& (see Nuclear Law Bulietm Yo 54) 
The Resoluhon was adopted m new of the cmcem expressed by the representanves of IAEA Member States 
about recent cases of dint oaffickmg mvolvmg m pamadar, materials presumed to be commg from ex-LSSR 
couomes 

It was also agreed to set up a gmup of experts to examme m detal tie acoons to be taken at mtemauonal 
level qardmg dlxxt tramckmg m nuclear mater&. The tkt meehng was held on 2 -3 November 1994 wth 
pamc~pams from 46 couomes and three mtematmoal orgamsaooos Whde confimung that the pnmarv 
reqmstbtbty for prevenMg and respmdmg to such evena rested wttb governmen ad naoonal authontles 
the experts saessed the Importtax of encomagmg bdateml and multdateml co-operatmn and mtensti~ mg the 
Agency’s support achnhes to Member States m that field 

The experts pnpcds were submmed to the IAEA Board of Governors at its meetmgs m Decemter 1994 
and March 1995 

The experts considered, m parocular that the IAEA should play a key mle m the followmg matters 

- pmndmg mformahoo on dbca trafkkmg 

- pmmotmg nammg KhvtueS for aUthonheS and the publrc, 

- awstmg States m mtenstfymg then physical protectton meawes for nuclear materials 

- developtog State systems of aommtmg and control of nuclear mate&s 

- developmg mdrahOn safety mfmsbuctures related to control and sexmy of radmacu~e sources 

A short-term programme of work (1995-19%) was estabbshed accordmg to this bst of activmes The 
programme mcludes hvo man aspects Uhat trafficlang m nuclear matenak and dbat baftickmg m radmaco~e 
- 

The qwsnm of dbctt traffkzkmg m nuclear materials Is dealt with from the newpant of both praenhon 
and msponse Fat-ocular %tmhon IS pmd to pbyswal pmtKhm of nuclear materials and State accountmg systems 
The ObJeCtwe Of coapeaum m pbyscal PotgUm ts to provide addmonaJ support to States and to propose 
hammg progmmm and techmcal gmdance adqned to the needs of States m that area As regards State qstems 

of accmntmg and control, these XttnheS should m&de ass~sll\nce m body plmnmg and ~mprovmg their techmcal 
features Settmg arlde the - mdusmabsed cottomes which abeady operate such systems this achon should 
co- manly the Newly Indepmdent States - NIS (of the ex-USSR) whxh need fi&cr assntance m that area 

As regards dbc~t tmffickmg m mdmachve sauces, actton ts focused on the rclevam legal msmunents m 
parucular on the Intemanonal Baste Safety Staodxds for FTOtechOn agamst Iomzmg Radntmn and for the S&t) 
of Radmum Sowc=cs approved by the IAEA Board of Governors m 1994 (see under 
IAEAiNEA/ILOjFAO/WHO/F’AHO below) Tbe tmponance of these Standank which have the status of legal 
recommmdahms IS explamed by the fact that there are no legally bmdmg mtematmnal msuuments accordmg 
to whtch the pames are obbged to ensure the control and seamy of such sources and m parocular to not@ 
an mtematmnal orgamsaom of theu theft cx loss 
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The Board of Governors ts to soon decide on the proposals submttted by the group of experts on tlbctt 
mffickmg of nuclear materials aad other radmachve sources 

EUROPEAN UNION 

REORGANISATTON OF THE JOINT RESEARCH CENTRE (1994) 

By Lkctston No 94iSO9/Ewatom of 16 November 1994 of the Exopeao Commumhes the Cotnmtsstoo 
amended Duxston No 85/593/Emalom on the reorgantsanon of the Jomt Research Cenuc (JCR) (see Nuclear 
Law Btienn No 37) 

The amendmeos proonde for the reorgatttsauon of tbe Board of Governors and the settmg ttp of a 
Sctenhlic and Indosmal Adwsory Group 

The Board of Governors consists of the followtog members 

- a htgh-level representawe from each Member State, to be appomted by the Commtss~on on the basis 
of ttommatlons by tbe authontles of each State, 

- a Chaumm elected by the appomted represemahves 

All members of the Board are appomted for a duee-year term whtch IS renewable The Board meets at 
least foot tunes a year 

The. Board aststs the Lhrector General attd gtves tfs optmoo for subtmsstcn to the Commtsston on the role 
of the JRC wttbm the Communtty and tts scwmfic and fwctal management. The Comrmssloo takes folI 
accotmt of Ihe optmoos of the Board 

