PROVI SI ONAL
For participants only

NPT/ CONF. 2000/ PC. | I / SR. 3
4 May 1998

Oiginal: ENG.ISH

PREPARATCRY COW TTEE FOR THE 2000 REVI EW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTI ES
TO THE TREATY ON THE NON- PROLI FERATI ON OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

Second session
PROVI SI ONAL SUMVARY RECORD COF THE 3rd MEETI NG

Hel d at the Palais des Nations, CGeneva,
on Tuesday, 28 April 1998, at 10 a.m

Chai r man: M. WYZNER ( Pol and)

CONTENTS

GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWS (continued)

Corrections to this record should be submtted in one of the working
| anguages. They should be set forth in a nenorandum and al so i ncorporated in
a copy of the record. They should be sent within two weeks of the date of
this docunent to the Oficial Records Editing Section, roomE. 4108, Pal ais des
Nat i ons, Geneva.

GE. 98-61011 (E)



NPT/ CONF. 2000/ PC. 11/ SR. 3
page 2

The neeting was called to order at 10.20 a.m

GENERAL EXCHANGE OF VI EWS (continued)

Ms. SCHICK (Australia) said that the Treaty on the
Non- Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons (NPT) renai ned the single nost
signi ficant arrangenent underpinning gl obal peace and security, and her
del egati on shared the hi gh expectations placed by many other del egations
in what it could deliver as a powerful instrunent for shaping the world's
security environment well into the next century. Australia's overriding goa
was to nmaintain the effectiveness of, and where necessary strengthen, the
Treaty and the international non-proliferation reginme of which it was the
cornerstone, and to that end it supported a thorough and bal anced revi ew of
all aspects of Treaty perfornmance in the spirit of the decisions of the 1995
Revi ew and Extensi on Conference.

The period since the Preparatory Conmittee's first session had seen
progress in carrying forward the principles and objectives adopted in 1995.
The further ratifications of the Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT)
were a wel come devel opnment and Australia hoped to be in a position to ratify
that Treaty well before the end of 1998.

Australia wel coned the announcenent concerni ng accessi on rmade in
June 1997 by the Brazilian Governnment and was pl eased that the report of
t he Canberra Commi ssion on the Elimination of Nuclear Wapons continued to
contribute to the debate on how to pursue the goal of nucl ear disarnmanent.
Toget her with other menbers of the South Pacific Nucl ear-Wapon-Free Zone,
Australia was pleased, noreover, to welcone the ratification of the Protocols
to the Treaty of Rarotonga by France and the United Kingdom and | ooked forward
to their early ratification by the remaining nucl ear-weapon State. It also
consi dered that the statenent by the Mnisters for Foreign Affairs of the
Central Asian States in Septenber 1997 concerning the establishnent of a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone in Central Asia was a significant step and it stood
ready to offer the sponsors of that new zone initiative any practica
assi stance they m ght require.

The saf eguards system adni ni stered by the International Atom c Energy
Agency (1 AEA) had proved renmarkably effective in providing assurances of
non-proliferation and as a neans for parties to the NPT credibly to

denmonstrate their adherence to their commitnents. In 1997, the | AEA Board
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of Governors had adopted a new safeguards standard in the form of a nodel
additional protocol, partly in response to isolated cases of betrayal of the
confi dence engendered by the NPT but also as part of the natural evol ution
of such systenms stemm ng frominprovenents in technology and froma w der
understanding of their contribution to international security. Australia was
proud to have led in the inplenentation of strengthened safeguards, as the
first State to have ratified an additional protocol, and had |lodged its
expanded decl aration, again the first to have been submtted by any State

to | AEA, earlier that nonth. Australia hoped that strengthened saf eguards
woul d shortly become a gl obal norm and wel coned the progress made by | AEA in
concl udi ng protocols with a range of parties to the NPT.

Australia strongly supported the work of I AEA in bolstering the nuclear
non-proliferation reginme through its ongoing nonitoring and verification of
Irag's nuclear programre. It also continued to attach inportance to the
Agency's work in verifying that the Denocratic People's Republic of Korea
returned to conpliance with its safeguards agreenent, as it had commtted
itself to do in the Franework Agreenment of October 1994.

