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Summary of the Chair 

 

1. The Technical Meeting to Create Awareness for the Need for Political Commitment to the 

Code of Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources (Code of Conduct) and 

its supplementary Guidance (Guidance), was held from 17 to 20 May, 2022, from IAEA 

Headquarters in Vienna, under the chairmanship of Ms Nathalie Semblat (Canada). 

2. The meeting was attended by 18 experts from 10 Member States of the Latin America and 

Caribbean regions: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Barbados, Canada, Dominica, Jamaica, 

Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Trinidad and Tobago, and the United States 

of America. 

The Scientific Secretaries for the meeting were Ms Olga Makarovska (Division of Radiation, 

Transport and Waste Safety) and Mr Timothy Hayes (Division of Nuclear Security). 

3. The objective of the meeting was to raise awareness with selected States from the Latin 

America and Caribbean region of the need for political commitment to the Code of Conduct 

and Guidance. 

 

4. The meeting was opened by Ms Heather Looney, Section Head-MAFA on behalf of the 

Director of the Division of Nuclear Security, Ms Elena Buglova. In her opening remarks, Ms 

Looney highlighted that this is the first in person Code of Conduct meeting to be conducted 

since the start of the COVID-19 pandemic. Ms Looney further highlighted that the Code of 

Conduct is now approaching its 20th anniversary and recognized the journey many States 

have taken in providing political commitment and implementing the provisions of the Code 

and its supplementary Guidance. Ms Looney noted the role the Code of Conduct and 

supplementary Guidance has in assisting States to enhance both the domestic and 

international framework for the safety and security of radioactive sources. The importance of 

the Code of Conduct, as recognized by past Nuclear Security Summits, G7 Meetings and 

UN Resolutions was also noted. Ms Looney stressed the importance of implementing the 

provisions of the Code of Conduct and supplementary Guidance and welcomed the 

participating States to request assistance from the IAEA in this regard. In closing, Ms 

Looney noted the extra-budgetary contributions of Canada and the United States of America. 

and acknowledged and thanked the governments of Canada and the United States of 

America for their continued support of IAEA’s facilitating role with respect to the Code of 

Conduct and their financial support related to the meeting. 

5. Opening of the meeting was continued by Mr Peter Johnston, Director of the Division of 

Radiation, Transport and Waste Safety, Department of Nuclear Safety and Security. In his 

opening remarks, Mr Johnston welcomed participants and spoke about the Code of Conduct 

and its supplementary Guidance highlighting the wide-spread acceptance and application of 

the Code of Conduct. Mr Johnston encouraged Member States that have not yet provided 

political commitment to the Code of Conduct and its supplementary Guidance to do so and 

noted that IAEA Director General Rafael Mariano Grossi has stressed that increasing the 



2  

level of political commitment to the Code of Conduct is one of the IAEA priorities. Mr 

Johnston reviewed some of the international and domestic benefits of the political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct and informed the participating Member States that 

political commitment provides a clear and strong signal to the international community of a 

States long-term commitment to the safety and security of radioactive sources. Mr Johnston 

further informed participants that the IAEA is ready to assist Member States in the Code of 

Conduct and supplementary Guidance implementation process and assured participants that 

conclusions of the meeting will inform IAEA activities. 

6. Presentations on topics relevant to the Code of Conduct and Guidance were made by 

representatives of the IAEA Secretariat and by invited participants in plenary sessions during 

the meeting. All presentations will be made available to participants on a secured shared 

webpage1. Therefore, their detailed contents are not replicated in this report and only a short 

summary is provided below. 

Evolution of the Code of Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources 

and its Supplementary Guidance 

7. The Secretariat (Ms Olga Makarovska, NSRW) provided an overview of the evolution of the 

Code of Conduct. Ms Makarovska reviewed the current level of political commitment to the 

Code of Conduct. She explained the legally non-binding nature of the Code of Conduct and 

stressed that the Code is not part of the IAEA Safety Standards and Nuclear Security 

Guidelines, while noting that the Code is harmonized and supplements the Joint Convention 

and the safety and security standards and guidelines. Ms Makarovska’s presentation covered 

Code of Conduct content, initiatives and information resources including the Code’s web 

platform https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-

sources/Pages/default.aspx 

8. The Secretariat (Mr Timothy Hayes, NSNS) reviewed the evolution of Guidance on the 

Import and Export of Radioactive Sources and the Guidance on the Management of Disused 

