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Considerations on impact factors and institutional 

arrangements. 

Contribution by the Swedish delegation 
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Environmental impacts from reprocessing and plutonium 

management may reach beyond national boundaries. It is 

important that international safety standards are 

established for such impacts. Working qroup 4 might 

identify such areas within its scope of the INFCE 

study where such international set of rules are called 

for. 

Antiproliferation measures however important should 

not be permitted to override occupational and environmental 

safety requirements. 

Safeguards 

Reprocessing and plutonium recycle are widely regarded 

as the steps in the nuclear fuel cycle which are most 

sensitive to diversion of weapons-useable materials. 

Safeguards alone may not make these steps invulnerable 

to such diversion. Improvements in safeguards and 

measures to make the plutonium less susceptible to 

theft are nevertheless cardinal in order to bring 

these steps in the fuel cycle to a level of proliferation 

resistance equal to that of other steps. We consider 

that the Japanese proposals in cc/WG4/81 and the French 

Postsdrew: Gatuadrais: Talefon: 

Box 6864 Brahagatan 47 08-67 96 40 
102 48 STOCKHOLM Stockholm 



2 

proposals in cc/WG4/79 are such important and valuable 

contributions to this objective as to merit a thorough 

assessment by the working group. For that reason we 

have undertaken such a preliminary assessment, but we 

are aware that our experience in these highly complex 

areas of nuclear technology is limited. We therefore 

consider that a broader assessment should be made of 

these important proposals than may be achieved through 

separate evaluations by the participating countries. 

This could be made by a group assisting the secretariat 

in the writing of the safeguards parts of the final 

report of WG4. 

We support the development of new institutional 

arrangements for services in the nuclear fuel cycle 

aimed at decreasing the risks for proliferation of 

nuclear weapons. Of vital importance for the success 

of initiatives in that direction is that they provide 

for participation of customers and suppliers at equal 

levels of rights and obligations. They must also aim 

at securing on a dependable and long term basis the 

perceived needs of associated countries as long as they 

adhere to international requirements on safeguards and 

environmental protection. 

We support in particular the proposals to put storage 

and release of separated plutonium under the administration 

of IAEA. These proposals should be reflected in the 

final report with indications on ways to establish 

this extension of the responsibilities of IAEA. 

Full benefits from an international arrangement for 

services within the nuclear fuel cycle cannot be 

achieved unless there is a reasonable balance between 

needs and available resources. Such an arrangement 

should thus include means to assess the needs for 
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particular services. WG4 has collated information on 

national plans for reprocessing and recycle. Such 

plans are obviously depending among other things on costs 

of procurement of uranium, plutonium and reprocessing 

services. An international arrangement for services 

and materials should thus be broad in scope in order 

to include interdependencies in the nuclear fuel cycle. 


