
President Obama gave a remarkable
speech in Prague on April 5, 2009, in
which he called for deep reductions in
nuclear arms in the immediate future
and, eventually, a world without nucle-
ar weapons. He also proposed strength-
ened measures to prevent the spread 
of nuclear weapons. His words recall
those of the German philosopher Hegel:
“Human beings make history, but they
are not aware of which history they are
making.” We should join President Oba-
ma in becoming aware of the history 
we should all strive to make–one that
lays the groundwork for a safer, more
prosperous world in which the planet’s
resources are more equitably distrib-
uted and the environment is safer and
cleaner. 

The we which I use here refers, ½rst
and foremost, to states, which have the
responsibility to ensure a peaceful and
prosperous world. But nongovernmen-
tal actors, such as laboratories, universi-
ties, think tanks, and corporations, must
each play its individual part in helping 
to build and sustain this world. And now
that the growing enthusiasm for nuclear
energy that has been expressed by gov-
ernments, utilities, and electro-intensive

industries around the globe seems more
than just a craze or a passing fashion, it
is that much more necessary to involve
all stakeholders. 

Do we have to fear this nuclear renais-
sance? Several observers suggest that 
we do, arguing that the current nonpro-
liferation system, the product of many
decades of development, simply no long-
er works effectively or that it needs to be
radically altered. I would suggest that,
rather than fear a nuclear renaissance,
we must seize it as a unique opportuni-
ty to enhance the culture of nonprolif-
eration, in a way that involves all stake-
holders in this renaissance.

Rational, well-grounded reasons
underlie the nuclear renaissance. Gov-
ernments and electricity utilities want 
to build new nuclear plants to address
greenhouse gas emissions and to meet
growing energy needs. Nuclear must 
do so while addressing three challenges 
that lie at the heart of any energy con-
sideration: namely, sustainability, com-
petitiveness, and security.

Few sources of energy can meet all
three of these requirements. Fossil fu-
els, with their substantial greenhouse
gas emissions, cannot meet the sustain-
ability requirement. While we do need
to develop renewable energy sources,
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most renewables provide only intermit-
tent supplies of energy and therefore
cannot by themselves ensure full securi-
ty of supply. Moreover, they do not meet
the competitiveness requirement, since,
like all sources of energy at an early stage
of development, they will require heavy
subsidies in the United States, as well as
in Europe.

Nuclear energy meets all three require-
ments. Indeed, nuclear energy is:

•  Carbon free and sustainable, because 
it emits the lowest amount of carbon 
per kilowatt hour among all sources 
of energy;

•  Competitive, even without a carbon 
pricing system. That is why it is the 
choice of countries with highly regu-
lated economic systems (for example, 
China and India); partially deregulat-
ed ones, such as the United States; or 
totally deregulated economies, like in 
the United Kingdom; and

•  Secure, because uranium is widely 
available around the world. Current 
major mines are in politically stable 
countries, such as Canada and Aus-
tralia, and conventional resources 
account for 200 times the annual de-
mand. In addition, the global nuclear 
fuel market is functioning effectively, 
and consumer states are able to obtain 
satisfactory assurances of enriched 
uranium fuel through long-term con-
tracts. For example, areva has signed 
a 60-year contract with one customer.

Nuclear power’s ability to meet these
requirements explains the growing glob-
al interest in nuclear energy. However,
the prospects for expanding nuclear en-
ergy also come with concerns in some
quarters that the spread of this technolo-
gy could contribute to the proliferation
of nuclear weapons, either in additional

states or among non-state actors, such 
as terrorist groups. As a result, some
have advocated discouraging the de-
velopment of nuclear power, particu-
larly its spread to states that do not 
now have nuclear energy programs in
operation. Over the last several years,
some academic and media circles have
taken a pessimistic view of the pros-
pects of containing the spread of nucle-
ar weapons. They have argued that the
end of the Cold War has accelerated the
risks of proliferation and that the cur-
rent nonproliferation system, a decades-
long development, is no longer effec-
tive and needs to be radically altered. 