Radioactive Sources. In explaining the evolution of the Guidance documents, Mr Hayes 

reviewed the overall identified need for additional guidance on import and export and 

management of disused radioactive sources and the role of the Secretariat to address the 

identified need. Mr Hayes’ presentation then highlighted the overall role of Members States 

in drafting the Guidance documents, the process and importance of reaching consensus of 

the draft text and the approval of the text by the IAEA Board of Governors and subsequent 

endorsement of the approved text by the IAEA General Conference. Mr Hayes stressed to 

the participating Member States that the Guidance documents support the Code of Conduct, 

are legally non-binding and encouraged States to provide their political commitment. 

Legally Non-binding Nature of the Code of Conduct and Process to Provide Political 

Commitment 

9. The Secretariat (Ms J Silye, IAEA Office of Legal Affairs) provided a presentation on the 

legal aspects and global importance of the political commitment to the Code of Conduct and 

its supplementary Guidance. Ms Silye, in her presentation, provided an overview of the 

difference between legally binding and non-legally binding instruments and by comparing 

the Joint Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Management and Radioactive Waste 

Management with the Code of Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources. 

She also explained their different nature and implementation. In this context, she highlighted 

the voluntary nature of the Code of Conduct and its supplementary Guidance, including the 

 
1 Participants Shared Space 

https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/Pages/default.aspx
https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/Pages/default.aspx
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voluntary preparation of National Papers and participation in technical meetings. In addition, 

in her presentation, Ms Silye explained in detail how a Member State can express its 

political commitment to the Code of Conduct and its supplementary Guidance. 

10. The Secretariat (Ms Olga Makarovska, NSRW) presented the process to provide political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct and Guidance. Ms Makarovska provided participants 

with practical advice on the steps of political commitment: preparation of the list of benefits, 

organising a dialogue with all stakeholders, convincing government to make this a priority, 

selecting and nominating Points of Contact for the purpose of facilitating the export and/or 

import of radioactive sources, answering the Importing and Exporting States Questionnaire, 

drafting the letter of political commitment and its delivery by official channels. Links to the 

supporting aiding documents, such as “model letter of political commitment”, “Aiding 

Document on Clarification of the Role and Responsibilities of Point of Contact” can be 

found https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/points-of-

contact/Shared%20Documents/Aiding%20Document%20on%20Clarification%20of%20the

%20Role%20and%20Responsibilities%20of%20Point%20of%20Contact%20Final.pdf. At 

the conclusion of the presentation, the concept of change management and the role of change 

makers/champions was discussed in relation to the need to sensitize senior government 

officials during the decision-making process related to making a political commitment to the 

Code of Conduct and the role that the IAEA can play in assisting with sensitizing missions 

to raise awareness and offer support, if needed. 

11. Ms Cristina Dominguez from the Nuclear Regulatory Authority of Argentina provided an 

overview of the legal and regulatory framework of Argentina for nuclear and radioactive 

material. Ms Dominguez reviewed the political commitment status of Argentina and efforts 

to implement the Code of Conduct and Guidance and how the 2018 Guidance on the 

Management of Disused Radioactive Sources assisted Argentina in communication and 

training for the scrap recycling facilities. In relation to the establishment of a nuclear 

security regime, Ms Dominguez highlighted to role the Code of Conduct played in 

establishment of the Design Basis Threat. In relation to safety, it was mentioned that 

Argentina will receive an IRRS Mission and use of the Code has assisted Argentina to 

ensure an appropriate regulatory framework for the safety and security of radioactive 

sources. Ms Dominguez also highlighted the overall role the Code of Conduct plays in 

assisting coordination, integration, training and cooperation amongst relevant stakeholders 

with responsibility for control of radioactive sources, especially during the process of 

establishing and enhancement of the regulatory infrastructure.  