Devel opnents to be wel coned al so i ncluded the agreenment by
nine countries and | AEA on guidelines for the nanagenent of plutonium stocks
in civilian inventories, the Nuclear Suppliers Goup semnar held in Vienna in
Cct ober 1997, the conclusion of the negotiations on the Joint Convention on
the Safety of Spent Fuel Managenent and on the Safety of Radi oactive Waste
Managenment, as well as the adoption of a protocol to anend the 1963 Vi enna
Convention on Civil Liability for Nuclear Danage and of a Convention on
Suppl enrent ary Conpensati on for Nucl ear Damage. |In the Asia-Pacific region
regi onal nucl ear cooperation had been given further inpetus by the
Decenber 1997 Seoul Conference on Nuclear Safety in Asia.

VWi le all such devel opnents were evidence of success in pursuing the
obj ectives enbodied in the NPT, no decisive progress had been made towards the
goal of universal Treaty nmenbership. That goal continued to be obstructed in
particul ar by regional tensions in South Asia and the Mddle East. The need
for one nore accession before the Treaty of Tlatelolco could conme into force
was al so a source of concern. Her delegation furthernore hoped that it would
be possible to resolve through di al ogue the issues which had prevented the

nucl ear - weapon States signing the rel evant protocols of the Treaty of Bangkok
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It above all regretted and was nystified that there had still been no
commencenent of negotiations on the conclusion of a fissile material cut-off
treaty (FMCT), which all States acknow edged to be a right, proper and urgent
undert aki ng.

Her del egation hoped that the Comrittee would reconmend to the
Revi ew Conference | anguage which would call on all States parties to sign
and/or ratify the CTBT at the earliest possible date in order to denonstrate
the strength of international support for the Treaty and facilitate its entry
into force at the earliest possible tinme. Australia also supported the
consi deration by the Review Conference of possible further nmeasures to assure
non- nucl ear - weapon States parties to the Treaty against the use or threat of
use of nucl ear weapons. The 1995 “Princi pl es and objectives” document
identified an internationally legally binding instrunent as one option in that
regard. She al so rem nded del egates of the ideas contained in the paper on
security assurances negotiated in 1995, under the guidance of Australia s then
anbassador for disarmanent, which was part of the wealth of material that
could be drawn on to nourish the debate on that inportant subject.

Australia also attached inportance to reiterating the call on States
parties to the NPT which did not have conprehensive safeguards agreenents with
| AEA to put themin place and on States not parties to the NPT which continued
to have unsafeguarded nuclear facilities also to enter into conprehensive
saf eguards agreenents with | AEA. The Revi ew Conference should furthernore
urge all countries which had not yet done so to conclude an additiona
protocol to their bilateral safeguards agreenent with | AEA as soon as
possi bl e, and should also call for a strong but transparent nucl ear export
control reginme designed to fulfil States parties' obligations to pronote the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy by bolstering and naki ng nore effective the
i nternational non-proliferation reginme. Australia shared South Africa's view
that it would be | ogical and desirable to work for a new “Principles and
obj ectives” docunent to guide nuclear non-proliferation and disar manent
efforts in the period after the 2000 Revi ew Conf er ence.

The States parties to the Treaty which collectively subscribed to the
1995 deci sion on principles and objectives had a responsibility also to work
outside the framework of the NPT review process to achi eve outcomes which

served the basic objective of pronpting a strong and effective Treaty. |If
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the 2000 Revi ew Conference was to result in a stronger, nore effective
Treaty, they should dedicate thensel ves inmediately, rather than wait for the
Revi ew Conference to adopt decisions on action which parties could only begin
to inplenment after the year 2000.

Most inmportantly, States parties should individually or jointly be
wor ki ng for the urgent conmencenent of negotiations on a fissile materia
cut-off treaty. Her del egation also strongly supported the comencenent and
early concl usion of negotiations between the Russian Federation and the
United States on a START |11 agreenent inmmediately after START Il entered into
force. START Ill would represent a new and qualitatively different phase in
the process of nuclear disarmanment and the realization of article VI of
t he NPT.

The establishnment of further nucl ear-weapon-free zones through
agreenents freely arrived at anpbng the States concerned and ratification of
the rel evant protocols to existing nucl ear-weapon-free zones by nucl ear-weapon
St at es was anot her inportant objective. Finally, all available and
appropriate neans should be enployed to persuade the five States Menbers of
the United Nations not parties to the NPT to accede to it. Australia was
conmitted to the strengthened review process and woul d do everything possible
to contribute to a successful nmeeting of the Preparatory Commttee and thus to
t he success of the 2000 Revi ew Conference.