While a few countries have taken ir-
responsible actions in the nuclear ½eld
that threaten international and region-
al peace and security, the internation-
al nonproliferation system has, on the
whole, been highly successful in limit-
ing the spread of nuclear weapons. One
hundred and eighty-seven states now
adhere to the Treaty on the Non-Prolif-
eration of Nuclear Weapons (npt).
Only three states have elected not to 
join the npt, and some states, such as
South Africa or, more recently, Libya,
have abandoned or dismantled their
nuclear weapons programs altogether.
The non-nuclear-weapons states that 
are party to the npt have pledged to
forgo the manufacture or acquisition 
of nuclear weapons and have agreed 
to accept International Atomic Ener-
gy Agency (iaea) safeguards on all 
of their nuclear activities. Nearly all 
have faithfully abided by that commit-
ment. 

Nevertheless, during the past few
years, new threats have emerged to 
challenge the global nonproliferation
regime. Over a 20-year period, Iran has
clandestinely acquired uranium enrich-
ment capabilities in a manner that con-
stitutes a violation of its obligations



under the iaea safeguards agreement. 
In this action Iran has been supported by
Pakistan, which itself has admitted that
A.Q. Khan, the former head of the Khan
Research Laboratory in Pakistan, trans-
ferred enrichment technology to North
Korea, Iran, and Libya. The A.Q. Khan
clandestine network also spread nuclear
weapons technology to Iran and Libya.
Thus far Iran has chosen to ignore sever-
al calls by the United Nations Security
Council to suspend its enrichment activ-
ities. North Korea, which withdrew from
the npt and conducted nuclear tests,
demonstrates another major challenge
to the nonproliferation regime. While
North Korea had begun dismantling its
nuclear facilities, the 6-party talks with
Pyongyang have stalled over disagree-
ments about veri½cation arrangements;
as of this writing, North Korea had just
expelled iaea inspectors and announced
its decision to restart its facilities.

Clearly the nonproliferation regime
shows weaknesses and needs continuous
strengthening. Responsible members 
of the international community must be
ever vigilant, and must accelerate their
efforts to strengthen international safe-
guards, nuclear export controls, physi-
cal protection, and other elements of 
the regime. The nonproliferation policy
proposed by President Obama provides
hope that the international community
can take effective steps to close the loop-
holes in the nonproliferation regime.

However great the challenges we now
face in preventing the spread of nuclear
weapons, they do not cast doubt on the
effectiveness of the nonproliferation sys-
tem as a whole. Nor do they justify the
conclusion that the growth of civil nu-
clear power programs means the spread
of nuclear weapons. It is worth empha-
sizing that the few countries that have
sought to acquire nuclear weapons in

recent years have done so for reasons 
of national security, national power, 
or prestige: in other words, their basic
motivations have been political. The
nuclear programs of these countries–
North Korea, Iraq, and Iran–have 
never used nuclear power to produce 
a single kilowatt hour of electricity. 

The responsibility for preventing 
the spread of nuclear weapons rests 
½rst and foremost with governments. 
As President Obama has said, “Rules
must be binding. Violations must be
punished.” States must ensure that
countries comply with commitments
they have made under the npt, their
iaea safeguards agreements, and other
elements of the regime. But we all share
in the responsibility to prevent the pro-
liferation of nuclear weapons. The nu-
clear industry, as well as the arms con-
trol and nonproliferation communities,
must join governments in ensuring 
that the nuclear renaissance takes 
place under conditions that minimize
the risk of proliferation.

The renewed interest in nuclear en-
ergy and the international growth of
nuclear electricity generation do not
equate–and should not be equated–
with increasing proliferation risks. In-
deed, the nuclear renaissance presents 
a unique opportunity to enhance the 
culture of nonproliferation. The nucle-
ar industry must play a major role in
strengthening this culture. areva’s
“Value Charter” establishes nonprolif-
eration at the top of its operating prin-
ciples. Among other things:

•  areva manages all of its nuclear facili-
ties and nuclear materials in full accord 
with all international nonproliferation 
treaties, norms, and national regula-
tions.

•  areva does not, and will never, coop-
erate with any customer from a coun-
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try that does not adhere to internation-
al nonproliferation standards or is not 
compliant with its nonproliferation ob-
ligations.

•  Even if a country satis½es the above cri-
teria, areva reserves the right to assess
the political stability and security situ-
ation of the country, and even the re-
gion, to consider possible risks associ-
ated with a given commercial transac-
tion.

•  areva strictly implements national 
and international rules and procedures 
governing export control for all end-
user countries; it has also developed 
a special training and awareness pro-
gram for all areva employees in 
charge of export control.