The Board deals m patttctdar wtth proposals for spe&ic programmes for the JRC and the preqarattcm of 
muluammal strategtc plaonmg covermg all IRC acnvmes It also deals wtth staff pobcy 

The Sctenhf~ aad Indusntal Advrscuy Group set up by tbts tkctston IS made up of ten htgh-level 
represemattves of the sctenntic and mdttsmal commtattty who are appomted by the Commtsston on a penonal 
bans 

The Advwxy Group gwes tbe Board of Governors tts optmon on the amtoal wtzk programmcs and 1s also 
consulted on all questms relevant to tbe JRC cottcemtng tbe sc~emttic and technoIogzal comwted wtb the 
development of Commttmty pohctes 

~0huwss1o~~~~~10N~2X~~~~s111NG~i.xs~0~~~0DucrskxcLu0~~0~~tnz 
APPLICATION OF COUNCIL REGULATION (EEC) No 737/W (1994) 

Comm~~~ton RegoIatton (EC) No 3034/94 of 13 December 1994 estabbshes a bst of products excloded 
from the applrcauon of Cotmal Regulahon @EC) No 737190 on the conditions govemmg tmports of agrtcttltwal 
pmdtax.s ongmabng m tbtrd cotmtnes followtag tbe acc&xtt at tbe Chernobyl nuclear power station (see. Nuclezu 
Law Bokhn No 49) 
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The Regolahon specka tbat meet agncultural products currently Imported from thud coumnes are free 
of txiloacove contammatlon from me chemobyl accldem OT so sbghtly comammated that they present a 
negh@ble health mk Therefore tt provtdes that all products save those bsted III the Annex are excluded from 
the scope of Regtdahon (EEC) No 737/90 

Regulatmn @EC) No 1518193 wbtch had prevuxsly estabbshed a bst of products excluded from the 
appkancm of Regolabon @EC) No 737/90 1s repealed. 

COUNCIL RESOLUTION ON RADIOACTIVE WASTE MANAGEMENT (1994) 

On 19 December 1994 the Council of the European LInton adopted Resnluuon No 94/C 379/01 on 
md~oacove waste management cmfkmmg the mtmrst of pmxtmg a Commwty plan of xhon m that field 

The Resoluhon re&imu the tmponance of commwg the efforts to reduce the volume and tox~uy of 
radmahve waste, emphaslses that the estabhshment of smtable facdmea for treatment condmomng and fti 
dsposaI of radnxxnve waste would greatly mntnbute to the creahon of a safe wasx management stmctore and 
encmrages conhnucus co-opt?- wnh the IAEA and the OECDjNEA to pmvtde mtemaaonal gmdance and 
smdards for such safe management. 

INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS FOR RADIATION PROTECTION (1994 - 1995) 

At tts meebng on 2 May 1995 the OECD Steenng Commtttee for Nuclear Energy approved the new 
In- Baste Safety Standa& for Pmteamm agamt Icmmg Radtahon and for the Safety of Rxi~auo+~ 
Sources (BSS) and reammmended that Menbe Gxmmes apply them at domeattc level It also agreed to tbeu 
pubbcahw ~omdy w~tb tk IAEA, the ILO, the FAO, the PAHtY and the WHO The Stexmg Committee also 
agreedto~sponsorpubbaunnoftheFMmbon Safety Ftmdamentals (whxh provti a descnpuon of the general 
ohjxhves and L-astc pnnctplea for the tq uuements m the BSS) pmdy wxth these Orgamsanom 

A note on dte new Baac Safety Standa& was pttbltsbed m Nuclear Law Bullehn No 53 They supersede 
the prenom sandads mued N 1982 (see Nuclear Law Bol&m No 28) 

The new BSS are based primarily on the new -mendabons of tbe ImemanonaJ Commlss~on on 
Molog~caJ F’mtecttcm (KRP) and were pqared by a Jomt Secretanat made up of reprexntahves of the 
sponsonng Oqantsahom Tlxy reflect recent developments m radmtm pmtectm and nuclear safeq and Intend 
toemuresafetywthrespxttoaUtypesofta&anonsources The BSS are bmlted to spzctfymg basx 
requuements of raduhon jautectmn and nuclear safety, with sume gmti on how to apply them They are 
expected to be. followed by more spectfic appllcahve goa%% whtch unll be issued by the sponsmmg orgamsanons 
mtbeurespecnveF&lsofcompetence 

l PAHt3 Pan Amencm Heal& Ckgmrrrmn 
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AGREEMENTS 