M_. W BI SONO (I ndonesi a), speaking on behalf of the G oup of

Non- Al i gned and other States parties to the NPT, said that he had the honour
to introduce a docunent entitled “Wrking paper presented by the menbers of
the Movenent of Non-Aligned Countries parties to the Treaty” which addressed
various aspects related to the NPT that were of paranount inportance to the
current and subsequent neetings of the Preparatory Conmittee and to the 2000
Revi ew Conference. The paper took the formof draft recomrendati ons to be
considered by the Preparatory Conmittee. He requested that it should be
circul ated as an official docunent.

The CHAI RMAN said that he would arrange for the working paper to

be circulated as an official docunment of the Preparatory Commttee.

M. de | CAZA (Mexico) said that the NPT was of capital inportance
for international security. The obligations assunmed by non-nucl ear - weapon

States under the Treaty neant that the nunber of States possessing nucl ear
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weapons, whose nere existence was a threat to manki nd, would not increase.
However, an end to horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons was not the
sol e purpose of the Treaty. |Its aimwas also to put an end to the nucl ear
arnms race, to halt and reverse the quantitative and qualitative proliferation
of nucl ear weapons, and above all to free the world from nucl ear weapons. The
non-proliferation reginme was nerely the indi spensable cornerstone and the

pur pose of the Review Conferences was to ensure that not only the Treaty's
provi sions, but also its ainms, were fulfilled. That accounted for the

i mportance of the decisions on the strengthening of the Treaty revi ew process
and on the principles and objectives of nuclear non-proliferation and

di sarmanent, agreed upon at the 1995 Conference, which had highlighted and
reasserted the inportance and role of the NPT during the current period of

di m ni shed tension and greater confidence anpng States.

At the Committee's first session progress had been made towards
identifying those el enents that would serve as starting points for preparing
draft recommendati ons on the inplenmentation of the NPT addressing the issues
of universality, non-proliferation, nuclear disarmanment, nuclear-weapon-free
zones, security assurances, safeguards and peaceful uses of nucl ear energy.
However, the issue of the resolution on the Mddle East still had to be
addressed and his del egati on hoped that the current session would debate how
the Preparatory Conmittee should present its reconmendati ons concerning the
i mpl enentation of that resolution. At the 1997 session a first draft had been
produced to describe the | owest common denom nator of the positions set out in
the various official proposals made by the Movenent of Non-Aligned Countries,

t he European Uni on and ot her del egations, and that document could serve as a
benchmark for the current negotiations. A nore anbitious undertaking
neverthel ess |lay ahead, in ternms of both scope and content, if the Preparatory
Conmittee was to fulfil its nandate.

It had been argued that the recommendations the Preparatory Conmittee
was to make to the 2000 Revi ew Conference should provide a bal anced reflection
of the various obligations contained in the Treaty. However, the question
arose whet her a bal ance coul d be struck between obligations that were not
t hemsel ves bal anced, and whether it would not be nore reasonable for the
Conmittee's recommendati ons and the conclusions of the Review Conference to

endeavour to correct the Treaty's inbalances in order further to strengthen
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the non-proliferation regine. 1In his delegation's view, that regime would
gain strength though systematic and gradual progress towards the objective of
a nucl ear-weapon-free world. The priority for the preparatory work was to
achi eve progress towards that aimand to determ ne the neans of organizing it,
by means of a plan or schene, into a coherent set of ideas, principles and
concrete measures.

The Revi ew Conference's primary responsibility would be to undertake
a full and detailed review of how States parties conplied with each of the
Treaty's provisions. For its part, the Preparatory Comrittee shoul d devel op
the necessary reconmendations in order fully to achieve the Treaty's ains, its
uni versality, non-proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its aspects, and
above all nuclear disarmanment. Noteworthy proposals had been made in that
respect, particularly with the statenent of the Indonesian del egati on on
behal f of the Group of Non-Aligned and other States parties, and his
del egati on woul d take up those proposals in the debate.

