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1. The Secretariat has received a Note Verbale dated 18 September 2022 from the Permanent 
Mission of the People’s Republic of China to the Agency. 

2. As requested, the Note Verbale, together with its attachment, is herewith circulated for the 
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The PeIⅡIanent bΙ ission ofthe People’ s RepubⅡ c ofChina to the lJn⒒ ed Nations and

other International organizations in Vienna presents its cOmpⅡments to the secretariat

of伍c htcmatio血al Atomic Ener莒 y AgCncy,and has the honour to requestthe

circulation ofthe cncloscd Chincsc version ofChina’ s Working Papcr on the Nuclear

submarine Cooperation under AUKUs,as we11as⒒ s corrected EngⅡ sh ver“on,

which were sub∏⒒tted to the Board ofGovemors rneeting held frona12to16

septembe△ under the agenda item“ Transfer ofthe nuclear materials in the context of

AUKUS and⒒ s safeguards in all aspects under thc NPT” .

The Chinese Pcnmancnt1汀 ission shaⅡ be rnost gratcful ifuⅡ s verbal Note,together
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Agency in a thnely manncr.
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中国关于美英澳核潜艇合作的工作文件

(⒛22年 9月 12日 ,维也纳 )

⒛21年 9月 ,美国、英国、澳大利亚 (下称
“三国

”)宣布

建立三边安全伙伴关系 ~(AUKUS)并开展核潜艇合作。对此 ,

国际原子能机构 (下称
“
机构

”)理事会自⒛21年 11月 开启政

府间讨论进程以来,已连续三次以协商一致方式设置单独正式

议题并展开讨论。经过三次政府间讨论,国 际社会和机构广大

成员国更为透彻深入地认识到三国核潜艇合作的严重负面影

响、特别是其防扩散风险和隐患,进一步看清了三国核潜艇合

作的核扩散本质。

但与此同时,三 国向 《不扩散核武器条约》 (NPT)第 十

次审议大会 (下称
“
十审会

”)提交
“
在 AUKUS伙伴关系下开展

合作
”工作文件 (lWPT/CONF。⒛⒛ /WP。66),9月 9日 又再

次向机构成员国散发非文件。上述两份文件通篇颠倒黑白、混

淆是非,企图借所谓
“
海军动力堆

”
问题掩盖三国核潜艇合作的

核扩散本质,将危险的、非法的核扩散行为,伪装成无害的、

合法的行为,误导国际社会。9月 9日 ,机构总干事也就三国

核潜艇合作问题向九月理事会首次提交了相关报告。此前,广

大成员国已对十审会工作文件 NPT/CONF。⒛20/WP。 67中 对



三国合作所表达的关切表示支持。中方也愿就三国相关谬论、

消极动向以及总干事报告的不当之处阐明以下严正立场 :

一、美英澳三国严重违反 NPT、 违反机构全面保障监督协

定 (CSA)和 附加议定书,始终回避三国核扩散行径的问题本

质。

(=)三国用所谓
“
海军动力堆

”
为借口极力回避三国合作

涉及核武器材料从核武器国家转移到无核武器国家这一“
原罪

”。

与巴西等国家 自主研发核潜艇存在本质区别,三 国核潜艇合作

所涉
“
海军动力堆

”
问题本质上是核扩散行为,直接违反 NPT第

一、二条,同 时强行适用 CsA的规定也违背机构 《规约》第

二条关于
“
不用于推进任何军事目的

”
的目标,因 此自然不能适

用 CSA第 14条“
例外条款

”。更何况,任何 CSA都不能凌驾和

抵触作为母法的 NPT。

(二 )混淆一国主权范围内的军事活动与核扩散行径。三

国核潜艇合作不是一个简单的主权国家 自主研发军用舰艇所

涉核材料问题,而是历史上首次由核武器国家公然、直接向无

核武器国家非法转让成吨成吨的核武器材料,是赤裸裸的核扩

散行为。两者不能混淆。

(三 )以所谓
“
核材料封存在反应堆中,无法直接用于核

武器
”
误导舆论。事实上,无论相关核材料如何处置,都 回避

不了三国合作涉及核武器材料转让的核扩散本质,更无法降低

相关武器级核材料面临的核安全、核安保和核扩散风险。

(四 )三国、尤其是澳大利亚,违反机构全面保障监督协
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定和相关议定书规定的申报法律义务。根据 CsA补充安排经