BILATERAL AGREEMENTS 

Austraha-Euratom 

IMPLEMENTING ARRANGEMENT CONCERNING THE AGREEMENT ON NUCLEAR TRANSFERS 

(1993) 

Attsuaba and the European Atomtc Energy Commttmty @tratom) concluded an Agreement on 
21 September 1981 concemmg the transfer of nuclear materials born Attsuaba to Etuatom (see Nuclear Law 
BtdIeM No 30) The Agreement, vabd for a penod of thuty’ years, lixes mtez aba, the COtihOm 10 be met for 
such transfers, namely prohtbthon to use these matenak for explostve or mdttary purposes, tmplementahon of 
safeguards, nwansfexs to thud partm, etc 

An ImplemenMg Arrangement, concemmg mtemauonal obhgahon exchanges, to the above Agreement 
was ccmcIuded by an exchange of notes between Aoshaba and the European Commtssmn on 8 September 1993 

The Arrangement provtdea that. 

- the safeguards obbgattons of the 1981 Agreement wtll apply to transfers of qoantmes of materials to 
which, either Patty, at the request of the other Patty, has consented It should apply, 

- the 1981 Agreement wtll cease to apply to qoannnes of matenal to whtch, eltha Party, at the request 
of the other Party. has consented tt should no longer apply 

The Implemenbng Arrangement entered mto force on 8 September 1993 and remams m force for as long 
as the 1981 Agreement unless otherwise agreed by the Parhes 

* 

* * 

A further exchange of notea on another Implemenhng Arrangement to& place between both Park%, also 
on 8 September 1993, where the Emopean Commlsston requested the advance consent of Attshaba to the 
retransfer from Eoratom to Japan of plutoruum llus plutommn 1s subJect to the above 1981 Agreement on 
Nuclear Transfers, and to the Ututed Statea/Em’atom Agreement and has been recovered from spent fuel SobJ0Zt 
to the JapanRlmted States Agreement and the Japan/Am Agreement. 

Aostraha consented to the Commtsston’s pmposal and condtttons of transfer on the same date llus 
JmpkmenMg Arrangement entered mto force on 8 September 1993 on the same con&hons as the one described 
above 
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Cam&-People’s Republic of China 

AGREEMENT ON CO-OPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR MERGY (1994) 

Canada and the People’s Repubhc of Chma concluded the above Agreement on 7 November 1994 Lnder 
the Agreement, COqelXhO" m the peaceful uses of ““clear energy may t”cl”de supply of rtentltic and tech”& 
rnfonnat~on technrcal arsrsrance and exchange of experts stod~~~ of nuclear safety and regulauons explomuon 
for and development of manmm resources 

The Agreement plovtdes for the mmsfer of nuclear mateaml, eqrupment and technology m accordance w~tb 
cond~nons agreed by the F’arhes Any transfer ti the temtoty of either F’arty to a thud pany may take place 
0nJywhenagreedmvmMgpnortotheuansf~ 

The Pames funhemore tmcbiake not to avlch to twenty pa cent or mm-e m the sotope-235 M to 
reprocess &e nuclear nutenal SubJect to the Agreeme”~ I” such event, a” arrangement must be concluded 
beforeha&. The. Agreement speczties that such matenal cannot be used to manufacture or develop any nuclear 
expIosm devxe or for any mdrtaty purpose 

The Imetnanonal Aton”c Energy Agency IS the urmpetent aldhonty for vertfylng compliance wtb the 
obhgahms latd down by the Agreement m Can& pursuant to tts Safeguards Agreement concluded wth the 
Agency on 21 February 1972 and m OMa, m accordance wtth that counby’s vo1untary offer Agreement with 
the Agency concluded on 20 September 19% 

Tie Agreement wll remam “I force for thuty years and may he renewed for addmonal pen& of ten years 
unless ettbex F’arty, at least stx months before exp”y of the Agreement, noties the other Pity of its mten”~l 
to te-te It. 

Canada-Czech Republic 

AGREEMENT FOR CO-OPR4tATlON IN THR PEACFBUI. USES OF NUCLEAR ENERGY (1995) 

The above Agreement behvee” Can& and the Czech Reqttbltc was stgned on 22 February 1995 It entered 
mto force on the date of tts sgnature for a” mthal pmod of ten years and may be extended for atioonal pen& 
of five years onless otbenvtse dectded by etth.s party 

The Agreement prondes for coqe&ton related to the we, development and apphcauon of nuclear 
enmgyforpesefolpurposes Sochcoqemmm may “lclude, mtez alla. 

