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Summary

President Bush remarked in 2005 that "[Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty] NPT Parties must take strong action to confront the threat of noncompliance with the NPT...We cannot allow rogue states that violate their commitments...to undermine the NPT's fundamental role in strengthening international security." North Korea and Iran pose two clear compliance challenges to the treaty. However, some NPT parties are adamant that the United States and other nuclear weapon states are not complying with their own obligations to pursue nuclear disarmament. This report, which will be updated as needed, discusses different views and issues of NPT compliance.
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Summary

President Bush
Pasties must take stzong action o confront the threat of noncompliance with the
NPT..We cannot allow rogue states that violste ther comitments...o undermine the
NPT's fundamental role in strengthening international securit.” North Korea and ran
pose o clar compliance challenges to the reaty. However, some NPT paries are
‘adamant that the United States and other nuclear weapon sttes e not complying with
e own oblizations o pursue nuelear isasmamen. This report, which will be updated
s needed, discusses different views and issues of NPT complisnce.

“The May 2005 Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT) Review Conference faled 0
produce any substantive sgrecmens, evealing fissures in the nonprolifeation regime ot
time when the United States rquires considersble support forits “Gilored” approaches
1o countres and problems of proliferation concern. In part, th flure o make progress
on the most pressing NPT problemms — North Korea, Iran, and noclear isarmament —
s ooted in long-standing diffeences in how NPT complianc is viewed." As they have
in the past, nuclear weapon staes argued tha the international regime needed o
ssengthen it ability 1o address the non-compliance of on-nuclear weapon states such as
Tran and North Korea, while non-nuclear weapon states argued that nuclear weapon sties
nceded to beter comply with their obligations (o eventually disarm. and to share the
peaceful use of the aton

Background

‘The NPT, which entered into force in 1970, has often been described as a grand
bargain. Under th traty, non-nuclear weapon stles agree (0 give up pursui of nuclear
Weapons. but not their pursuit of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The main
oblizations of the non-nuclear weapon states are o foreswear nucla weapons (Aticle
I, submit 0 IAEA safeguards inspections (Artcle IT), and not supply certain nucleas-

e CRS Report RLI28S7, The Nuclear Nonproliferaion Treans Review Conference: Isses
for Conres,and CRS Reort RS21592. Iran's Nuclear Prograns Recent Developmens
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