修订的准则 3.1,澳大利亚作为 lCPT规定的无核武器国家,必

须及时、全面申报其有关确定开展核潜艇合作、设施动工、修

改合作方案、接受核材料等各阶段情况;根据澳与机构签署的

附加议定书 (AP)第 2a(i)、 第 18条 ,澳必须及时申报澳核潜

艇基地、岸上保障设施等相关信息。而澳在正式宣布三国核潜

艇合作决定近一年来,迄未按照 CSA和 AP要求作出任何实质

性报告。这已违反其保障监督法律义务,应 立即予以补救。

(五 )公然声称
“
将与机构秘书处确定相关保障监督方案

”。

三国核潜艇合作是历史上首次核武器国家公然向无核武器国

家转让核武器材料,因 此,这不是三国和机构秘书处能够排除

其他机构成员国来双边解决的问题。机构是政府间国际组织 ,

机构 《规约》第七条规定总干事
“
应接受理事会领导,受理事

会管辖
”,机构全体成员国必须拥有最终话语权 !

(六 )损害机构防扩散职能和权威,绑架秘书处从事 《规

约》禁止的活动。三国目前相关行径的实质,就是赤裸裸的政

治操弄,企 图胁迫秘书处提出豁免三国核潜艇合作的保障监督

方案,然后凭借自己在理事会的票数优势,强行推动理事会通

过,从而使其非法扩散行径合法化。这将使秘书处陷入三国的

核扩散行为和推进军事目的的活动。如上述企图得逞,将使机

构实质性违反 《规约》的目标,从而沦为
“
核扩散机构

”。

此外,三 国始终以
“
未确定合作方案

”
为由,拒不向机构报

告核潜艇合作实质进展,使总干事和秘书处无法就三国向此次



理事会作出实质性报告,也无法有效履行 《规约》12条规定的

报告义务。这一行径明显意在妨碍理事会行使其合法职权。

以上就是三国核潜艇合作及其相关谬论的
“七宗罪

”。总之 ,

如果任由三国
“
假装

”
向机构申报三国核潜艇合作情况,绑架秘

书处使之沦为
“
洗白

”三国核扩散行径、豁免三国核潜艇合作的

“
特洛伊木马

”,将严重损害包括机构秘书处和全体成员国在内

的国际社会共同利益。

二、机构总干事向九月理事会提交的关于 AUKUS的首份

报告

机构总干事在成员国多次呼吁下,首次就美英澳核潜艇合

作问题提交了书面报告,就程序而言,这是正确的一步。但同

时,相 关报告片面引用机构文件,缺乏正当的法律依据,同 时

逾越责权、越俎代庖作出误导性结论。这些已违反总干事根据

机构 《规约》承担的相关职责。

(-)总干事不能凌驾于成员国、特别是作为其决策机构

的理事会之上,开展未经成员国授权的活动。机构 《规约》的

第 7条 B款和 F款、大会议事规则的第 37条和 39条 、理事

会议事规则的第 8条和第 10条 ,对秘书处及总干事的职责做

了明确规定。鉴此,成 员国与总干事之间的关系是明确的、清

楚的。总干事不能以任何理由凌驾于作为主权国家的成员国、

特别是作为其决策机构的理事会之上。总干事应该、也只能按

照成员国的授权行事。

(二 )总干事不能介入核扩散和推进军事目的的活动。三



国核潜艇合作是核武器国家首次公然向无核武器国家扩散核

武器材料。机构是防扩散机构,不 能成为核扩散机构,总 干事

和秘书处不能参与核扩散行为或支持推进军事 目的的活动。如

在上述问题上为三国行径合法性背书,将直接违反 NPT和 机

构 《规约》第 2条、第 12条 。

(三 )总干事不能沦为三国政治工具,作出误导性结论。

总干事在缺乏正当法律依据、缺乏成员国授权的情况下,越俎

代庖,实质性卷入三国核潜艇合作,这超出了澳大利亚全面保

障监督协定与机构的已有授权和职责,也违反了机构 《规约》

的目标。甚至在三国尚未申报有关核材料和核活动时,总 干事

就急于作出三国核潜艇合作适用全面保障监督协定这一保障

监督安排的第 14条等一系列结论。这既不合规,也不合法 ,

十分荒唐,将严重误导成员国。

(四 )CSA第 14条 “
例外条款

”
不适用核扩散活动。首

先,谈 ∞A第 1荃 条,在法理上,就不能不谈 NPT这一根本性

母法。因为任何 CSA条款都从 NPT而来,故此 自然不能凌驾或

抵触 NPT的 母法地位。三国核潜艇合作涉及核武器材料非法扩

散行径,不仅超出现有 CSA范 畴,更直接抵触 NPT第 一、二条。

因此,三 国核潜艇合作不适用 CSA第 14条 。总干事报告割裂

C弘 与 NPT的从属关系,抛开 NPT援 引 CSA第 14条豁免三国

核扩散行径从程序上、实质上和法理上都是行不通的:否则 ,

三国核潜艇合作将使保障监督体系成为核扩散行径的
“
保护

伞
”

。



结论

中方认为,三 国核潜艇合作违反 NPT、 违反机构全面保障

监督协定和附加议定书,是赤裸裸的核扩散行径 ,负 面影响巨

