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 Disarmament  
General views on 

disarmament  
 (Page 2, Para 1) The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 

(NPT) was conceived as an instrument to prevent the proliferation of 

nuclear weapons. As part of this endeavor, States Parties which are 

Nuclear-Weapon States undertook “to pursue negotiations in good faith on 

effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an 

early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on general and 

complete disarmament under strict and effective international control"…  

 (Page 2, Para 5) The cessation of the nuclear arms race, nuclear 

disarmament and general and complete disarmament as a whole, continue 

to be the main objectives of the Treaty. The NWSs should reaffirm their 

commitment to the complete elimination of nuclear weapons. 

Role of NWS  (Page 2, Para 5) The NWSs should reaffirm their commitment to the 

complete elimination of nuclear weapons. 

 (Page 3, Para 6) A time-bound framework and a target date for the total 

elimination and the efforts by the NWSs to carry forward the process of 

de-emphasizing the role of nuclear weapons will create a strong political 

thrust towards international efforts to prevent proliferation of nuclear 

weapons. 

Fissile materials / 

FMCT 
 (Page 4, Para 11) A Treaty banning the production and stockpiling of 

fissile material for nuclear weapons and other nuclear explosive devices 

would be a significant contribution to nuclear disarmament and nuclear 

non-proliferation provided that such a treaty is nondiscriminatory, 

effectively verifiable and universally applicable, thus constituting a part of 

the comprehensive efforts to ban nuclear weapons and lead to their 

destruction. 

Time bound total 

elimination (NWC)  
 (Page 3, Para 6) A time-bound framework and a target date for the total 

elimination and the efforts by the NWSs to carry forward the process of 

de-emphasizing the role of nuclear weapons will create a strong political 

thrust towards international efforts to prevent proliferation of nuclear 

weapons.  

Bilateral agreements  (Page 3, Para 6) A statement by the Russian Federation and the United 

States indicating the bilateral measures they will take in the future in order 

to reduce their nuclear arsenals beyond the levels envisaged in the START 

I and II agreements, would also be a welcome initiative, together with an 

indication of the steps that China, France and the United Kingdom would 

be willing to take in light of the reductions referred to above. 

Nuclear testing 
General views on 

nuclear testing 
 (Page 3, Para 9) Pending the conclusion of such a [nuclear test ban] 

Treaty, the nuclear-weapon States should suspend all nuclear testing. 

CTBT  (Page 3, Para 9) The conclusion of a Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban 

Treaty (CTBT) remains one of the highest priority objectives of the 
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international community and the fundamental pillar of an effective and 

comprehensive non-proliferation regime. All efforts towards the 

achievement of this objective, including the PTBT Amendement 

Conference, should be pursued. While the decision by the Conference on 

Disarmament to establish an ad hoc Committee with a negotiating 

mandate is welcome, a target date must be set to conclude the negotiations 

on a CTBT prior to the 1995 NPT Review and Extension Conference. The 

conclusion of a CTBT would decisively benefit the outcome of the said 

Conference. Pending the conclusion of such a Treaty, the nuclear-weapon 

States should suspend all nuclear testing. 

 Security Assurances  
General views on 

security assurances 
 (Page 3-4, Para 10) Pending the total and complete elimination of nuclear 

weapons, unconditional security assurances to the NNWSs has been 

regarded as one of the major concerns. In the context of an acceptable 

balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations, it is the primary right of 

states Parties to the NPT to be assured of non use and threat of use of 

nuclear weapons.  

Legally binding NSA  (Page 3-4, Para 10) Pending the total and complete elimination of nuclear 

weapons, unconditional security assurances to the NNWSs has been 

regarded as one of the major concerns. In the context of an acceptable 

balance of mutual responsibilities and obligations, it is the primary right of 

states Parties to the NPT to be assured of non use and threat of use of 

nuclear weapons. Nuclear Weapons states Parties should agree to a legally 

binding instrument on this issue before the 1995 Conference. The CD 

should intensify negotiations with a view to concluding an international 

convention to assure non-nuclear weapons states against the use or threat 

of use of nuclear weapons. 