M. AL-HUSSAM (Syrian Arab Republic) said that Syria set great

store by the current session of the Preparatory Comrittee and woul d abi de by
the position of the Movenent of Non-Aligned Countries in the field of nuclear
weapons. His delegation wished in particular to enphasize the significance of
the creation of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Mddle East and called on
States to help to achi eve that goal

At the 1995 Review Conference it had been decided to extend the NPT
indefinitely, w thout setting a deadline for the achievenment of universality
or for nucl ear-weapon States to abide by their conmtnents. Those failings
had had negative repercussions on the objectives and principles of the Treaty.
However, a wi ndow of hope had been | eft open and his del egati on congratul at ed
both the States concerned and the international conmunity as a whole on the
creation of nucl ear-weapon-free zones under the treaties of Tlatel ol co,
Rar ot onga, Pel i ndaba and Bangkok, which were all noteworthy contributions
to the establishnment of worldw de peace and security.

Wth regard to the Mddle East, the fact that Israel alone had a nuclear
programe, renmained outside the non-proliferation regine and refused to submit
to the | AEA verification process was a threat to peace and security and a
source of inbalance in the non-proliferation regine, preventing the creation

of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the region. For that reason, Syria believed
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that the issue of Israel's nuclear capability and the danger represented by
its nucl ear weapons shoul d be on the agenda of the | AEA General Conference
in 1999.

Syria and the other Arab States could not accept that Israeli nuclear
terror should be allowed to threaten the region. Nor could they shoul der
al one the obligations deriving fromtheir menbership of the NPT. The
i nternational community nust realize the risks posed for the future of the
region. Syria and the other Arab States had called repeatedly, in various
i nternational and regional foruns, for the creation of a nucl ear-weapon-free
zone in the Mddle East. The General Assenbly had al so adopted severa
resol uti ons underscoring the risks inherent in the fact that Israel was the
sol e possessor of weapons of mass destruction in the region and urging it to
accede to the NPT and accept the | AEA saf eguards regine. Failure to
i mpl enent those resol utions would nean that Israel could maintain its
aggressi ve expansi oni st policies, continue to occupy Pal estinian and ot her
Arab lands and reject the peace process which had begun at the Mdrid
conference, perhaps |leading the region to the brink of a catastrophe with
unprecedent ed consequences.

Ms. KARI MOVA (Uzbekistan) said that Uzbeki stan had consistently

supported the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons and ot her means of nass
destruction and the inplenentation of the provisions contained in the NPT and
in other international instruments reinforcing the Treaty. Uzbeki stan was

al so one of the countries that had ratified the CTBT.

The idea of establishing a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in Central Asia had
been determ ned by the need to strengthen peace and stability in the region
to el aborate an effective mechanismfor cooperation in the field of regiona
security and to reduce the risk of nuclear war and prevent the proliferation
of nucl ear weapons. The Central Asian region had conplex political, economc
mlitary, transport and ecol ogi cal problens which, in combination with the
protracted Afghan conflict, could pose a global threat. |Illegal drug
trafficking, the supply of arnms to areas of local conflict, mass mgration and
religious extremismwere the main sources of both regional and gl obal threats.
The Central Asian States fully understood that the regional comrunity was not
i mune to the threat of nuclear terrorism In February 1997, at a neeting of

the Heads of Central Asian States in Almaty, a declaration had been signed
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reflecting the need to establish a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the region and
to combat | eaks of nuclear technology and materials. The Central Asian
initiative was the result of a careful study of international experience of
non-proliferation and of the Central Asian States' perception of their
responsibility for the region's future. It also reflected their aspiration to
define their role in building a secure world for the twenty-first century.

In Septenber 1997, an international conference attended by the
representatives of 59 States and 16 international organizations had been held
at Tashkent as a step towards the establishment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone
in Central Asia. The participants had been guided by the consideration that
nucl ear security was an integral part of conprehensive security and of
survival. By pronoting the creation of the Central Asian nucl ear-weapon-free
zone, States were actively commtting thenselves to the universal reginme of
nucl ear non-proliferation and di sarmanent. At the Tashkent Conference, a
joint declaration had been signed by the Mnisters for Foreign Affairs of
Kazakhst an, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbeki stan, and a
political agreenent had been reached anong participants on the idea of
bui I di ng a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in Central Asia. The del egations at
t he Conference had denonstrated their determ nation to extend and deepen
cooperation as a means of strengthening regional and gl obal security.