- the supply of mfcrmallon whxh mcl”des technology related to research and development, health, 
nuclear safety, emergettcy plannmg and enwmntn emaI pIotecnon, eqNpme”t, uses of nuclear “latenal 

- supply of noclear “tatenal and qlqn”e”s 

-mdusmal cooperanm 

- Impl~~~~tahonofRandD ~IOJ@XS fOr”ttCkarenagy appk3hOnSUIagnC~hn% IIEdXme ek~tnc~ty 
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- trammg, techmcal asststance and exchanges of experts, and 

- explorauon for and development of uranmm resources 

It IS prowded that nuclear matenal, eqotpment and technology sobmt to the Agreement may not be used 
to manufacture or othenvlse acqmre nuclear weapons or other exploswe devtces ‘hs MmtMent vd be 

venlied m accordance with the safeguards agreements conch&d by both Parhes wttb the IAEA under the Non- 
Prohferauon Treaty 

The Agreement further provides that the Parttes wtU take all the necessary measures to ensore the phyxal 
protection of the nuclear mater& covered by the Agreement 

The Agreement 1s supplemented by several Annexes whtch form pan of the Agreement. lhey concern 
the nuclear matenal, material, qmpment and technology subject to the Agreement (Annexes A, B, C), 
definmons qxodoced from Arhcle XX of the Statute of the IAEA (Annex D), and agreed levels of phystcal 
pn~ect~on (Annex E) 

Czech Republx-Republrc of Korea 

STATEMENT OF INTENT ON CO-OPERATION IN THE NUCLEAR FIELD (1995) 

On 5 March 1995, the Czech Repobltc and the Repobbc of Korea concluded the above Statement of Intent. 

In that Statement the Parhes recogmze that close. co-operauon m the field of nuclear energy between the 
two counmes would play a vital role and share the new that both cmm!nes would make efforts to mmate and 
stratgthen then w-o-on m the peaceful oses of nuclear energy and nuclear safety They also rezogntze that 
It ts necessary for them to conclude a nuclear coqeraoon agreement at governmental level and make 
amngemeots to promote then co-cperat~on as soon as posstble Both cotmutes would expand and strengthen 
them co-operauott m nuclear field by an exchange of sctenttsts and engtneers Jomt research, mfotmauon exchange 
and other CO-Opxahve acttvtues 

Denmark-Ltihuanm 

AGREEMENT ON INFORMATION EXCHANGE AND CO-OPERATION IN NUCLEAR SAFETY AND 
RADIATION PROTECTION (1993) 

Dem-nadx and Ltthoanta conchtded the above Agreement on 16 March 1993 It entered into force on the 
date of its s~gnatore for an tmbmtted permd and may be ten-notated m wnttng by eaba Party su months aftez 
recetpt of such "O"fiCah0" by the otha Party 

The Agreement was concluded m furtherance of the 1986 IAEA Coavennon on Early Nottkatmn of a 
Nuclear Accident (the text of the CO"ve"h0" IS qmduced m the Soppkment to Nuclear Law Bollenn No 38) 
The Agreement provtdes that the Park% wtll nottfy each other tmmedmtely of any acctdent m W""eCh0" wth 
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a nuclear facday or a~tlnhes m cases where the mdmacunty released may affect the temtory of the other Part\ 
They wdI also nohfy each other of unusual mcreases of mdmacuvtty on their own termones eken uhen 
unconnected wth an acctdent m a nuclear factbty Q acunues on the temtory concerned 

The Pames may arrange wnsuhahms and exchange mformauon on the pmtxu~n of persons and the 
ennronment agamst radzx~on and on the layout of the respecuve counmes’ nuclear facdmes for safet) purposes 

Fortbermore the Parues ondenake to encourage the development of c~-~pmhon between the ~SU~U~IO~S 

of both countnes workmg m tbe fields of nuclear safety and ratiuon protecuon 

Greece-Romania 

AGREEMENT ON EARLY NOTIFICATION OF A NUCLEAR INCIDENT AND EXCHANGE OF 
INFORMATION ON NUCLEAR INSTALLATIONS (1995) 

On 10 March 1995 Greece and Romama concluded an Agreement on Early Nouticauon of a nuclear 
Iocldent and on Exchange of Informahon cm Nuclear Installauons 

The Agreement suns to unpkment the 1986 IAEA Convenuon on Early Nouficauon (the text of the 
COnVmhOn LS reproduced tn the Supplement to Nuclear Law Bullebn No 38) The Agreement also pmvldes for 
exchange of mfamauon on the development of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy 

Russia-European Commisswn 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE IN NUCLEAR SAFETY 
(199.9 