•  areva is ready to supply countries 
with light water reactors, such as its 
epr reactor, that by themselves do 
not present a proliferation risk, pro-
vided effective controls and condi-
tions are accepted and implemented 
in these countries.

•  areva is committed to exercising spe-
cial care in considering the transfer of 
sensitive technologies, such as enrich-
ment and reprocessing (or recycling) 
technologies, to other countries. We 
have transferred recycling technology 
to Japan, with the provision that Japan 
agree to refrain from retransferring 
the technology to any other country, 
and we have supported the implemen-
tation of iaea safeguards in Japan. We 
are currently considering transferring 
recycling technology (without separa-
tion of pure plutonium) for peaceful 
purposes to China, and we are also 
prepared to transfer such technolo-
gy to the United States, if the United 
States chooses to adopt recycling as 
part of its strategy to manage the back 
end of its fuel cycle. However, we have 

no plans to transfer such sensitive nu-
clear technology to other countries.

It also bears mentioning that the 
vast majority of potential areva cus-
tomers have no aspiration to acquire
enrichment or recycling facilities. On
the contrary, most are interested only 
in the generation of clean and afford-
able power. We no longer live in the 
era when countries sought to master 
all aspects of the nuclear fuel cycle for
reasons of prestige or demonstrating
their technological prowess. Rather,
most countries recognize that we have
entered an era of realism and ef½cien-
cy in meeting energy needs. Countries
have an equation to solve: how to gen-
erate X thousand megawatts of electric-
ity beginning in 2020 or 2025 on a com-
petitive, sustainable, and responsible
basis. Nuclear electricity generation is
one of the solutions; but most countries
do not believe that the development of
their own sensitive nuclear technologies,
such as highly sophisticated uranium en-
richment or used-fuel treatment capa-
bility, will provide them with a sensible,
economic, or competitive approach 
to help solve this equation. None of
areva’s customers has expressed a 
real interest in acquiring sensitive nu-
clear technology. At any rate, areva

would not provide such technologies 
to countries where it would make no
economic sense, or where it would 
present a risk of political instability 
or a danger of proliferation.

Beyond the care that areva exercises
in its nuclear export policies, areva also
seeks to contribute to nonproliferation
in several other ways. areva actively
participates in numerous international
initiatives, committees, and institutions
that are working to strengthen the non-
proliferation regime. Such participation
gives areva the opportunity to share its
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experience, to bene½t from the exper-
tise of others, and to improve its own
export control practices, safeguards, 
and physical protection measures. 
For example, areva joined the iaea’s
Committee 2020, established in 2008 
by iaea Director General Mohamed
ElBaradei with the purpose of reflect-
ing upon the nature and scope of the
Agency’s program up to 2020 and be-
yond and addressing the many chal-
lenges and opportunities the Agency 
will face in the coming years. That com-
mittee’s report set out concrete recom-
mendations, calling for a reinvigorated
global nuclear order that reduces risks
while allowing rapidly growing contri-
butions from nuclear technologies to
human well-being. areva is also work-
ing with the International Commission
on Nuclear Nonproliferation and Disar-
mament, chaired by Garreth Evans and
Yuriko Kawaguchi. The commission
aims to revive the global debate on the
need to prevent the further spread of
nuclear weapons, as well as the need 
for nuclear disarmament; the commis-
sion also hopes to strengthen the npt

by seeking to shape a global consensus
in the lead-up to the 2010 npt Review
Conference and beyond. A key issue 
that the commission will examine is
how to ensure that expanded use of 
civil nuclear energy–most welcome 
in view of climate change and energy
security concerns–does not result in 
an associated increase in proliferation
risks.

areva does not participate in such
endeavors to enhance its public image 
or to win a seal of good behavior for 
the nuclear industry. Rather, areva be-
lieves that being a responsible member
of the international community means
that the nuclear industry should partner
with others, to learn from them and to
share with them areva’s considerable

experience in safeguards, physical pro-
tection, and other technical aspects of
nonproliferation. 

In considering the global nuclear ren-
aissance, we need to pay special heed 
to the interests that developing coun-
tries have expressed in acquiring civil
nuclear programs. Some observers have
expressed concern that the expansion 
of civil nuclear power to such countries
will only increase the risk of nuclear
weapons proliferation. However, we
should view these countries’ interest 
in nuclear energy as good news, for 
at least three reasons.