大,必须立即停止。如果三国不停止上述合作,机构全体成员

国有责任、有义务通过政府间磋商进程以协商一致方式讨论解

决三国核潜艇合作问题,并据此向机构理事会和大会提交建议

报告,以 指导三国如何行事。在机构成员国就相关解决方案达

成共识前,三 国不得推进其核潜艇合作项目,机构秘书处也不

得在未经成员国授权的情况下擅 自与三国就上述核潜艇合作

谈判任何保障监督安排。

中方敦促三国立即停止相关核扩散行径;呼吁总干事继续

就三国核潜艇合作问题作出公正、客观的报告。同时,中 方也

呼吁机构全体成员国在本次理事会及大会上,继续在中方提出

的议题下参与讨论,包括讨论总干事报告。



China’ s Workinε PaDer on the

Nudear submarine CooDeraton under AUKUs

Vienna,12september2022

The International Ato∏ 1ic Energy Agency has launched,since Novembcr2021,

an inter-gover111110ntal discussion prOcess on the question‘ ‘
Transfer ofthe

nucle盯 materials in the cOntext ofAL「KUs and its safeguards in aⅡ  aspects

underthe NPT” under a three-tkne consensual standalone agenda iteΠ 1adopted

by its Board,in the、 vake ofthe pronounced decision,in september2021,by the

US,UK and Austraha on their nuclear submarine cooperation under AUKUS,

Through these intergovernmental discussions at the Board,the international

cOmmunity盯d the卜Ιember States ofthe Agency h孙/e developed an

increasingly thorough and profound understanding ofthe severely negative and

免r reaching imp⒒ cations ofthis trⅡ ateral nuclear submarine cooperation,in

particular the graⅤ e proⅡ feration risks it poses。 They have come to reaⅡ ze the

true nature ofthe trⅡ ateral cooperation as an instance of Πagrant nuclear

pro⒒ R,ration。

At the10thlKPT Review Conference,the Us,LrK and Australia submitted a

、、严orking paper entitled Cooperation under AL「 KUS Partnership

rNPT/colfF。 2020/WP。 66).They Circulated another similar non-paper,on9

September2022,to the Agency’ s`压ember states。 The two documents are an

obⅤ ious cOver-up cffort by the th·ee countries tO cOncea1the true nature oftheir

trⅡateral nuclear submarine cooperation,、 vhich is nothing but an act ofnuclear

proⅡ feration。 They haⅤe made such attempts to mislead the intemational

cOlnlllunity to distolting facts and by trying to rnake this dangerous and i11egal

nuclcar proⅡ ferative activity look innocuous and leg⒒ i1nate by refe1ting to it as
“
naVal nuclear pro° ulsion” .