 General views on NPT  
General views on NPT  (Page 2, Para 1) The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons 

(NPT) was conceived as an instrument to prevent the proliferation of 

nuclear weapons. As part of this endeavor, States Parties which are 

Nuclear-Weapon States undertook “to pursue negotiations in good faith on 

effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear arms race at an 

early date and to nuclear disarmament, and on a treaty on general and 

complete disarmament under strict and effective international control" 

and, at the same time, to promote the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. 

 (Page 2, Para 2) During the negotiations of the NPT, the Non-Nuclear-

Weapon States (NNWSs), particularly the developing countries, sought a 

fair balance in the Treaty between the mutual obligations and 

responsibilities of the NWSs and NNWSs which could successfully serve 

the interests of all states Parties.  

 (Page 2, Para 3) The Non-Aligned Countries value the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty as a key instrument to channel international efforts to halt vertical 

and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons. Notwithstanding the 

important role of the Treaty in the maintenance of international security, it 

should be recognized that the Treaty has fundamental shortcomings that 

have become the bone of contention between NWSs and NNWSs Parties 

to the NPT ever since it came into being, thus eroding the perceived value 

of the Treaty. 

Institutional issues 
Procedural matters   (Page 2, Para 4) The preparations for the NPT Conference in 1995 provide 

an exceptional opportunity towards the realization of the objectives 

enshrined in the Treaty [on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons]. 

 Nonproliferation  
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General views on 

nonproliferation 
 (Page 2, Para 3) The Non-Aligned Countries value the Non-Proliferation 

Treaty as a key instrument to channel international efforts to halt vertical 

and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons. 
Export control   (Page 4, Para 12) Unilaterally enforced restrictive measures, beyond 

safeguards required under the Treaty [on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons], must not be used to prevent peaceful development, especially 

in the nuclear area, and should be removed.  

 NWFZ  
General views on 

NWFZ 
 (Page 3, Para 7) NWSs should abide and adhere to those international 

instruments that have established nuclear-weapons-free zones, and to 

support the initiatives taken by a State or States Parties with a view to 

establishing nuclear-weapon-free zones, freely arrived at among the States 

of the region concerned, particularly in the regions of the Middle-East and 

Africa. 

 (Page 3, Para 8) Furthermore, deployment of nuclear weapons by NWSs 

on foreign territories, particularly in NNWs territories, should be 

prohibited as it negates the objectives of a nuclear-weapons-free zones. 

All States that have deployed nuclear weapons outside their boundaries 

should withdraw all those weapons back to their own territories. 

NWFZ and security 

assurances 
 (Page 3, Para 8) Furthermore, deployment of nuclear weapons by NWSs 

on foreign territories, particularly in NNWs territories, should be 

prohibited as it negates the objectives of a nuclear-weapons-free zones. 

All States that have deployed nuclear weapons outside their boundaries 

should withdraw all those weapons back to their own territories. 

 Other Fora  
CD  (Page 3, Para 9) While the decision by the Conference on Disarmament to 

establish an ad hoc Committee with a negotiating mandate is welcome, a 

target date must be set to conclude the negotiations on a CTBT prior to the 

1995 NPT Review and Extension Conference. 

 (Page 3-4, Para 10) The CD should intensify negotiations with a view to 

concluding an international convention to assure non-nuclear weapons 

states against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

 Peaceful uses  
General views on 

peaceful uses 
 (Page 4, Para 12) There continues to exist unjustified restrictions and 

constraints imposed on developing NNWSs regarding full access to 

nuclear technology for peacefully purposes. Unilaterally enforced 

restrictive measures, beyond safeguards required under the Treaty [on the 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons], must not be used to prevent 

peaceful development, especially in the nuclear area, and should be 

removed. 

 (Page 4, Para 13) The inalienable right of all states Parties to develop the 

peaceful use of nuclear energy for economic and social development must 

be reaffirmed by all nuclear and advanced non-nuclear states Parties. It is 

also essential that free and unimpeded access to technology be guaranteed, 

without exception, for all States Parties to the Treaty who have concluded 

relevant safeguards agreements with the IAEA. 