First, we need to do everything we can
to put an end to today’s global energy
imbalance. Two billion people currently
live without access to electricity, and not
having electricity shortens life expectan-
cy to 35 or 40 years. We know that many
countries without suf½cient energy now
will face serious power shortages in the
future as their populations continue to
grow. We should not–cannot–allow
this situation to continue.

Second, the effects of climate change
will not be limited to industrialized
countries. Developing countries will 
be hit particularly hard by global warm-
ing. Many of them are now turning to
nuclear power as a source of energy 
that is carbon free. Far from trying to
dissuade this, we should applaud and
support their efforts.

Third, objecting to nuclear energy 
in the developing world on nonprolif-
eration grounds is politically, legally, 
and ethically unacceptable. Article IV
of the npt

1 is part of the basic bargain
of the international nonproliferation
regime. As President Obama stated in
his speech in Prague:

The basic bargain is sound: Countries
with nuclear weapons will move towards
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disarmament, countries without nuclear
weapons will not acquire them, and all
countries can access peaceful nuclear en-
ergy. To strengthen the treaty, we should
embrace several principles. We need more
resources and authority to strengthen
international inspections. We need real
and immediate consequences for coun-
tries caught breaking the rules or trying 
to leave the treaty without cause.

And we should build a new framework 
for civil nuclear cooperation, including 
an international fuel bank, so that coun-
tries can access peaceful power without
increasing the risks of proliferation. That
must be the right of every nation that re-
nounces nuclear weapons, especially de-
veloping countries embarking on peace-
ful programs. And no approach will suc-
ceed if it’s based on the denial of rights 
to nations that play by the rules. We must
harness the power of nuclear energy on
behalf of our efforts to combat climate
change, and to advance peace opportuni-
ty for all people.

Opposing the expansion of civil nu-
clear power to developing countries by
claiming that it will lead to the spread of
nuclear weapons is to deny these states’
right to peaceful nuclear energy. Any ef-
fort to deny the bene½ts of civil nuclear
power programs to developing countries
risks overturning the fundamental bal-
ance of the npt and jeopardizes the very
foundation of the nonproliferation sys-
tem. Nuclear energy is not just a privi-
lege for rich countries.

This does not mean that it makes sense
for all developing countries to choose the
nuclear power option. Nuclear energy
will not be appropriate for some coun-
tries in the world because they lack the
required political stability and secure en-
vironment, the industrial infrastructure,
and the human and ½nancial resources
to purchase, operate, and maintain nu-

clear power plants in the long run. How-
ever, for those countries for which nucle-
ar power provides a sensible economic
and technical means of meeting energy
needs, areva believes that the rules for
selling nuclear reactors and fuel should
be fair, nondiscriminatory, and univer-
sal. Once a country commits to com-
ply with international nonproliferation
norms and obligations, we must apply
the same rules, whether that country 
is America or Finland, China or South
Africa. India has represented an impor-
tant development in this respect. The
reopening of nuclear trade relations 
with India over the last years has been
based on the necessary peaceful-use
guarantees and international inspec-
tions in the country.

The past several years have seen a num-
ber of proposals to minimize the risks
associated with the spread of sensitive
nuclear technologies. The Nuclear Sup-
pliers Group is working to develop new
criteria for the transfer of enrichment
and reprocessing technology. France,
Germany, The Netherlands, Russia, 
the United Kingdom, and the United
States, at the June 2006 meeting of the
iaea Board of Governors, offered im-
proved fuel assurances in order to dis-
courage countries from developing en-
richment and reprocessing facilities 
of their own. The proposal from that
meeting, “Concept for a Multilateral
Mechanism for Reliable Access to Nu-
clear Fuel,” outlines a reliable supply
mechanism, backed up by reserves of
enriched uranium, that would support
expansion of nuclear energy while at 
the same time obviating the need for
investments in additional enrichment
and reprocessing facilities.2 The Unit-
ed States announced in September 
2005 that it would commit 17.4 tons of
highly enriched uranium to be blended



down to low enriched uranium “to sup-
port assurance of reliable fuel supplies
for states that forgo enrichment and re-
processing.”3

In addition, the Nuclear Threat Ini-
tiative (nti), an American nongovern-
mental organization, pledged $50 mil-
lion for the establishment of an inter-
national fuel bank under the auspices 
of the iaea, provided that one or more
member states contribute either an ad-
ditional $100 million in funding or an
equivalent value of low enriched urani-
um to jump-start the reserve. The Unit-
ed States, the European Union, Norway,
the United Arab Emirates, and Kuwait
have pledged the necessary funds to es-
tablish this bank; the iaea now needs 
to de½ne the proper mechanism to im-
plement such a bank.