On9tll scptember,the IDirector-(3eneral ofthc Agcncy also presented his flrst

report on thc issue oftrⅡ ateral nuclear submarine cooperation to the september

Board。



In the rneanthne,a、 vide range of1vΙ ember states have expressed their support

for the concems voiced in the10th NPT Revie、 v Conference working paper

rNPT/co卜cF。 202O/WP。 67)regardng cooperation among the three countr忆 s。

In this cOntext,China,for its part,wishes to solemnly articulate its formal

position on the sinister alad i11egal rnoⅤ es ofthe three countries and the fla、ved

and self-serving arguσ 1ents being advanced to justi壬 、
`thelm as wel1as theinappropriateness ofthe Director-(3enerars report。

Three0ountries’ serious violation of their resDective obⅡ εations under NPT,

the AustraⅡ a’ s Comprehensive safeεuards Aε reement and the AdditionaI

PrQtoc21±⊥ereto with the Aε encⅤ while conceaIinε  the true nature ofthe

throe countries’ acts ofsheer nuclear proⅡ feration as a result of AUKUs

Firstly,the three countries have done its ut■ most to disguise,under the

pretext of the‘‘naval nucIear prODuIsioⅡ ”
, the‘

‘
originaI sin” that their

trⅡateraI cooperation invoIves the transfer of nucIear weapon Inaterial

from t△△/o Nuclear-Weapon-statesto a NPT Non-Nuclear-Weapon-state。 In

stark contrast to the ind跑 enouS naval nucle泛 1】f propulsion programmes ofBrazil

and other cOuntries,the ALTICUS paltnership involves the i1legal transfer of

nuclear weapon rnaterials,rnaking it essentia11y an act ofnuclear pro⒒ feration

and in direct violation ofArticles I and II ofthe blPT。 At the salme tirne,the

imposition ofprovisions in the CSA breaches the o匀 ective set out in A⒒icle Ⅱ

ofthe IAEA Statute to the effectthat no Agency safeguards sha11be proⅤ ided
‘‘
in such a way as to further any Π1ihtary purpose” 。C;iven the above,Article14

ofthe CSA,as an‘‘
exceptional clause” ,does not apply the naval nuclear

pro°ulson und∝ AuKUS。 And mo1Γ (讠ov∝,no CsAs can not cOntrad∝ ,哎 ill less

override the NPT,which is parent lalv.

secondIy,the three countries have deⅡ berateIy confused legithnate【 mⅡitary

activities withiⅡ  a couⅡ tH/’ s sovereign印 ⅥFith acts Qf nuclear proⅡ feration,

Rather than a sirnple rnatter ofindigenous development by a sOvereigh state of

nuclear material used in rnⅡ ⒒ary Ⅴcssels,the trⅡateral submafinc cooperation

under AL「ICUS is the very丘 rst tiFne in histor允 thattwo Nucle钔卜Weapon-States,

blatantly directly and il1ega11y transfer tons and tons ofnuclcar weapon

materials to a NpT Non-Nucleε uf-Weapon-state,This act of outright nuclear

prohj(it:)ration cannot be siFnply cOnfused with a countγ ’
S legitirnate rnⅡ⒒ary

activities、vithin its sOvereign rights,These t、 vo cases sha11not be rnixed up.