Access to / transfer of 

equipments, materials, 

and scientific and 

technological 

information 

 (Page 4, Para 12) There continues to exist unjustified restrictions and 

constraints imposed on developing NNWSs regarding full access to 

nuclear technology for peacefully purposes. Unilaterally enforced 

restrictive measures, beyond safeguards required under the Treaty, must 

not be used to prevent peaceful development, especially in the nuclear 

area, and should be removed. 

IAEA  (Page 4, Para 13) It is also essential that free and unimpeded access to 

technology be guaranteed, without exception, for all States Parties to the 
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Treaty [on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons] who have 

concluded relevant safeguards agreements with the IAEA. 

 Safeguards and verification  
General views on 

safeguards/verification 
 (Page 4, Para 12) Unilaterally enforced restrictive measures, beyond 

safeguards required under the Treaty [on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons], must not be used to prevent peaceful development, especially 

in the nuclear area, and should be removed. 

 (Page 4, Para 13) It is also essential that free and unimpeded access to 

technology be guaranteed, without exception, for all States Parties to the 

Treaty who have concluded relevant safeguards agreements with the 

IAEA. 

 

Working paper on the extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons: Options and Action Available 

(NPT/CONF.1995/PC.IV/4) 
 General views on NPT  
General views on NPT   (Page 2, Para 1) The non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and their 

delivery vehicles in all its aspects is an issue of the highest priority in the 

field of disarmament an international security as envisaged in the final 

document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first 

special session on disarmament in 1978. The establishment of a genuine, 

truly universal and non-discriminatory nuclear non-proliferation regime 

will enhance the prospects of a better and more secure world free of 

nuclear weapons. Regional arrangements such as the 1959 Antarctic 

Treaty, the 1967 Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin 

America (Treaty of Tlatelolco), the 1985 Treaty of Rarotonga, the nearly 

completed instrument for Africa and others identified by the Final 

Document, particularly the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in 

the Middle East, constitute important steps towards the attainment of a 

nuclear-weapon-free planet. 

Institutional issues 
Procedural matters  (Page 2, Para 2) …the [Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear 

Weapons] provides not only for the possibility of periodic review 

conferences (art. VIII (3)) but, more importantly, for a conference to be 

convened 25 years after its entry into force "to decide whether the Treaty 

shall continue in force indefinitely, or shall be extended for an additional 

fixed period or periods. This decision shall be taken by a majority of the 

Parties"(art. X (2)). 

 (Page 3, Para 5) Over the past 20 years the rules of procedure of the 

review conferences did not preclude the possibility of voting. The rule of 

consensus has however been applied to all aspects, procedural and 

substantive alike, regarding the NPT. 

 (Page 3, Para 6) It would thus appear that if the Parties have in the past 

insisted on the rule of consensus they would also wish to apply it when 

deciding on the extension of the NPT. This should be the point of 

departure of the extension decision process, while not precluding the 

possibility of voting. 

Strengthen review 

process 
 (Page 3, Para 7) In seeking to preserve and strengthen the NPT, its parties 

should examine together the implementation of the Treaty’s provisions 

and discuss how best to ensure the realization of its fundamental purposes 

the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and their ultimate elimination. 

And this will not be achieved through procedural debates or interminable 

an lengthy legal arguments. To reduce the 1995 Conference to a series of 
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legal wrangles would only serve to undermine the Treaty itself. 

 (Page 3, Para 8) In order that the 1995 Conference result in a strengthened 

and effectively verifiable NPT regime, its parties should be convinced that 

its provisions will be fully realized and implemented and that it continues 

to serve their national security interests and the universal adherence is 

ultimately ensured. The attainment of this goal is the principal purpose of 

the conference. Anything less will be most unsatisfactory. 

 NWFZ  
General views on 

NWFZ 
 (Page 2, Para 1) Regional arrangements such as the 1959 Antarctic Treaty, 

the 1967 Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America 

(Treaty of Tlatelolco), the 1985 Treaty of Rarotonga, the nearly completed 

instrument for Africa and others identified by the Final Document, 

particularly the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle 

East, constitute important steps towards the attainment of a nuclear-

weapon-free planet. 

 