The above Memxandum of Uw between the. European Canrmsson and the Russian Federauon 
on the unplememauon of rechmcal assistance program- m the field of nuclear safety wzz corcloded on 
27 Febmary 1995 

This text further spxti the techlural. legal and admuuswnve C.XMhhOllS under whxh the pogrammes 
financedbytheEuropeanU~mmeRusnanFederaoonundertheTaEls programma of nuclear safety should 
lx camed out 

The mam ob~echve Of the pogrammes 1s the anpmvement of the safety of nuclear power plants and of 
other c,vd noclear utstaUa”ons m the Rosstan kdemtmn mclttdmg foe1 cycle and rad~oachve waste management 
facthues 

A pmvlslon m the Memorandum ex mmtmg the Canmumty from l&&y paves the way for Western 
compares pamqatmg m Tacls propmmes to prow&, theu techn,caI assmance to Russian nuclear mstallauons 
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smce it absolves them from babtbty for any acctdent occumng tn such mstallauons The Russtan Federatton 
furthermore accepts the Commlssmn’s request for an mdemmty statement on nuclear babtity from the 
beneficmes of such assistance, which specifies m ocular that 

- the Commumty (European Unmn) wdl not be held bable for any mJury, loss or damage caused to the 
beneficiary or the Russian Federauon or 10 its c~hzens or to thud par&x as a result of any act or 
~mssm related to execuhon of the Tacts progtammes, 

- the kneficmy ~11 bnng no &urns ansmg from actn4x.s related to exwuhon of the programmes 
agamst the Commumty (European Unton), tts m~htutma~ and Member States and thetr personnel and 
their cmuactors, supplws of sewus, etc for mdwxt, drect or consequentml damage to property 
owed by the Rttssmn Federauon 

The competent authonty m the Russtan Federauon for tmplementatton of the Memorandum 1s the Mtmstry 
for Atomic Energy (Mmatom) The programmes and protects wtll be momtored by a Joint Management Untt 

MULTILATERAL AGREEMENTS 

NUCLEAR THlIDPABTYLIABILlTYCONVENTIONS(1995) 

1963 VlENNA CONVENTION ON CIVIL LIABILITY FOR NUCLEAR DAMAGE 

The Slovak Repuhhc acceded to the above Convenhon on 7 March 1995 

1988 JOINT PROTOCOL ON THE APPLICATION OF THE VIENNA CONVENTION AND THE PARIS 
CONVENTION 

Fmland rauiied the above Fxaocol cm 3 October 1995, Slovema and the Slovak Repubbc acceded to the 
Jomt Protocol on 27 January 1995 and 7 March 1995 respectwely 

See Nuclear Law Bukhn No 54 for the statas of the Nuclear Ltabtbty Conventmns 

TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

The Treaty on the Non-F’mhfexahon of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) was adopted on 1 July 1968 and entered 
mto force on 5 March 1970 m accordance w~tb Atucle IX thereof whch pmndes that It shall enter mto force 
followmg tts raufiG3hOn by forty S@natory States and the deslgnared Deposttary States [the Umted Kmgdom 
the Ututed States and Ruwa (ex -USSR)] The text of the Treaty IS reproduced as an Appendm to a 
commentary on the 1990 NIT Rewew Conference pubbshed tn Nuclear Law Bttlkm No 46 The 1995 NPT 
Renew Conference began on 17 Aped 1995 at the Headquarters of the Umted Nauons m New York The 
pames to the Treaty must dectde on whether to extend tt for a set penod or mdefntely It should be noted that 
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any extensmn of the Treaty tquues a favourable vote from an absolute maJonty of the F’arws At the close 
of the meetmg, the Parhes agreed to extend the Treaty for an mdefuute pertod 

‘ll~ followmg table gwes the status of tattfticns and accessmns to the Treaty on the ew of the 
ConferenW 

The followmg table gtves the aus of the NFT as of Apnl 1995 

TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

Conbachag Partnes Date of RahRcahd 
Access~odSuccessm 

AIbarua” (a% ) 
Afg-’ 
NV- (= ) 
A"hgUaandBarbuda(SUu:) 

Argen- (a ) 

,Q.merua(=) 

AWUalla’ 
AUSUG4’ 
kab;ula (= ) 

B-b=) 
B&em @LX ) 
Bang- *(a ) 
Barbados 
Behrus(=) 
IklglUm’ 
Beti 
BeNIl 
Bhutan’ 
BObvIa 
Bama and Herzegovma @cc) 
Botswana 
BnmeP (acc ) 
Bdgana’ 
Bmkma Faso 
B-C=) 
~bodu(=) 
Cam-, Ututed Republtc of 

gk%*& (au:) 
Central Afncan Repubbc (acz ) 
chd 
ChIna, people’s Repbhc of (ax ) 
Colombra** 
cw? (= ) 