Role of the IAEA in Preparedness and Response to Nuclear and Radiological 

Emergencies and Application of the Code of Conduct 

12. The Secretariat (Ms Muzna Assi, IEC) provided an overview of the Incident and Emergency 

Centre (IEC) and its assistance and support to Member States in emergency preparedness 

and response to nuclear and radiological events. Ms Assi provided guidance on the relevant 

IAEA safety standards and other publications, advised Member States how to request IAEA 

assistance in the case of an emergency with radioactive sources and informed about the 

Response and Assistance Network (RANET) that is an operational tool used for the 

provision of international assistance upon request to support the implementation of the 

Assistance Convention. Ms Assi also addressed how to correctly inform the public during 

emergencies, highlighted the E-Learning material available to Member States related to 

Emergency Preparedness and Response (EPR) and also raised the importance of using the 

Emergency Preparedness and Response Information Management System (EPRIMS) and 

requesting Emergency Preparedness Review (EPREV) Missions. 

https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/points-of-contact/Shared%20Documents/Aiding%20Document%20on%20Clarification%20of%20the%20Role%20and%20Responsibilities%20of%20Point%20of%20Contact%20Final.pdf
https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/points-of-contact/Shared%20Documents/Aiding%20Document%20on%20Clarification%20of%20the%20Role%20and%20Responsibilities%20of%20Point%20of%20Contact%20Final.pdf
https://nucleus.iaea.org/sites/ns/code-of-conduct-radioactive-sources/points-of-contact/Shared%20Documents/Aiding%20Document%20on%20Clarification%20of%20the%20Role%20and%20Responsibilities%20of%20Point%20of%20Contact%20Final.pdf
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13. The Secretariat (Ms Loreto Villanueva Zamora, IEC) presented a lengthy overview of the 

Code of Conduct provisions related to Emergency Preparedness and Response (EPR), 

matching them with the requirements established at GSR Part 7, the main EPR safety 

standard applicable to all types of facilities and activities, as well as radioactive sources, 

with potential for causing radiation exposure, environmental contamination or concern on 

part of the public. Ms. Villanueva addressed the concept of Emergency Preparedness 

Categories, I to V from GSR Part 7 emphasizing that dangerous sources covered by Code of 

Conduct corresponds to EPC III and IV. Topics addressed were the importance of regulatory 

process on EPR arrangements, legislation and regulations, roles and responsibilities, 

facilities and services, training, international notification, hazards assessment, notification to 

regulatory body, authority, and attributions of regulatory body. Ms. Villanueva emphasized 

that although the scope of Code of Conduct on EPR matters is less than those in GSR Part 7, 

both are part of the wider international framework to achieve the goals of EPR, and cover 

incidents involving radioactive sources, irrespective of their cause.  

IAEA Assistance for Developing Regulatory Framework for the Safety and Security of 

Radioactive Sources 

14. The Secretariat (Ms Judit Silye, OLA) provided an overview of the IAEA legislative 

assistance programs, which aims to create awareness among Member States of the 

international instruments in the nuclear field and assist them in complying with their 

international obligations and commitments, as well as with the drafting of corresponding 

national nuclear legislation.  She highlighted that the legislative assistance program covers 

all branches of nuclear law: nuclear safety; nuclear security; safeguards and non-

proliferation; and liability for nuclear damage. She also mentioned that legislative assistance 

ranges from national and regional training courses and seminars to individual training 

programs, including the Nuclear Law Institute. In addition, it also includes bilateral 

assistance in drafting nuclear laws and the development of reference material, such as the 

Handbook on Nuclear Law and its second volume, Handbook on Nuclear Law: 

Implementing Legislation. Finally, she highlighted that legislative assistance is available 

upon request to all Member States, regardless of the extent of their nuclear activities and 

those Member States that wish to obtain legislative assistance from the IAEA should contact 

the Agency’s Office of Legal Affairs. 

15. The Secretariat (Mr Manolo Recio, NSRW) provided an overview of the assistance available 

for drafting laws and regulations. Mr Recio stressed to all participants that regulations are 

essential elements of the legal and regulatory framework for safety and for nuclear security 

of a country. Regulations implement legal provisions by establishing specific obligations on 

the subjects of the law. Member States frequently request IAEA support to revise existing or 

to draft new regulations. Since 2010, the IAEA periodically organizes the so-called School 

of Drafting Regulations. In 2020, the IAEA introduced a new harmonized 4-segment 

methodology for the organization of the School. The new methodology reinforces the in-

country preparation and pre-training requirements of participants before attending the in-

person workshop of the School. Under the new methodology, the School offers 5 standard 

programmes on safety areas and extended programmes combining a safety area with another 

area (e.g., nuclear security). Currently the IAEA has 6 on-going Schools to be completed in 

2022 and 2023 targeting countries of Latin America and the Caribbean (2), Africa (2), Asia 

and the Pacific (1) and Europe (1). Other Schools are under consideration. 

