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The neeting was called to order at 11.25 p.m

ADOPTI ON OF THE FI NAL REPORT AND RECOMVENDATI ONS OF THE PREPARATORY COWM TTEE
TO THE REVI EW CONFERENCE

The CHAI RMAN drew attention to the draft report of the Preparatory
Committee on its second session ( NPT/ CONF. 2000/ PC. 11/ CRP.2) and poi nted out

that in section I, paragraph 3, Bhutan should be added to the |ist of
participants. The gaps in paragraphs 6 and 7 would be filled by the
Secretari at.
Section I, as orally revised, was adopted.
The CHAIRMAN, referring to section Il, said that the list of

docunents in paragraph 13 woul d be updated by the Secretariat to include his
second wor ki ng paper and ot her docunents issued at a later stage for the
session. The end of paragraph 16 would be reworded to read “and decided to
defer a decision on the draft rules of procedure to the third session”

The paragraph on background documentati on woul d be replaced by a new
par agr aph, concerning other procedural matters, based on the text which had
al ready been circulated. The new version of paragraph 18 would thus read:
“During the Second Preparatory Committee, discussions took place with regard
to procedural preparations for the next Review Conference, pursuant to
par agraph 4 of the 1995 Deci sion on 'Strengthening the Review Process for the
Treaty'. In that context, certain reconmmendations were put forward concerning
such procedural preparations, in particular proposals pursuant to paragraph 6
of the 1995 Decision. At this stage, no decision was taken with regard to
t hese proposals, which the Cormittee decided to refer to the Third Preparatory
Conmittee for further consideration”

Section Il, as orally revised, was adopted.

The CHAIRMAN said that, in view of the |ack of agreenent, he took

it that the Commttee wished to delete the remaining parts of the draft
report.
[t was so decided.
M. BAIDI-NEJAD (Islamc Republic of Iran) said that, despite the

i nconcl usive nature of the debate, the second session had neverthel ess
encouraged new i deas and provided valuable material for future deliberations.
It was clear that certain del egati ons had made insufficient preparations for
the session and had underesti mated the inportance of some of the matters

rai sed, for exanple the resolution on the Mddle East, which should remain an

integral part of all decisions regarding the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
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of Nucl ear Weapons. His delegation failed to understand why two sinple

par agraphs on the M ddl e East question had provoked such passionate
objections. Israel was not a State party to the Treaty and had not placed its
nucl ear facilities under International Atom c Energy Agency (| AEA) safeguards.
It was devel opi ng a nucl ear -weapons programe and thereby endangering the
security of the entire region. The international comunity should put
pressure on Israel to renounce its nuclear option and accede to the Treaty.

M. WIF (United States of Anerica) said that his del egati on was
di sappoi nted but not discouraged by the result of the session, at which it had
been prepared to address substantive issues including the question of nucl ear
di sarmanent. Nevertheless it had brought to the attention of the Commttee
the inmportant steps currently being taken to ban the producti on of dangerous
materials for use in nuclear weapons. Those and other related matters were a
maj or goal of the strengthened review process.

M. GARCIA (Col onbia), speaking on behalf of the G oup of
Non- Al i gned and other States parties to the Treaty, expressed the hope that
nor e substantive progress could be made at the third session

M. SINGYE (Bhutan) said that it was regrettable that the current
session had not achieved the desired result. His delegation neverthel ess
endorsed the working paper subnmitted by the nenbers of the Myvenent of
Non- Al i gned Countries Parties to the Treaty (NPT/ CONF.2000/PC.11/5), but felt
that it was inappropriate and incorrect to refer to South Asia in paragraph 28
of that docunent in connection with the establishnent of nucl ear-weapon-free
zones, not | east because no such proposal had been nade on the basis of
arrangenents freely arrived at anbng the countries in the region. That
reference could |l ead to m sunderstandi ngs because, for purposes of disarmanment
and security, the perception of South Asia as a distinct zone was not shared
by all Parties to the Treaty. For the sanme reason, his del egation also had
reservations about references to South Asia as a region in the Chairman's
second wor ki ng paper and in other official docunents of the Preparatory
Conmi ttee.

M. ELARABY (Egypt) said that his del egati on was di sappoi nted at
the outcome of the Preparatory Comrittee's second session. The proceedi ngs
rai sed questions about the future work of the Committee, and all del egations
shoul d therefore recommt thenselves to ensuring the success of the third
session. The threat of nuclear proliferation in the Mddl e East was a

particularly sensitive issue. The Israeli nuclear programe was a daily
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rem nder of where the global non-proliferation reginme had failed, and his

del egati on had been surprised to find that its concerns in that area were not
uni versally shared. 1In particular, his delegation hoped that the integrity of
t he decisions of the 1995 Revi ew and Extension Conference, including the

resol ution on the M ddle East, would be honoured by all States parties.

M. SOUTAR (United Kingdonm said that he considered the second
session to be a setback but not a disaster. All delegations should redouble
their efforts to nmake the third session and the 2000 Revi ew Conference itself
a success.

M. LAM CH QU YEE (Mauritius) said that the |ack of tangible

results at the Conmittee's second session was not conducive to the realization

of the noble goal of conplete nuclear disarmanent. Hi s delegation furthernore
wi shed to place on record its reservations concerning the reference to

South Asia in paragraph 28 of the working paper submtted by the Moyvenment of
Non- Al i gned Countries and to all simlar references in official docunents of

the Preparatory Conmittee.

M. LI Changhe (China) said that the failure to reach agreenent at
the current session was disappointing and ran counter to his del egation's
expectations. The lack of a substantive outconme coul d concei vably danmage the
Treaty regi me. However, sone results had been achieved in consultations anong
the parties concerned and he trusted that account would be taken of themin
the Conmttee's future work.

CLOSURE OF THE SESSI ON
The CHAI RMAN said that the second session as a whol e had been

useful and, while the results were |l ess than satisfactory in sone areas, ow ng
the lack of tine available, what the Conmmttee had acconplished coul d be
consi dered as a nodest contribution to maki ng tangi bl e progress on questions
of the utnost inportance to the international community, since the nuclear
threat was still one of the biggest threats to the survival of humankind. The
di scussions clearly showed the urgent need for decisive efforts and he hoped
that the Cormmittee, again inspired by a spirit of genuine cooperation and
conprom se, would nove forward at the third session towards the goals it had
set.

After an exchange of courtesies, he declared the second session of the

Preparatory Committee cl osed.

The neeting rose at nidnight.