12 Sept 1990 
4 Feb 1970 
12Jan 1995 
17 June 1985 
10 Feb 1995 
15 July 1993 
23 Jan 1973 
27 June 1%9 
22 sept 1992 
11 Aug 1976 
3 Nov 1988 
31 Aug 1979 
21 Feb 1980 
22 July 1993 
2 May 1975 
9 Aug 1985 
31 Ckt 1972 
23 May 1985 
26 May 1970 
15 Aug 1994 
28 Apnl 1%9 
26 March 1985 
5 Sept. I%9 
3 March 1970 
19 March 1971 
2 June 1972 
8 Jan 1969 
8 Jan 1%9 
24 Ott 1979 
25 Ott 1970 
10 March 1971 
9Marchl992 
8 Apnl 1986 
23 Ott 1978 
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Contracttug Partm Date of Rahfieahonl 
AccesnodSuccessmu 

Costa RKa* 
core d’1voo-e 

c-c=) 
Cyprus* 
Czech Repobbc* (socc ) 
DenmarL* 
Domuuca (succ) 
hmrcan Repobbc* 
Ecuador* 
Egypt* 
El Salvador* 
JZquatonaI G- @cc) 
Enue.a (al% ) 
Estotua (act ) 
EtblOp& 
FIJI* (swc ) 
Fmlaod* 

-(am) 
Gabon (act ) 
Gambm’ 
Georp (act ) 
Germany, Federal Repubhc OP 
Ghana* 
Greece* 
Grenada (SW ) 
GtBtemala’ 
Guma (act ) 
Gum Bwao (socc ) 
Guyana (act ) 
Ham 
Holy See (ax ) 
Hondum?’ 

Hwvv* 
Iceland* 
Indonesa* 
Iran* 

Iras’ 
Ireland’ 
Italy* 
JmCa* 
Japan* 
Jordan* 
-tan(=) 
Kelly-d 
h’Ibah* (WCC ) 
Korea Democrahc People’s Rqatbbc 
Korea*, Replbbc of 
Kuvmt 

of (acc ) 

3 Mach 1970 
6 March 1973 
29 June 1992 
1OFeb 1970 
1 Jan 1993 
3 Jan 1%9 
IO Aug 1984 
24 July 1971 
7hkch1969 
26Feb 1981 
11 July 1972 
1 No” 1984 
3 March 1995 
7Jao 1992 
5 Feb 1970 
14 July 1972 
5Feb 1969 
3 Aog 1992 
19 Feb 1974 
12May 1975 
7March1994 
2uay 1975 
4 May 1970 
11 Mawh 1970 
2 sep 1975 
22 Se* 1970 
29 Apnl 1985 
20 Attg 1976 
19 Oct. 1993 
2 June 1970 
25Feb 1971 
16May 1973 
27May 1%9 
18 July 1%9 
12 July 1979 
2Feb 1970 
29Chx 1%9 
1 July 1968 
2May 1975 
5 March 1970 
8 June 1976 
1lFeb 1970 
14Feb 1994 
11 June 1970 
18 Apnl 1985 
12Dec 1985 
23 Apnl 1975 
17Nov 1989 
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Cootractmg Partm 

Kyrgyrsran (= ) 
Laos 

-(=) 
Lebanw’ 

Lesotho* 

LlbeM 
Libyan Arab Jamahmya* 
Lwhtenstem’ (act ) 
Lllhuanla (act ) 
Luxembou& 
Mrlcedaua. famer Yugdav 

Malawi (WC ) 
Malaysa* 
tdddl”eS’ 

Mah Repubbc of 
Malra* 
MarshallIslands(acc) 
MalmtaNa (act) 
b%,“IIh”.S* 
Mexro* 
Mlcroneala (ax ) 
Moldova (xc ) 
M-C=) 
Mongoha* 
M-o* 
Mozambrque (ax ) 
MY- (B-j (= ) 
Narmbla (ax ) 
Nauru* (act ) 

Nepal* 
NS3JWbdS’ 
New Zealand’ 
NUX3gd 

Nsw (au: ) 
N~@ma* 

N-Y 
Palan(acc) 14Apnll995 

Gew G-* (act ) 
wraguay’ 
Peru’ 