ThirdIy,the three countries have1nisIed the international coⅡ
"munity by

clahning that“ nucIear【nateriaI Would be sealed in the reactors” and‘‘can
not be directly used in nuclear weapons” ,In fact,、vhat is at issue is the

proⅡ fcration nature ofthe nuclcar weapon rnaterial transfer as a result of

ALTICUs,instead ofho、 v the nuclear material is disposed of And the very

essence ofnuclear prohferation in the nuclear submarine Gooperadon under

ALTKUS sirnply can not be circumvented,let alone the attcndant risks ofnuclcar

safe″,nucle盯 security and nudear proliJ(iE冫 r(,11:ion as a∞ suh ofthe rclevant

weapons-grade nuclear materials involved under ALTKUs,

FourthIy,the three countries,especiaⅡy AustraⅡ a,have faiIed their

reporting obⅡgations required uⅡ der their CsA and relOvant protocols。

Underthe CsA rnodi丘 ed Codc3,l,Austraha,asa NPT1《 on-Nuclear-Weapon-

State,sha11subn1it tirnely and cOmprehensive rcports,at a11phascs,to the

Agency,its nuclear submarine cooperation,the cOnwnencement of cOnstruction

of】t1cⅡities,rnodiflcation ofthe cooperation progralfr11nes,and the receipt of

nucle盯 materials,And under tlle Artide2ari)and Article18ofits AP,Australh

shal1alsO subΠ 1it thnely reports to the Agency on in允 rmation on its nuclear

submarine bases and onshore security facⅡ ities,Ho、vever,despite ahnost one

ycar elapsed、、'ith the three countries’ pronouncement oftheir decision on

AUKUs,Aus1∶Ifalia has hithe1f1to免 iled to provide any sub哎 antive reports

rcquired underits CsA and AP。 such a breach of CSA and AP safegu盯 ds

obhgations sha11be remedied、 vithout delay。

Fifthly,the three countries’ clahn that they‘‘are engagiⅡ g the IAIlA

regularly with respect to the development of a suitabIe veriⅡ cation

arrangement” is totaⅡy untenabIe。  The trⅡatcral nuclear sub∏ 1εrine

cooperation is the very flrst tirnc in histor】

`thatthe two Nuclear-Weapon-states
b1·azenly trans戈r nucleε 1f wcapon materialsto a NPT Non-Nuclcar-Weapon-

State。 Nuclear、veapons rnatcrial transfer and thc concon1itallt proh亿 ration risks

go、ve1l beyond the existing safcguards and rnonitoring regirne,It is,therefore,

not an issue、 vhich can be settled bⅡ ateral1y betlveen the three cOuntries and the

Agency to the exclusion ofotherˇ Iember States ofthe Agen。 y.C;iven IAEA as

an ilater-gover11111ent organization,and pursuant with the Articlc VII ofIAEA

Statute,the Dkector-General“ shall be under the authori⒈ y ofand su凵 ect to the

cOntrol ofthe Board ofGovemors” ,thcˇΙember States ofthe Agency Fnust

have a flnal say in this rnatter!

Sixthly,the three countries have underⅡ lined the non-proliferatioⅡ

functions and integrity ofthe Agency by taking hostage ofthe Secretariat



to engage in activities prohibited by the statute。 In essence,the three

cOun“ies have been engaged in brazen po⒒ tical rnaneuvering,airned at cOercing

the Sccretariat into proposing a safeguards aⅡ angement that legitiFnizes and

gives lcgal cOver to their nuclear submarine cooperajon,and,on this basis,

force the I3oard to approve it by cynicaⅡ y relying on their voting advantagc.

This is ta11tamou11t to rnaking the Agency to endorse thcir il1egal proⅡ feration

practices。 This would also virtually embroⅡ  the Sccretariat in the nuclear

prohfera住 on acts ofthe three cOuntries and in activitics that further rnⅡ itaγ

purposes in violation ofthe Agency’ s very raisOn d’ etre as set out in the Statute.