A practical outcone of joint regional efforts had been the adoption
in 1997, of General Assenbly resolution 52/38 S on the creation of a
nucl ear - weapon-free zone in Central Asia. A regional treaty on that subject
was currently being drafted. |In order to coordinate the work and ensure
conpl ete agreenent on the positions of the parties concerned, the first
session of the expert group of Central Asian States had been held on
24 April 1998 at the United Nations Ofice at Geneva. A proposal had al so
been made by the Kyrgyz Republic to hold an expert neeting at Bishkek in
July 1998.

The idea of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in Central Asia had gone through
the political phase and was currently in the phase of inplenentation. The
ef fectiveness of both phases had and woul d be entirely dependent on the
under st andi ng and support of the United Nations, the Security Council and al
menbers of the international conmunity. The creation of a nucl ear-weapon-free

zone in Central Asia would contribute to strengthening internationa
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cooperation and to the progress of the world community towards universa
nucl ear di sarmanent. She hoped that the Central Asian endeavour woul d be
reflected in the final docunent of the Preparatory Committee.

M. DEMBRI (Algeria) said that his del egation supported all the
proposal s contained in the docunment introduced by the representative of
I ndonesi a on behal f of the G oup of Non-Aligned and other States parties to
t he NPT.

Al geria had been a party to the Treaty since 1995; it had al so signed
the CTBT and had placed its nucl ear reactors under |AEA safeguards. Like npst
of the international comunity, therefore, it was fully commtted to the
preservation and pronotion of non-proliferation

As the backbone of the non-proliferation regime, the NPT conprised three
i ndi ssoci abl e aspects which nust be continually strengthened and revitalized:
non-proliferation, disarmanent and peaceful use of nuclear energy. The
defects in the original drafting and concept of the Treaty should not be
accentuated by inbalances in its global inplenmentation. Non-proliferation, a
uni versal and crucial requirenent of collective security, could be properly
preserved only if those who had hel ped set up and strengthen the
non-proliferation reginme showed the political will needed to craft the
measures required for its active and systematic support.

On that basis, several points mght be of interest to the Preparatory
Committee. First, negative security assurances must be included in the
non-proliferation reginme. Failure to provide themwould anount to
j eopardi zing non-proliferation in certain regions of the world. They rmnust
be granted on an unconditional, universal, nultilaterally negotiated and
| egal | y-bi ndi ng basis, and the Conference on D sarmanent was the nost
appropriate forumfor their negotiation. He welconmed the establishment of an
ad hoc conmittee for that purpose at the current session of the Conference.
Secondly, the banning of the production of fissile material for nuclear
weapons or other nucl ear explosive devices was an essential stage of the
non-proliferation reginme. |In that connection, the Shannon report was a
val uabl e reference for begi nning negotiations in the Conference on Di sar mament
aimed at a universal, non-discrimnatory and internationally-verifiable
convention. The convention would help strength non-proliferation and

di sarmanent by governi ng aspects of the production and stockpiling of fissile
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material. Thirdly, the resolution on the Mddl e East adopted by the 1995
Revi ew and Extension Conference was of even greater relevance than in 1995.
Progress on security in that region of the world had been curbed by the
repeated refusal of one party to assume an obligation that had becone

qgquasi -universal, with respect to its potential for chem cal, biological and
nucl ear weapons of nass destruction. Fourthly, access, use of and production
of nucl ear energy for peaceful purposes was an inalienable right that should
apply without discrimnation or restriction to all parties to the Treaty.

In order for the review process to be conplete and objective, it must
be conducted in coordination with the provisions of the Treaty itself, the
decl aration of Principles and Objectives of the 1995 Conference and the
measures whi ch had been achi eved and remained to be achieved in the field of
non-proliferation and di sarmanent. The latter, in addition to the banning
of fissile material, included the negotiation within the Conference on
Di sarmanent, through an ad hoc commttee, of a phased programe of nucl ear
di sarmanent and for the eventual elimnation of nuclear weapons within a
ti me-bound franmework. Such a neasure was a political necessity, a |lega
obligation and the corollary of the need of all for security. It was
ultimately a noral obligation inposed on the parties to the Treaty by
i nternational public opinion

The cold war had becone a part of history, and new internationa
rel ati ons must be forged where nucl ear deterrence had no role and the
possessi on of nucl ear weapons could no longer be justified. Bilateral efforts
to reduce nucl ear arsenals deserved recognition, but such efforts nust al so be
built upon in the nultilateral franmework offered by the Conference on
Di sarmanment so that all would be able to fulfil their nutual responsibility in
t he strengthening of the non-proliferation regine.

