Statement by Lord John D.A. Waverley

The momentous events of only 20 short years ago, the creation of 5 newly independent states within Central Asia, with all the challenges of Statehood....and the courageous early actions by President Nazerbaev to rid Kazakhstan of its nuclear arsenal, which contributed greatly to peace and global stability, all contribute to this anniversary year being one that that will be reflected on by future historians.
The enormity and complexity of the political and technical challenges of nuclear non-proliferation ranks alongside, for example, the challenges on global climate change. We have no option, however, but to respond to these challenges in order to leave the world in better shape for future generations. Countries, however, will only renounce their nuclear weapons capability when they see it in their political and security interests to do so, and for non-proliferation to be successful, security and protection must be left in its wake.

Kazakhstan's contribution to non-proliferation will be recognised as an essential building block in a world that should, and I have no doubt will, be embracing a continuing and expanded nuclear energy generation programme for peaceful purposes. Although significant progress has been made in recent years, however, much more needs to be done. What is required today is greater precision in definition of the objectives that should be pursued, and greater national and international political will in pursuing them.

An upcoming conference will attempt to address key questions. How are we to re-invigorate the global commitment to non-proliferation? Can or should we update existing agencies, treaties and protocols or is a total redesign required? How coercive can inspection and enforcement regimes be and who will decide about non-compliance? As the UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon said last May in his opening address to the Review Conference, 65 years after Hiroshima, ‘the world still lives under the nuclear shadow.’ 

But it is building- block solutions that are required, so with nuclear energy here to stay and set to play a pivotal role in future civil power generation, I wish to support a growing call for a nuclear fuel bank for those countries who state their voluntary willingness to renounce their intention, or right to develop, indigenous enrichment capabilities. This in return for guaranteed supplies. I believe also that a strong case can be made that in combining Kazakhstan's leadership role and experience in this field and building on the 2010 OSCE Vienna communiqué, Kazakhstan makes for a viable candidate.

Kazakhstan, possibly in association with the IAEA, could propose a nuclear power fuel supply treaty or agreement, underpinned by technical safeguard arrangements and policed by international inspectors. Under this treaty, party states which do not currently have nuclear fuel enrichment capability would commit themselves never to develop such capability in exchange for an assured guarantee that their domestic nuclear fuel needs would be fully satisfied, and in addition for those guaranteed supplies, security of those supplies. I believe such an initiative should become a centrepiece of international non-proliferation deliberations. 

The international community would have a key role in ensuring political, technical and other support. The United kingdom, for example, could wish to play a role in managing proliferation risks through the management of those nuclear fuel supplies. After all, the fewer the countries with such production facilities the less the wider proliferation risk. Added- value could also be a component by the generation of additional power generation through stocks held, so a win-win to the benefit of all.

Your excellencies, ladies and gentlemen, Kazakhstan has shown itself to be a world class and team player. I have no doubt that it would rise to a further global challenge if something along these lines were adopted.