In June 2007, Russia offered to set
aside 120 tons of low enriched urani-
um, to be released upon request by the
iaea for use by member states of the
Agency.4 These initiatives show that 
the international community is pre-
pared to take concrete and meaningful
steps to provide nuclear fuel assurances
to countries that suffer disruptions of
supply unrelated to their ful½lment of
nonproliferation obligations. 

The nuclear industry itself can play 
an important role in making the acqui-
sition of national enrichment and recy-
cling facilities unnecessary and uneco-
nomic. A well-functioning fuel cycle
market, with suppliers like areva pro-
viding enrichment and used-fuel recy-
cling services at competitive prices,
makes it unnecessary for newcomers 
to nuclear energy to acquire sensitive
nuclear technologies. It is worth point-
ing out that developed countries such 
as Belgium and Switzerland have en-
joyed the bene½ts of nuclear energy for
40 years without perceiving any need 
to acquire sensitive capabilities, despite

their having the technical and ½nancial
means to do so. They have purchased
nuclear fuel as part of long-term con-
tracts with enrichment suppliers, cov-
ered by export licenses. To make sure 
its products and services remain reli-
able in the long term, the nuclear in-
dustry has already committed to ma-
jor investments in new capacity.

However, we cannot restrict our at-
tention to assurances of supply of nu-
clear fuel. We also have to decide how 
to manage the used nuclear fuel once 
it has been discharged from reactors.
There has been a long-standing debate
about the merits of recycling and the
management of the back end of the fuel
cycle. On one side of the debate is the
once-through approach historically en-
dorsed by the United States, which in-
volves disposing of used nuclear fuel 
as a waste. On the other side is the re-
cycling approach adopted by France,
Japan, Belgium, Germany, the United
Kingdom, The Netherlands, and under
consideration by China and India; this
approach entails recycling used fuel 
and recovering both plutonium and 
uranium to produce recycled fuel for
peaceful use in nuclear reactors.

Concerns about the proliferation risks
associated with recycling have been at
the heart of U.S. policy, which was orig-
inally established on an interim basis 
by President Ford and was extended 
by President Carter. The Bush adminis-
tration showed a new willingness to re-
consider America’s once-through used-
fuel management strategy and to exam-
ine the merits of developing advanced
reprocessing and recycling technolo-
gies. We do not yet know what policy 
the Obama administration will adopt 
on recycling, but Secretary of Energy
Steven Chu has expressed interest in
continued research and development 
in the area of recycling technologies.
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areva believes that the closed fuel
cycle approach is an industrial solution
available today, and that under the appro-
priate nonproliferation controls and con-
ditions, it offers a sensible path in the fu-
ture for some countries. In such cases,
areva’s experience shows that treat-
ment and recycling can provide a very
good fuel-cycle option at a competitive
cost, and is an economically, environ-
mentally, and socially responsible ap-
proach to the management of used nu-
clear fuel. areva has treated more than
20,000 tons of used nuclear fuel from
seven countries on a commercial basis.
areva takes the used fuel produced 
by our customers back to La Hague 
and treats it there to recycle 96 percent
of its contents. The recycled materials
are then manufactured into mixed-
oxide fuel (mox) in our melox facility.
Waste from recycling (which is exempt
from iaea safeguards) is returned to 
the country that enjoyed the bene½t 
of the energy delivered. Recycled urani-
um can be reenriched and sent back on
the global market. Plutonium, the most
sensitive material, shall be recycled in
selected countries, dependent on tech-
nical, economic, security, and nonpro-
liferation considerations and subject to
international arrangements. With such 
a model, most countries could enjoy 
the full bene½ts of nuclear energy with-
out having either to master or develop
locally any sensitive technologies, sig-
ni½cantly contributing to stabilizing 
the world’s geopolitics. 