Legitimate grounds for satisfaction were the fact that, since the Review
and Extension Conference in 1995, the southern hem sphere had become a fully
denucl eari zed zone, nuclear tests had been conpl etely banned and the nunmber of
States parties to the Treaty had increased. Neverthel ess, cooperation would
be required fromall, both at the second session of the Preparatory Comittee
and throughout the review process, in order to neet the goals of the Treaty.
He hoped that the new m |l enniumwould be the dawn of a world free of nucl ear

weapons.
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M. MENDIS (Sri Lanka) said that effective inplenentation of
the NPT in all its aspects was crucial to the security order of the next
mllennium It was needed to ensure that the security framework for the
elimnati on of nuclear weapons was an environment progressively free of
nucl ear threats, accidents, errors and proliferation. The newlife given to
the Treaty at the 1995 Conference, together with the principles and objectives
adopted, represented a uni que consensus on a road map towards the eventua
el imi nation of nuclear weapons in a predictable and stable nmanner. The 2000
Revi ew Conference would be the first test bed for the strengthened review
process and all those who wi shed to safeguard and inplenment the NPT in all its
aspects should therefore take care not to regress fromthe 1995 consensus,
particularly on the agreed objectives and principles. The nucl ear-weapon
States had a special responsibility in that regard.

At the 1997 session of the Preparatory Committee, two differing schools
of thought had hindered nore productive work. His delegation believed that
the purpose of procedure was to facilitate substantive work, not to pre-enpt
it. The so-called cluster debates in the past had proved to be
counter-productive, and substantive itenms such as nucl ear disarnmanent and
rel ated i ssues had not been given sufficient focus and tine.

Hi s del egati on hoped that the proposals submtted by the Mvenent of
Non- Al i gned Countries/ Goup of 21 would be revisited in the current session in
the context of the docunent on principles and objectives. Due consideration
shoul d be given to the proposals and suggestions of all delegations. Wile
grappling with famliar issues the Preparatory Committee should not |ose sight
of new chall enges as well. The snuggling of nuclear material, nuclear
terrorism institutional support from | AEA, issues of safety and environnent
and export-inport control of illicit nuclear material were sonme of the issues
that needed to be addressed to ensure an environnment dedicated to
non-proliferation and di sarmanment in the coming era. He hoped that agreenent
could be reached on a tinme allocation format conmensurate with the inportance
of issues new and old. It was self-evident that the nuclear disarmnment
cluster should have priority in that regard.

The NPT was perhaps the first multilaterally negotiated treaty that
sought nucl ear di sarmanent. The 1995 Conference had forcefully reaffirmed

that need and set out the path towards the eventual elimnation of nuclear
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weapons. The conclusions of the forthcom ng Revi ew Conference concerning
article VI would therefore be of great significance. The nucl ear-weapon
States’ willingness to undertake a nultilateral process on nuclear disarmnent
i ssues was vital to ensure that non-proliferation efforts did not remain
open-ended and di sarmanent efforts paral ysed. The Conference on D sarmanent
had an inmportant but largely unexploited role to play in that regard. It was
wi dely recogni zed that nucl ear non-proliferation and di sarmanment represented
a continuumcritical to international stability and security. Security
assurances and stability on a global, regional and country-specific basis were
intertwined with econom ¢ growth and devel opnent. Article VI (nuclear
di sarmanent) was not necessarily directed at the nucl ear-weapon States, but
held all parties to the Treaty accountable for its inplementation. Review
conferences provided a venue to advance that process and not to detract from
it.