16. Mr Stephen Case from Jamaica presented on the legislative and regulatory assistance that 

Jamaica has received from the IAEA from 2015 to present to establish their nuclear 

regulatory framework. Mr Case outlined the situation in Jamaica prior to receiving IAEA 

assistance noting the lack of a nuclear law and regulations, independent regulatory authority, 
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and competing national priorities. Mr Case then reviewed some of the drivers behind 

Jamaica’s decision to seek legislative assistance from the IAEA to establish an appropriate 

regulatory framework. One key project that assisted is raising awareness of the need for a 

regulatory framework was the HEU to LEU conversion project with assistance from IAEA, 

Canada and United States of America. Mr Case highlighted the results of the assistance 

received from the IAEA which produced a national nuclear law and associated regulations. 

Mr Case also highlighted the challenges that needed to be overcome in relation to the 

development of policy and the role that IAEA and CARICOM played in facilitating the 

discussions. Looking forward, Mr Case noted the Regulatory Infrastructure Development 

Programme (RIDP) for the Caribbean and its role in assisting Caribbean states to establish a 

nuclear regulatory framework. In conclusion, Mr Case provided participants with arguments 

that could be presented to policy makers to raise awareness of the need for political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct and an appropriate regulatory framework noting 

competing priorities and linking them to sustainable development goals. 

Guidance on the Import and Export of Radioactive Sources 

17. The Secretariat (Mr Timothy Hayes, NSNS) provided an overview of the Guidance on the 

Import and Export of Radioactive Sources highlighting its key provisions. Guidance 

includes provisions on how to import and export Category 1 & 2 sources in accordance with 

the Code of Conduct, encourages nomination of a Point of Contact, explains terminology 

pertaining to import and export of sources not given in the Code of Conduct, defines 

“exceptional circumstances” and includes an “Importing and Exporting State Questionnaire. 

The Code of Conduct and Supplementary Guidance stipulate that import and export of 

Category 1 and 2 radioactive sources should only occur if the recipient is authorized by the 

Importing State to receive and possess the source, the importing State has capabilities for 

safe and secure management of the source consistent with the Code of Conduct, the 

exporting State has sought and received the Importing State’s consent (Category 1 only), and 

the exporting State has notified the Importing State prior to shipment. The presenter referred 

to State responsibilities, regulations, agreements between competent authorities within the 

State, agreements between Competent Authorities of different States. Mr Hayes reiterated 

the importance of the political commitment to the Guidance. 

18. Mr Stephen Baker of the United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission (U.S. NRC) 

described the U.S. requirements for the import and export of radioactive sources.  The 

revisions to 10 CFR Part 110 Export/Import Regulations implemented in December 2005 

conformed NRC’s regulations to the Code of Conduct. He explained that current 

Regulations require the U.S. NRC to issue specific licenses authorizing the export of 

Category 1 or Category 2 by product material and that NRC’s export/import licensing 

program implements these tenets of the Guidance: requests for consent, evaluating request, 

confirming notification before shipment, authorizing imports. Mr Baker further explained 

the details of U.S. requirements for the import and export of radioactive sources. 

19. Ms Cristina Dominguez of the Nuclear Regulatory Authority of Argentina (ARN) presented 

Argentina’s requirements for the import and export of radioactive sources. ARN Resolution 

No. 178/2015 took precedence in the implementation of an import and export control 

program over the recommendations of the Guidance. This is directly linked to the legal 

nature of the ARN´s Resolution versus the non-legally binding nature of the Guidance. 

Procedures are agreed between the ARN and the Federal Administration of Public Revenues. 

