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Over the last decade or so, a number of significant improvements have been made to the international
nuclear liability regimes. The first major advancement was the adoption, in September 1997, of the
Protocol to amend the 1963 Vienna Convention on Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage (VC Protocol) and of
a new Convention on Supplementary Compensation for Nuclear Damage (CSC). This was fol lowed, in
February 2004, by the adoption of Protocols to amend both the 1960 Paris Convention on Third Party
Liability in the Field of Nuclear Energy (PC Protocol) and the 1963 Brussels Convention Supplementary to
the Paris Convention (BSC Protocol).

The principle goal of these new instruments is to provide more compensation to more victims in respect of
more types of nuclear damage suffered than ever before. A second objective, at least for the VC and PC
Protocols, is to maintain compatibility between the Paris and Vienna Conventions, thereby ensuring the
smooth functioning of the 1988 Joint Protocol Relating to the Application of the Vienna Convention (VC)
and the Paris Convention (PC). In addition, both Vienna and Paris Convention States wish to ensure that
the newly revised Conventions will not prevent them from joining the global liability and compensation
regime established by the CSC, should they so wish.

However, one wonders to what extent these new instruments will attract a sufficient number of adherents
to make them truly effective. While the VC Protocol is already in force, it has drawn surprisingly little
support from the 1963 Vienna Convention States and even less from those countries with important
nuclear generating capacity but which have not yet joined any of the international nuclear liability and
compensation instruments. For its part, and notwithstanding its adoption almost 10 years ago, the CSC
has not yet entered into force and only the future will tell whether it ever will, particularly given its strict
requirements in this regard.

As for the PC and BSC Protocols, it was initially hoped that they would be ratified and come into force
towards the end of 2006. Those hopes have obviously not been realised but the 16 Signatories to those
Protocols are clearly progressing towards ratification and implementation of those instruments into their
national legislation. Complying with the financial security requirements under the PC Protocol has proved
to be a particularly thorny problem, and governments, operators and the insurance industry are attempting
to address this problem in various ways. The OECD/NEA is trying to help its member countries find a
reasonable solution(s) to this issue but the political and financial aspects are not always easily reconciled.
It is equally possible that this same problem is inhibiting states from joining the VC Protocol or the CSC,
both of which contain similar financial security requirements to those found in the PC Protocol.
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The need for international co-operation to attract a larger number of adherents to these various
instruments, to facilitate their ratification and to assist in the adoption of appropriate implementing
legislation therefore remains a high priority amongst the international nuclear community.
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