First, therefore, article VI of the Treaty nust be allotted nore tine,
focus and attention. Secondly, the Conference on Di sarmament, which woul d
comence its next session in 1998 shortly, needed to pursue nucl ear
di sarmanent as the highest priority in a nmeaningful way and not all ow
procedure to pre-enpt substance. Thirdly, all States should pronmote the entry
into force of the CTBT, which was an integral conmponent of the principles and
obj ectives adopted by the 1995 NPT Conference. Sri Lanka had al ways
considered a true CIBT as an effective barrier agai nst new nucl ear weapons and
nore nucl ear-weapon States. However, the continuation of testing under
what ever pretext, technical or other, would be a blowto the CTBT regine.
Fourthly, the START Il Treaty should be inplemented and the approval of the
Protocol s for START Il executed wi thout delay. The major nuclear inventories
needed to be further scaled down, and the United States and the
Russi an Federation should begin negotiations on follow up reductions of
arsenals as agreed in Helsinki. All nuclear-weapon States should negotiate
in good faith to reduce their respective nuclear arsenals, including the
cessation of production of nucl ear warheads. That process could be pursued
both bilaterally and nultilaterally. There should be a multilaterally
negoti ated and effectively verifiable regine on fissile material as well
Al'l those parallel processes would form synergies that would realize the
objectives set in the NPT and at the 1995 Conf erence.
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Saf eguards were of increasing inportance. Since the end of the cold
war, a series of events had transfornmed the dynanmics of the safeguards
systems. A distinct achievenent had been reached when the | AEA Board of
Governors had approved a nodel additional protocol to strengthen the existing
measures on safeguards. However, limtations still existed as full-scope
saf eguards could not be applied to all nuclear-material facilities. It was of
gl obal interest to advance new technol ogi es and i nternational cooperation, in
order to keep pace with the rapidly evolving sphere of nuclear technol ogy.

The 2000 Revi ew Conference should therefore pay sufficient attention to the
i ssue of safeguards.

Article IV of the Treaty, concerning peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
enbodi ed an inherent right of the States parties to obtain the nuclear
technol ogy for peaceful usage w thout any discrimnation. 1In the next decade,
nucl ear technol ogy would play a pivotal role in the real mof economc
devel opnent. The devel opi ng countries would be particularly interested in
seeing a greater and nore creative role for | AEA to provide nucl ear technol ogy
applications adapted to national devel opnment needs. As parties to the NPT,
devel opi ng countries expected | AEA to pl ace equal enphasis on nucl ear
technol ogy applications under article IV.

He hoped that the issue of negative security assurances would be
meani ngful | y addressed in the strengthened review process. It was incredible
that the negative security assurances debate was still bogged down in the
percei ved security requirenents of the nucl ear-weapon States and was not being
addressed as a real issue faced by those States which had | egally renounced
t he nucl ear weapons option. The 2000 Revi ew Conference provided an
opportunity for the nucl ear-weapon States to change that attitude. The
non- nucl ear - weapon parties to the NPT, the normsetters for non-proliferation
and di sarmanent in the nuclear age, would wait to see whether those
nucl ear - weapon States woul d constructively use the opportunity offered to
t hem

At the turn of the century, nations nust realize that the tine was ripe
for di m nishing nuclear dangers and arsenals. The utility of nuclear weapons
needed to be played down constantly in order to deter proliferators as well as
nucl ear builders. Having indefinitely extended the NPT, the nucl ear-weapon

States should not give the inpression that they were permanently bonded to the
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utility of nuclear weapons. The 2000 Revi ew Conference shoul d project the
positive nessage that an era of universal non-proliferation and multilatera
di sarmanent was begi nning. Any other nessage, particularly on the part of the
nucl ear - weapon States, would not enhance the credibility of the extended NPT
regi nme.
M. RYBAK (Ukraine) said that, since the 1995 Revi ew and Extension

Conf erence, Ukraine had consistently abi ded by Conference decisions and
supported nuclear non-proliferation in general. It had conpleted the
wi t hdrawal of nucl ear weapons fromits territory, signed the CIBT and becone
a menber of the Nuclear Suppliers Goup and Zangger Committee. A system of
export control was functioning, through which the Governnment regul ated the
transfers and transits of nuclear materials and missile products as well as
rel evant technologies, in particular according to the requirenments of the
Nucl ear Suppliers Goup and the Mssile Technol ogy Control Regine. As the
representative of the Russian Federation had recalled, Ukraine had actively
participated in the inplenentation of START I and fully conplied with the
provi sions of the Treaty. It appreciated the decision of the 1995 Conference
on the indefinite extension of the Treaty as well as the set of other
i rmportant decisions which had significantly influenced the internationa
clinmate.