areva believes that treating used nu-
clear fuel and fabricating mox fuel for
countries under effective international
safeguards and physical protection mea-
sures do not present a proliferation risk
and will not contribute to the weakening
of the nonproliferation regime. On the
contrary, areva is contributing both to
reducing proliferation risks and to pro-

tecting the environment by removing
used fuel, recycling reusable material,
and reducing the volume and radiotox-
icity of waste. In this respect, areva is
prepared to consider treating used fuel
from countries that would not necessar-
ily be interested in or be in a technical 
or political position to recover the recy-
cled fuels themselves. Some utilities 
that already recycle their own fuels, as
well as utilities located in the G8 coun-
tries, for instance, could be encouraged
to facilitate such operations. 

In addition to its industrial reprocess-
ing and recycling programs, areva is
contributing to nuclear arms control 
and disarmament by helping to elimi-
nate excess weapons-grade plutonium
from the United States in connection
with the U.S.-Russian Plutonium Man-
agement and Disposition Agreement of
2000. Securing and reducing global in-
ventories of nuclear weapons and ma-
terials must be an integral part of any
effort to prevent them from falling 
into the hands of terrorists. The Unit-
ed States and Russia have already de-
clared a signi½cant fraction of their 
plutonium as in excess of their defense
needs. Much larger amounts could be
removed as they reduce their arsenals 
to somewhere in the range of 1,700 to
2,200 operationally deployed strategic
nuclear warheads by 2012, as agreed
under the Strategic Offensive Reduc-
tions Treaty (sort). And U.S. Presi-
dent Obama and Russian President
Medvedev have agreed to pursue new
and veri½able reductions in strategic
offensive arsenals. Such reductions
could result in additional quantities 
of excess plutonium from dismantled
weapons. 

areva is building a mox fuel fabri-
cation facility in Savannah River, South
Carolina, based on its melox facility.
This new U.S. facility will enable the
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United States to convert 34 metric tons
of surplus weapons-grade plutonium
into mox fuel and to produce electricity
for peaceful use in nuclear plants. Presi-
dent Obama has urged the nuclear-weap-
ons states to reduce their nuclear weap-
ons arsenals. areva, already part of sev-
eral U.S.-led initiatives aimed at reduc-
ing the risks of unused highly enriched
uranium, is ready to deepen its partner-
ship with the U.S. government to sup-
port this goal. It is important to stress
that using mox fuel for peaceful pur-
poses in nuclear reactors is the only
solution available in the short term to
reduce the surplus of weapons-usable
plutonium and civil plutonium.

We have entered a world where the
nuclear industry cannot be part of the
problem; it must be an active part of 
the solution. It must help create a world

where countries must replace the alleged
prestige and status of possessing nuclear
weapons or sensitive nuclear technolo-
gies with new emphasis on the ef½ciency
and pragmatism of producing electricity
for peaceful purposes. 

The ongoing nuclear renaissance pre-
sents a tremendous opportunity to meet
the energy, economic, and environmen-
tal needs of both developed and devel-
oping countries for the lifetime of our
children and beyond. However, govern-
ments, industry, and the nonprolifera-
tion community must cooperate close-
ly to ensure that the growth of nuclear
power does not increase the risk of nu-
clear weapons. We must make use of 
this nuclear renaissance as a unique op-
portunity to enhance the culture of non-
proliferation among all stakeholders in
the renaissance.
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ENDNOTES

1 Paragraph 1 of Article IV of the npt provides that “Nothing in this Treaty shall be inter-
preted as affecting the inalienable right of all the Parties to the Treaty to develop research,
production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without discrimination and 
in conformity with articles I and II of this Treaty.” Paragraph 2 of Article IV provides that
“All the Parties to the Treaty undertake to facilitate, and have the right to participate in,
the fullest possible exchange of equipment, materials and scienti½c and technological in-
formation for the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. Parties to the Treaty in a position to do
so shall also cooperate in contributing alone or together with other States or international
organizations to the further development of the applications of nuclear energy for peace-
ful purposes, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty,
with due consideration for the needs of the developing areas of the world.” 

2 Cf. iaea document gov/inf/2006/10, June 2006.
3 See iaea document infcirc/659, September 2005.
4 Cf. iaea document infcirc/708, June 2007.
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