Should such attempts prOvaⅡ ,the Agency、vould be reduced to a"nucle盯

proⅡferation agency。
ii

In addition,the three countries have consistentIy refused to report to,the

Agency on the substantive prc,gress of nuclear submarine cooperation oⅡ

the grounds that’ ’no cooperation prograΠ Ⅱne has been estabⅡ shed"。 This

has prevented the Director General and the Secretariat from mal【 ing substantive

reports,as required,on the tlree countries nuclear submarine cooperation under

AL「KUs to this Board1neeting and iom e∏℃ctively fLllflⅡ ing their repoIting

obhgations under Article XII ofthe statute。 This dclay is clearly airned at

prevelat tlle Bo盯 d iom exercising⒒ s due and lc匪 tim狨 e authori{l)厂 .

These arc the"scven cardinal sins’ ’
,as、vc see,ofthe trⅡ ateral nuclcar

subr11εrine cooperation under ALTKUS,its related壬 ollacies and elaborate

obf、lscation scheme。 In short,ifthe three countries are al1owed to’ ’prctend"to

declare their nuclear submarine cooperation to the Agency on their teHns,they

wm subsequent~talce hostage ofthe Seα etariat and tLlm it into a"Tr句 an

horse"to’
’
White、vash"their nuclear prohferation acts alad legitirnize the three

cOuntries’ nuclear submarine coopcration,to the detri1nent ofthe colllrnon

interests ofthc intemational coΠ 1rnunity,including the Agcncy’ s SecretEriat and

a11its lˇΙember States。

Th旦 三G:s Fi∠st ReD9rt on AUKUs Dresented to the September Board

The Director General ofthe Agency subn1itted a、、titten report for the flrst tiIne

on the issue ofthe nuclear subn1ε 1rine Gooperation under AUKUs in response to

repcated caⅡ s fromˇΙembcr States。 This is a stcp in the right direction in teHns

ofprocedure.However,at the salmc time,thc releⅤ ant repo⒒ selcc位 vely quotos

'zJ、

LgenCy’ s documents,lacks proper legal basis,and at the samc tilne overstepped

its responsibⅡ ity and competence to rnake rnisleading cOnclusions.These1nay



have already constituted violations ofthe Director C△ eneral’ s responsibⅡ ities,

pursuantto the IAEA Statute。

Firstly,the】 Director GeneraI cannot override the ⅣΙember states,especiaⅡ y

the Board as their poⅡ cy丬making-organs and undertake activities without

due1nandates froⅡ 1⒈Ιember states。 The duties ofthe secretariat and the

E)ircctor-(3eneral are clearly deflned in Article7Ι ;and F ofthe statute ofthe

Agency,Rules37and39ofthe RLlles of PrOcedure ofthe General Conference,

and Rules8and10ofthe Rtlles ofPrOcedure ofthe13oard of Governors。 In

view oftllis,tlle relF1ti()ns11ip bξ ,tween the NIember States and the Dkector-

General is abundantly exp⒒ c⒒ and unambiguous。 The Director-General canno1

br any reason,override or overrule the IˇIember States as sovereign states,

cspecia1ly thcir po⒒ cy-making-organs,He shall and can only actin accOrdancc

with the mandatc ofthe NIemb曲 statcs。

secondly,the E)irector General cannot be involved in nuclear proⅡferation

and the furtherance of Πlilitary purposes。 The tr⒒ ateral nucle盯 submarine

cooperation is for the flrst tirne in histor∶ /that t、vo Nuclear-Weapon-state have

opcnly proⅡ ferated nuclear、 veapons rnaterialto a lqPT Non~Nuclearˉ Weapon-
State,Asthe Agency is a non-proⅡ fcration agency instead of a nuclear

pro⒒feration agency,and the lDirector General and Secretariat cannot be

inⅤ olⅤed in acts of nuclear prohferation or suppo⒒ activities that further rnⅡ itary

pu1「
l;冫
oSes。 To endoⅡ e the legalit,/ofthe th· ee cOuntries’ actions under AUKUS

would be a dkect violation ofthe lx「 PT and Alticles II and Article XII ofthe

IAEA Statute.