WV* 
POhOd* 

Portugal* (= ) 
QararW) 3Apnll989 
R-8 
R-Fedsanon 

5 July 1994 
2OFeb 1970 
31 Jan 1992 
15 July 1970 
20 May 1970 
5 March 1970 
26 May 1975 
20 Apn 1978 
23 Sep 1991 
2 May 1975 
30 March 1995 
8Ck~ 1970 
18Feb 1986 
5 March 1970 
7 Apnl 1970 
10Feb 1970 
6 Feb 1970 
31 Jan. 1995 
23 CAL 1993 
8 Apll I%9 
21 Jan 1969 
14 Apd 1995 
llckL1994 
13 March 1995 
14 May I%9 
27 No” 1970 
4Sept.1990 
2De& 1992 
2ocL 1992 
7 June 1982 
5 Jan 1970 
2 May 1975 
10 Sept. 1969 
6 March 1973 
9ckr 1992 
27Sepl968 
5Feb 19s 

13 Jan 1977 
13 Jan 1982 
4 Feb 1970 
3 March 1970 
5 OCL 1972 
12 June 1%9 
15 Dee 1977 

4Feb 1970 
5 March 1970 
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contrachng Parhea Date of Rahticahom/ 
A~cesa~~dS~c.c~m 

Rwanda(=) 
SL Km and Nens (act ) 
SL Ltma* (a% ) 
St.VmcentandtbeGmadmes(sacc) 
San Mann0 
Sao Tome and Pm.ape @cc) 
Sati Arabm (act ) 
Senegal* 
Seychelles (act ) 
smra Leone (a% ) 
smnapore* 
SIovak Republtc (sux ) 
sIovenla (act ) 
solonloll Islands (stkcc ) 
SOtIlh 
south Afma *(xc ) 
SP *m 1 
Sn Lanka* 
Sdd 
Sunname’ (succ) 
Swanland 
Sweden* 9 Jan 1970 
.SWlKltzerland* 
Synm Arab Replbllc 
Talilostan (= ) 
T-(au:) 
llmdaad *(am) 
Togo 
Tonga (== ) 
Tnmdad & Tobago 
Tanma* 
Turkey* 
Turkmemstan (xc) 
Tuvalu *(sm ) 
Uganda(=) 
Ukm=k=) 
umed Kmgdoln 
unwd states 

Uruguay* 
uz- (act) 
V.%eZuela* 
V~el Nam, *Socmhst Repubbc of (act ) 
westem Samoa ‘(acc) 
Yemen, Amb Repbhc of 

2OMay 1975 
22 March 1993 
28Dec 1979 

6Nov 1984 

IO Aug 1970 
20 July 1983 
3oct.1988 
17 Dee 1970 
12 March 1985 
26Rb 1975 

IO March 1976 
I Jan 1993 
7Aprd1992 
17 June 1981 
5March1970 
IO July 1991 
5Nov 1987 

SlWch1979 

31 Oct. 1973 

30 June 1976 
11Dec 1%9 

9Marchi9n 
24septI969 
17h 1995 
31 May 1991 
2Dec 1972 

26Feb 1970 
7 July 1971 
300~. 1986 

26 Feb 1970 
I7 Apnl 1980 
29&x1994 
19Jan. 1979 
20 OCL 1982 
Sk 1994 
27 Nov 1968 
5MarchI970 
31 Aug 1970 
2Mayl992 

25 scgt I975 

14 Jane 1982 
17 March 1975 
IJune 
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Yugoslavia 4 March 1970 
zam* 4 Aug 1970 
-tic=) 15May 1991 
zJmtabwe(acc 26 SepL 1991 

(Chu~ese Tatpet 27 Jan 1970) 

GermanylNetherlandWUnited Kingdom/United States of Amenca 

AGREEMENTONANURANIUMENIUCIIMENT INmALLATION (1992) 

TheAgteementof24JulyI992beWeentkGovumnen tsoftheFed&ReplbbcofGemuny the 
Kmgdcm of the Netherlands, k Umted Kmgdom of Great Bntam and Northern Ireland (“the Three 
oovenlments”) and the Go- of me umkzd state3 of Anxmca tegaldmg me estabMlment, calsmlctlon 
andqeranooofanuramummnchmentmstaMxm m the Umted States has been accepted by German F’arbament 
and was published IO Bttmkgeseublatt 1994. II, p 3576 