Argentina recognized the benefits of providing political commitment such as bringing 

confidence to neighbouring States, trading partners and the international community that the 

import and export of radioactive sources will be facilitated in a harmonized manner 

consistent with the import and export control provisions of the Code of Conduct and the 
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Guidance. After several years in the implementation of the Guidance, the ARN agrees with 

its provisions and considers them very effective, not only for the State but also for the 

nuclear industry. The Guidance´s provisions and also the grant of the Consent allows the 

international cooperation in a harmonized way, regulating not only the exports and imports 

of radioactive material in a safe and secure way but also allows the control of the activity´s 

limits endorsed for the facilities. Ms Dominguez stressed that bilateral agreements are 

considered effective for a better understanding of the terms of the Guidance and should be 

promoted as an excellent complement at international meetings. She concluded that Code of 

Conduct and Guidance on Import/Export are very good tools for the control of radioactive 

sources and countries should consider a solid mechanism for applying them. This will lead 

to strict control over the entire cycle of sources, raise awareness among all those involved, 

detect illicit trafficking, and encourage States to cooperate. 

RAIS+ and the Establishment of a National Register of Radioactive Sources 

20. The Secretariat (Mr Dragan Avramovski, NSRW) provided a presentation on the new 

version of the Regulatory Authority Information System (RAIS+). Mr Avramovski, in his 

presentation, provided an overview of the differences between the previous RAIS and 

RAIS+ with emphasis on the new features and which problems have been solved by RAIS+ 

with respect to Radiation Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources inventory and 

processes. He further illustrated RAIS+ functionalities and features.  He concluded by 

highlighting the upcoming RAIS+ expert missions that have been planned to deploy the 

software and supporting equipment for the Caribbean Countries in 2022. 

21. Ms Isabelle Tremblay of the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) presented a 

brief overview of the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission, the Canadian approach for a 

national register as well as its benefits and implementation challenges. She reported that 

CNSC regulates sealed sources in a risk-informed manner: Web-based tracing system 

feeding into the register is established for the high-risk sources (category 1 and 2 + all 

radiography) and annual inventories in a consolidated and searchable form are supported for 

the medium to low-risk (category 3 – 5) sealed sources. The register allows licensees to 

report on the creation, import, transfer, receipt or export of sources. Requirements and 

reporting timelines are specified in licence condition for transfer (at least 24 hours prior); for 

export (at least 7 days prior); and, for the creation/receipt/import (within 48 hours). The 

register is tracking not in “real-time” but in the “reporting timeline” and is integrated with 

the licensing database. Ms Tremblay concluded that a national register helps to minimize the 

risks associated with loss of control of high-risk sources and provides a way of quickly 

identifying the responsible entity and last known location of high-risk sources. A register 

requires the licensees to establish stringent tracking protocols that will decrease the 

likelihood of malicious use and strong source accountability practices. It also facilitates the 

conduct of compliance verification. The following challenges in establishing register were 

reported: gathering information from licensees for initial system load; some sources had 

moved in between data gathering & system going live.  Now 98% of transactions are done 

via the web-based system, however, there is an ongoing challenge to keep current with 

industry in the recycling of sources. Ms Tremblay summarised that Canada has multiple 

benefits to having a national register, it is consistent with a risk-informed approach and is a 

key contributor to an effective regulatory framework. 
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Guidance on the Management of Disused Radioactive Sources 

22. The Secretariat (Ms Olga Makarovska, NSRW) provided an overview of the Guidance on 

the Management of Disused Radioactive Sources highlighting its key provisions. Ms 

Makarovska stressed the importance of a State having a national policy and strategy for the 

management of disused radioactive sources and reminded the participating States that 

exporting States may access their ability to manage disused sources during their decision to 

authorize the export / supply of the source. Ms Makarovska reviewed the 3 management 

options recommended in the Guidance: return to supplier, long-term storage and disposal, 

and reuse and recycling while recognizing that most participating States would opt for the 

return to supplier option. Given participants interest, the return to supplier, financial 

provisions and associated agreements were further discussed. 

23. The Secretariat (Mr Juan Carlos Benitez Navarro, NEFW) provided an update on the 

management options for disused sealed radioactive sources (DSRS). Mr Benitez Navarro 

highlighted some current programmes available to assist States in the return of sources to the 

supplier. Mr Benitez Navarro discussed reuse and recycling options while recognizing that 

recycling is typically an option for States with experienced source manufacturers. Reuse 

options was further discussed and examples of reuse for the same purpose (gauges) or the for 

another purpose (teletherapy sources reused for calibration) were provided. Examples of 

projects from the Americas region were also presented to highlight management options in 

the Guidance and reinforce specific points to consider while making the decision regarding 

each step of the source life cycle including when DSRS become disused (i.e. reuse, 

recycling, collection, conditioning, storage, disposal).   After covering all the technical 

management options, a brief history of IAEA projects demonstrating management options 

from the Guidance were presented. 

