
Nuclear-weapon States

Participants discussed the desired content of NWS reporting. Although it is too early to seek any kind
of standardized format of NWS reporting, States parties could make suggestions as to desirable
content, perhaps outlining mntermediate categories of information that would be useful. Such categories
might be the "middle four" outlined above, with the "nuclear holdings and doctrine" category including
comprehensive information on the following topics:

- The transfer or acquisition of nuclear materials;
- Holdings of fissile materials;
- Nuclear facilities of aIl kinds;
- Holdings and production of nuclear weapons (including the numbers, types, and yields of

warheads, as well as numbers and types of delivery vehicles);
- The operational status of ail weapons held; and
- Nuclear weapons doctrines and policies.'

It was noted that the BelgianlDutcb/Norwegian working paper at the 2003 PrepCom had made similar
suggestions with respect to NWS reporting:

In addition to the transparency measures ahuady agreed to in the 2000 Final Document~ we urge the
nuclear-weapon States to commit themnselves to provide periodically the aggregatcd number of warheads,
delivery systems and stocks of fissile materials for explosive purposes ini their possession. lhe nuclear-
weapon States should provide this information in the form of regular reports under step 12 (Article VI,
peragraph 15) of the 2000 Final Document."

Both of thcse suggested approaches include information on deivery vehicles. Review Conferences have
flot focused on delivery vehicle developments, but most of the information papers submitted by the
NWS have noted such developments, and the preamble of the Treaty makes it clear that the Treaty's
purpos includes «dlimination from national menais ofanuclear weapons and the means of their
delive>ý' [eniphasis added]. It might be desirable, therefore, to include delivery vehicles as a separate


