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The United Kingdom had also explicitly stated that,
when it was satisfied with progress towards the global
elimination of nuclear weapons, it would ensure that
British nuclear weapons were included in negotiations.

89. His country had also been reducing its nuclear
forces by dismantling all its air-delivered nuclear
weapons, relying on a submarine-based delivery
system only. Work had also begun to develop expertise
in verifying the reduction and elimination of nuclear
weapons, and a paper on those issues was being
circulated. The United Kingdom had published an
initial report on past production of fissile material for
defence purposes and was circulating a summary paper
on its main conclusions and the role of such work in
nuclear disarmament. His Government had been
transparent about the size of its nuclear material stocks
and had declared nuclear material excess to its defence
requirements.

90. In spite of the progress made in disarmament
since the end of the cold war, in some ways the planet
had become even more dangerous. States such as Iraq
had acquired or were seeking to acquire weapons of
mass destruction. India and Pakistan continued to
develop their nuclear capabilities. Israel’s potential
nuclear capabilities were seen by non-nuclear States in
the region as a factor in the Middle East peace process.
There was almost universal agreement on the need for
a united and vigorous response to tackle the problems
of global insecurity and prevent the proliferation of
nuclear, biological and chemical weapons. The Non-
Proliferation Treaty must remain the cornerstone of
collective efforts to bring that about.

91. Mr. Wibisono (Indonesia), speaking on behalf of
the Movement of Non-Aligned Countries, said that the
Movement’s position was based on the decisions taken
at the 1995 Review Conference. He introduced a
working paper submitted by the members of the
Movement of Non-Aligned Countries that were parties
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, which addressed the issues set forth in the
preamble and articles of the Non-Proliferation Treaty
and made specific proposals. The paper expressed the
belief that the Treaty was a key instrument for halting
proliferation and seeking a fair balance between the
obligations and responsibilities of nuclear-weapon and
non-nuclear-weapon States and proposed the
establishment of an open-ended inter-sessional
standing committee to follow up on recommendations
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Proliferation Treaty.

provisions of the Non-

92. The working paper called for strict observance of
the Treaty to stem further proliferation and reaffirmed
the commitment of the non-aligned countries to its full
implementation, expressing concern about the
availability of nuclear technology to States that were
not parties to the Treaty. The Movement called upon
the parties concerned to refrain from nuclear sharing
for military purposes under any kind of security
arrangements. The paper confirmed the role of IAEA
as the competent authority to verify compliance with
obligations under the Treaty and urged States to place
their nuclear facilities under the Agency’s safeguards.

93. The Movement reaffirmed the inalienable right of
States parties to engage in research, production and the
use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes without
discrimination and called for the removal of
unilaterally enforced restrictive measures beyond
safeguards which prevented peaceful nuclear
development. The paper emphasized the need to take
into account all the provisions of the CTBT and refrain
from conducting all types of tests. Citing the dangers
posed by nuclear armaments to mankind, the
Movement called for a reversal of the nuclear arms
race and the complete elimination of nuclear arsenals.
The Movement was also concerned over the negative
implications of the development of anti-ballistic
missile defence systems and the weaponization of outer
space and called for compliance with the provisions of
the ABM Treaty. The paper expressed support for the
efforts to establish nuclear-weapon-free zones and
emphasized the importance of the Non-Proliferation
Treaty’s universality.

94. On the question of security assurances, the
Movement urged States to negotiate a legal instrument
to protect non-nuclear States against the use or threat
of the use of nuclear weapons and expressed the view
that the 1995 “Resolution on the Middle East” was an
integral part of the package that had been adopted. The
Movement was committed to its full implementation,
including the early establishment in the Middle East of
a zone free of nuclear and other weapons of mass
destruction. Lastly, he called upon the other States
parties to consider carefully those proposals and
demonstrate the same flexibility that the Non-Aligned
Movement had shown in its preparations for the review
conference.