24. The Secretariat (Mr D.G. Bennett, NSRW) provided a presentation on storage and disposal 

of disused sealed radioactive sources as radioactive waste, in accordance with the Code of 

Conduct and the Safety Standards. Most States that have disused sealed radioactive sources 

find that it is not possible to return all of the sources to their manufacturers or to export them 

to other willing recipients. In accordance with the Code of Conduct, each State should 

establish a disposal program in a timely manner with appropriate options. Disposal of 

disused sealed radioactive sources in boreholes was raised as an option and garnered interest 

from the participants It was also noted that the development of a safety case is an important 

requirement in the development of a disposal facility and that safe disposal is quite feasible 

on small islands. Any disposal program would of course have to take into account national 

laws and regulations and stakeholder views. 

25. Ms. Tonya Armstrong, Environmental Protection Department, Barbados, presented how 

Barbados has benefitted from training opportunities and capacity building through 

membership to the IAEA. She shared experience of the Radiation Safety and Protection Act 

Draft preparation. She also described the national steps in the process of Barbados’ political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct and its supplementary Guidance: research of the 

Category 1 sources procurement and disposal requirements, justification, continuous 

communication and liaison with IAEA, and preparation of Paper for Consideration. Ms 

Armstrong described the outcome: approval by the Cabinet of Barbados, preparation of the 

Commitment Letter, signing of the Commitment Letter in April 2022 and deposit of the 

Commitment Letter by the Ambassador in May 2022. She reported the next steps after the 

political commitment: continued cooperation, strengthening and capacity building to ensure 

the safety and security of radioactive sources. The Chair and Secretariat warmly 

congratulated Barbados on their political commitment to the Code of Conduct and both 

Supplementary Guidance.  
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26. The Secretariat (Ms Olga Makarovska, NSRW) presented the sharing of implementation of 

good practices and a national perspective of the benefits of political commitment. Her 

presentation covered all mechanisms of the sharing of experiences with regards to the Code 

of Conduct and its supplementary Guidance implementation practices. These include 

international and regional meetings where radiation safety and security experts exchange 

challenges, lessons learned and success stories of the Code of Conduct and its 

supplementary Guidance implementation. These meetings happen practically every year and 

are globally recognised as a unique platform for radiation safety and security experts 

regulating safe management and secure protection of radioactive sources to exchange 

information. Ms Makarovska stressed that the sharing of implementation experiences is done 

on a voluntary basis and follows a formalized process. In the framework of the Code of 

Conduct meetings, States are asked to prepare and present National Papers (once every 3 

years) and experts are asked to prepare and present an Implementation Good Practices 

Paper at all Code of Conduct meetings including topical and regional meetings. This 

collection of National Papers and Implementation Good Practices Papers is a valuable source 

of information on the good practices that are worth considering for implementation. Papers 

are stored on the meetings’ website with access provided only for the meeting participants. 

Ms Makarovska reported the IAEA’s plans to arrange all papers into the searchable database 

with access to registered Member States in order to enhance the sharing of best practices 

related to the Code of Conduct and Guidance implementation. 

27. The Secretariat (Ms Olga Makarovska, NSRW) listed the following examples of the 

benefits of the political commitment: enhancing the expertise of national experts, 

establishing a  community of practice, raising the political weight of the country, raising the 

international confidence that a State is giving priority to safety and security of radioactive 

sources, raising confidence of the Exporting States that they can authorize export of the 

radioactive source to the country with the political commitment to the Code of Conduct and 

its supplementary Guidance, creating governmental awareness of and commitment to the 

safety and security of radioactive sources, providing guidance to States for the development 

and harmonization of policies, laws and regulations on the safety and security of radioactive 

sources, starting national allocation of the human and financial resources to establish a 

framework for the radiation safety, raising public and industry confidence, formulating the 

list of planned national improvements, starting/activating international assistance in the area 

of the safety and security of radioactive sources and regulatory framework development. 