ThirdIy,the Director General cannot be reduced to a poⅡ tical tool ofthe

three countries and be used to Ⅱmake1nisleading concIusions。 In the absence

of a le匪 timate leg缸 basis and mandate from Memb∝ statcs,the Dkector

General wi11,ifnot has already,overstep his authority alad GOmpetence by

having substantia11y engaged in the thrce cOuntJries’ nuclcar submarine

cooperation under ALTKUs,which goes beyond the existing rnandate and

∞mpetence ofAustralia’ s CSA with the Agency and in breach ofthe o凵 ective

ofthe IAI]A Statute。 He ventured to rnake a series of conclusions such as the

apphca位on ofArticle14ofthe(3SA,a safegu盯 d arrangemen1to the nuclear

sub∏1arine cooperation under ALTKUs,even before the th· ee GOuntrics’

dcclaration requircd oftheir nuclear rnaterials and nuclear acuvities in the flrst

place。 This is deⅤ oid of any legal basis,patcndy absur-and wiⅡ  scⅡously

Π1islead the lˇΙembcr States。



Fourthly,ArticIe14,as the· ’exception clause",ofthe CsA does not appIy

to nuclear proⅡ feration activities。 First of aⅡ,it is impossible to talk about

AΓ吐clc14ofthe CsA withouttalking aboutthe NPT,、 vhich is the fL1ndamental

parent lε1、

^`in ter1ns ofjurisprudence.Because any CSA provision is deⅡ ved
f1·om the lqPT,it naturaⅡ y cannot cOntradict,sti1l less override the NPT’ s status

as the parent la、 v。 The nuclear submarine cooperation under AUICtJS involves

the illegal proⅡ feration ofnucle盯 wcapons rnaterials,、 vhich is not only beyond

the scope ofthe existing CSA,but also direcuy c。 ntradicts the Articles I and II

ofthe lWPT,Therefore,Article14ofthe CSA does not apply to the nuclear

subma￡ine0ρoper触ion under ALrKus,The Director General’ s report ignores

the CSA’ s subordinate status vis-a-vis the NPT.It is procedura11y,substantiⅤ ely

andjurisprudentiaⅡ y untenable to invoke Article14ofthe CsA to peH吖 Ⅱt

nuclear prohR冫 ration by the three countries。 If a11owed to proceed,the AL「 KUS
cooperation wⅡ l turn the Agenoy’ s safeguards systcm into a’ 】safe haven"for

nuclear proⅡ R≥ration.

China rnaintains that the nuclear submarine cooperation under AL「 ICUs violates

the NPT,the CsA andthc AP。 It is a sheer act ofnuclear prohferation with

enomous negative impacts and the th· ce countries should thus stop this

cooperation without delay。 Ifthe three countries are bent in their o、 vn、vay by
pushing ahead their cooperau。 n,all lˇΙember States ofthe Agency have the

responsibⅡ ity and obhgation to teⅡ  them、vhatto do by、 vorking out,tlu· ough the

intergoverrll△△ental consultation prOcess,an agreed foHnula to address this issue,

and sub∏ 1it a report on recoⅡⅡnendations to the Agency’ s Board of Governor

and the General Conference accOrdingly。 Pending the cOnsensus among thc

λ/【embcr Statcs,the tlree countries should refrain f1。 o∏l pushing ahead their

nuclear submarine cooperation progran11ncs,、 vhⅡe the Agcncy’ s Secretariat,for

its pa1t,should not prOceed fu1。 ther in its engagement with the tlTcc cOuntries

on any safeguard aⅡ angement relating to the three countries’ nuclear submarine

cooperation under ALTKUS in the absence of due rnandate from bΙ ember States。

China urges the three countries to iⅡ 11nediately stop relevant acts ofnuclear

prohfcrauon,and ca1ls on the lDirector General to continue to rnake impa1tial

and o匀 ective∞ po⒒s on the issuc ofnuclear subm盯ine cooperation under

AUKUS。



Atthe same thne,China also ca11son a11ˇ Ιember states ofthe Agency to

cOntinue to participate in the discussions on the su凵 ect under the agenda item

proposed by China,as we11as the IXrector Generalis repo⒒ ,at this Board
meeting and the upcorning General Conference。
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