Inu.sAmcIeII,theAgrwnentqecksthat 



Any cenmfuge technology transferred to the Umted States, SubpCt to tlus Agreement, the tnstallahon, any 
nuclear maternal m the mstallatton any spwal nuclear matenal produced through the use of such special nucIear 
matenal and any data generated at the mstaIIatxm which 1s designated resmcted data wdl only be used for 
peaceful, non-cxploswe ptnpom (Amde III) The nuclear matenal to wluch dus latter condmon appbes and 
whch 1s wxbtn the terntory of the Ututed States wdl be subject to tbe appltCahOn of mtemaaonal safeguards 
The same holds hue. for physnl protecuon measures wluch wdl at least provlde tbe Ieve of pnxectmn 

recommended m IAEA document INFCIRQ’225 Rev 2 or subsequent rensmns then% (Amcles IV and V) 

Am&s VI et seq contam pmwsmns on transfers of nuclear material, competent agenaes, secumy 
classfcauons, classlfed mfomut~ott, the pmtect~on of pmpnetaty mfommhon and the relatmnsh~p with the 
European Atcamc Energy Commumty @tuatom) 

The Annex to the Agreement deals vnth the procedure for the montuxmg and review of data generated 
at the tnstakhott wh~cb IS desrgnated restncted data 

The Agreement wll remam m force for a penod of 30 years It may be extended automancaUy for an 
ad&honal pencd of Mteen years unless the Three GovemmenU or the Ututed States nohfy the aher Party of 
fhw &sue to cease the Agreement (AmcIe XIV) 
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BIBLIOGRAPHY 

FRANCE 

Que sm.+me 7 Le drort nuclearre, by J-M Ratnaud, pubbsbed by Press Un~vers~taves de France, Pans, 
1994, 126 pages 

The purpose of the “Qtte %a-be" senes 1s to farmban% its readers wh economic hwcrtcal or legal topxcs 
by ustag a concise approach to the sttbJect concemed Que srus-le’, Le drott ““cl&we therefore follows tbat 

pa=- 

After a general tnuuduchon focusmg on the development of nuclear law alongsaie the expansto” and 
decbne of that source of energy dtmng the twenueth cenuuy, dus book analyses the par”ctdan”es of that law 
The author defines tt as coqostte law (Chapter I), contested law (Chapter If), model law (Chapter III) Each 
c~nnotatmn refers to a speclfc acbwty III the field of the. peaceful uses of nuclear energy The term “model law” 
for example, refers to the efforts of the mtematlonal commumty to set up a strong and effkxnt legal system to 
ensure appropriate compemauon of wcums m case of a nuclear accldenr 

The approach chosen ts based on the hlstoncal context of what bas been called the nuclear era, wth 
par”cular atten”on bemg patd first to the cold war and then to tmemauonal co-operauon Ihe author, therefore, 
preferred to hlghhght lustmy and hence development of that law mtber than proceed with a smct analysts of 
the relevant texts 

UNITED NATIONS 

The Unrted Nahom and Non-Prohferahoa, Umted Nahom Blue Book Series, Volume III, Department of 
Pubhe Informahon, Umted Nahons, New York, 1995,189 pages 

Thts book was pubbshed on the eve of the Revtew Conference of the 1968 Treaty on the Non-Pmbfera”o” 
of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) Sechon One comprises an 1n”oduc”on by the Secretary-General of tbe Umted 
Nahons Bouuus-Bou”-os Ghab and provides an overnew of the present nuclear non-pmllferanon regtme, 
supplemented by a colIecuon of relevant legal texts issued by the Intcmauonal Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
and the LJmted Nauons (UN) (Secuon Two) 

Sectton One hlghhghts tbe NPT as the comerstcne of the mtemahonal community s efforts to prevent the 
probferahon of nuclear weapons whtle protnotlng m parallel the development of nuclear technology for peaceful 
purposes m analysts IS supplemented by a descnpuon of other lnstnunents m that field the IAEA Safeguards 
System the Convenuon on NucItx Safety, the Convenuon on the Phyxal Pmtecuon of Nuclear Mate&, the 
mtemahonal mstmments prohtbmng nuclear weapons in certam parts of the world and beyond tt The Secuon 
is coxluded oy a bnef revtew of the Treaues on nxlear dnrmament between the ex-USSR and the Umted 
states 

62 



Secmn Two of the book IS mamly made up of a senes of texts whch are of great relevance to nuclear 
non-pi-ohfembon They lnclnde not only the texts of mtemahonal Treaoes and Convenaons but also reports, 
resolouons and statements by the IAEA and the UN 

Ths pubhcancm forms pan of the Unned Naoons Blue Book Senes whose purpose IS to pmmde tools 
for research and Alecnon on selected qncs w&m the competence of the Unwed Nahons for academxcs, lawyers, 

J-w 
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