 

28. An exercise was conducted on answering the Importing and Exporting States Questionnaire. 

 
Role and Responsibilities of the Regulatory Body 

29.  The Secretariat , (Mr Ronald Pacheco, NSRW and Ms Luisa Betancourt, NSNS) provided 

an overview of the roles and responsibilities of the regulatory body as outlined in the Code 

of Conduct. The presentation went through the IAEA safety standards and nuclear security 

guidance to explain that it is recommended that Member States adopt even those documents 

that are not legally binding. The Code of Conduct includes elements to be considered for the 

national regulatory infrastructure for radiation safety and nuclear security related to the 

responsibilities and functions of the government, regulatory body and competent authorities 

to ensure the safety and security of radioactive sources. 

30. Ms Isabelle Tremblay of the Canadian Nuclear Safety Commission (CNSC) presented an 

overview of Code provisions pertinent to the regulator and CNSC’s approach in 

implementing these provisions. She concluded that the Code of Conduct serves to enhance 
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the overall safety and security of radioactive sources and its implementation can be adapted 

to the size of the regulated community. 

31. Mr W. Lee of the United States of America’s Nuclear Regulatory Commission (U.S. NRC) 

presented the United States’ Perspective in implementing the Code of Conduct. Mr Lee 

explained that the Energy Policy Act of 2005 established the following policy: Code of 

Conduct provisions reflected in NRC regulations for safety, security, import, export; risk-

informed, combination of prescriptive and performance-based approach to regulation; and, 

safety and security integration. He briefed participants on the NRC 10 CFR Part 37 Physical 

Protection of Category 1 and Category 2 Quantities of Radioactive Materials. Mr Lee 

covered issues of coordination of regulatory resources/facilities; training; core regulatory 

processes; national register; incidents/events reports, databases and response; and, managing 

disused sources. Mr Lee summarised that the United States’ regulations and activities are 

consistent with the Code of Conduct and Guidance; specifically, U.S. NRC has a national 

registry, regulations, licensing, inspection, enforcement, and import/export controls; and, 

supports continued global commitment to, and application of, the Code of Conduct and 

Guidance. 

32. All participants welcomed Barbados as a country that provided the most recent political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources and 

its supplementary Guidance that was officially received by the IAEA at the beginning of the 

meeting. 

Conclusions  

Meeting Chairperson, Ms Nathalie Semblat, summarized that: 

33.  Through the various presentations from the IAEA Secretariat and experts, participants 

received comprehensive information on the full scope of the issues connected to the political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct and its y Guidance.  This included specific information 

on the benefits of the political commitment, the process related to making the political 

commitment and an example of a model letter to express political support and nominate 

points of contact. The Secretariat provided clarifications on the roles and responsibilities of 

the Points of Contact, advised on how to answer the Importing and Exporting States 

Questionnaire and highlighted the extensive and diverse assistance available at the IAEA, 

with the support of donors, for the implementation of the Code of Conduct and its 

supplementary Guidance. 

34. In addition to this overview, participating  States that have not yet made a political 

commitment to the Code of Conduct were encouraged to take the following steps: raise 

awareness with national stakeholders on the importance of the Code of Conduct and its 

Guidance, organize  national dialogues on the benefits of the political commitment, select 

and nominate Points of Contact for the purpose of facilitating the export and/or import of 

Category 1 and 2 radioactive sources, answer the Importing and Exporting States 

Questionnaire and  prepare, sign and send the letter of political commitment to the IAEA via 

official channels. Participants were also asked to consider and prepare a list of the 

international assistance they require to implement the Code of Conduct and seek this 

assistance of the IAEA which possesses the resources to support States in this endeavor.  

And lastly, participants were encouraged to attend the international and regional meetings 

for sharing information on the Code of Conduct implementation and discuss national 

challenges, lessons learned and good practices to help inform future IAEA activities. 
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35. The Secretariat was thanked for organizing a useful technical meeting to facilitate dialogue 

and raise awareness for the need for political commitment to the Code of Conduct on the 

Safety and Security of Radioactive Sources and its Supplementary Guidance for States in the 

Latin America and Caribbean region.  The political commitment made by Barbados at the 

beginning of the meeting was another excellent outcome.  

 

Nathalie Semblat 

 

Chairperson 

20 May, 2022 


