











responsibility of the states which negotiated and agreed
the treaty. Although there has been a comparatively
good record of payment of assessed financial
contributions, there has been linle flexibility by states
parties towards genuinely unforeseen costs.

RECOMMENDATIONS

States parties and signatories must invest more
political will and resources into bringing the
CTBT verification system to reality. This involves
at least the following steps:

1) greater flexibility by states parties and
signatories to resolving legal issues between
them and the PTS which are delaying the
establishment, upgrading, certification and
operation of the networks monitoring stations

2) greater willingness by states to accept the
costs of operating stations prior to the network
becoming fully operational (threats by states to
turn off their stations are short-sighted and
unacceptable)

3) greater willingness to fund the establishment
of the verification system at the higher levels
required prior to entry-into-force

4) more resources should be given to the
PrepCom to permit it to handle its heavy
workload

5) faster progress needs to be made in preparing
for implementation of the on-site inspection
provisions of the treaty; although such
provisions cannot be actually used until entry-
into-force, valuable experience could be
gained with trial inspections, adding to the
future deterrent credibility of such measures

6) the need for confidentiality needs to be
balanced with the transparency and
confidence-building benefits from as wide a
distribution as possible of IMS data and
analyses.

Ultimarely, of course the verification system will work
best when the treaty enters into force. Only then can it
be legally employed to inform decisions about
compliance and non-compliance of states parties. Only
then will all states parties be legally obliged to fully
participate and comply. Pressure on the ‘hold-out’
states, both non-signatories and non-ratifiers, should
therefore be increased. If entry-into-force is delayed for
too much longer, consideration will have to be given to
how the treaty might be applied provisionally or
brought into force by some alternative means.!?

18 For a summary of options available to states parties see
George Bunn, Rebecca Johnson and Daryl Kimball,
‘Accelerating the Entry Into Force of the Comprehensive
Test Ban Treaty: The Article XIV Special Conference’, 4

Otherwise the verification system for the global regime
against nuclear tests, established at great cost and

effort, will remain in limbo.
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