Ukr ai ne had taken an active part in the preparatory work for the
Conf erence deci sions on principles and objectives strengthening the NPT revi ew
process, and on the resolution on the Mddle East. They reflected the
positions expressed by the vast mpjority of States parties to the NPT
concerni ng subsequent instrunents to prevent nucl ear-weapon proliferation and
to provide incentives for nuclear disarmanent. Ensuring the universality of
the NPT remained Ukraine's priority, and he called on all States not parties
to the Treaty, in particular those possessing nuclear facilities to which | AEA
saf eguards were not applied, to join the NPT in the shortest possible tine.

Ukrai ne was especially sensitive to the problem of nuclear safety and
non-proliferation and had ratified the Convention on Nuclear Safety at the end
of 1997. Its decision to forswear the third |argest nuclear arsenal in the
world, inherited fromthe forner USSR, and to becone a non-nucl ear-weapon
State, had caused controversial debates in the parliament of Ukraine during

the discussion of its accession to the NPT. As a result of the accident at
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t he Chernobyl nuclear power plant, nuclear safety issues had become a matter
of concern not only for politicians but for the public at large. 1In a speech
to the Parliamentary Assenbly of the Council of Europe in 1996, the President
of Ukraine had noted that the establishnment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in
Central and Eastern Europe coul d substantially enhance the devel opment of the
Eur opean process in all its dinensions.

Ukr ai ne assessed positively the NATO Decl arati on on the non-depl oynent
of nuclear tactical weapons in the territories of the new menmbers of the
expanded Al liance, and believed that a further inmportant step m ght be the
adopti on of an appropriate nmandatory docunent on that issue. Consultations
with all interested parties on possible approaches to the realization of such
a docunent were an urgent necessity.

Ukr ai ne supported the efforts of the world comunity to strengthen
the non-proliferation regine at the regional level. The establishnent of
nucl ear - weapon-free zones in Africa and Sout h- East Asia were exanples of the
i mpl enentation of article VII of the Treaty. He believed there was still a
possibility to achieve such a zone in the Mddl e East.

On 21 Septenber 1995 Ukrai ne had signed with | AEA the Agreenent on the
Application of Safeguards in connection with the Treaty; the Agreenent had
entered into force for Ukraine on 17 January 1998.

Ukr ai ne believed that dial ogue should be intensified between nations
willing to establish equal partnership relations on both bilateral and
multilateral bases in the sphere of peaceful use of nuclear energy within the
framewor k of | AEA and the international non-proliferation regine of the
Nucl ear Suppliers G oup.

The current political environment placed on the international agenda one
of the main global security issues - the non-nucl ear-weapon-world concept.
That required i medi ate practical measures to provide for universal adherence
to the NPT; active steps by all nucl ear-weapon States to reduce their nuclear
potential (with the commencenent, after START Il entered into force, of
negoti ati ons on the future reduction of nuclear weapons, involving all the
nucl ear - weapon States); ensuring a reliable verification reginme (IAEA
saf eguards, control reginmes for transfers of sensitive itenms and
technol ogi es); ensuring the entry into force of the CIBT as soon as possible;

el aboration of an international convention for the suppression of acts of
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nucl ear terrorism decisive neasures for the conprehensive inplenmentation of
the treaties on existing nucl ear-weapon-free zones and the establishnent of
new zones; and the early start of negotiations on a fissile material cut-off
conventi on.

Wil e concentrating attention on the global aspects of genera
di sarmanent, Ukrai ne was convinced that it was necessary to take decisive
steps towards the inplenentation of international arrangenments for the
non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. The NPT was a single
i nternational binding docunent uniting the international community around the
concept of global nuclear security and its efficiency m ght be enhanced by
nore active efforts by such global forums as the United Nations, in particular
| AEA. NPT universality depended as never before on the solution of sensitive
political problenms at the regional level. |In that connection, political and
functional interactions should be established between the work bei ng conduct ed
by the United Nations and efforts in the franework of internationa
non-proliferation agreenents. Those steps should be a major prerequisite for
achieving the high level of universality of the non-proliferation regine.

M. ALBORZI (Islamic Republic of Iran) said that the NPT would be
the cornerstone of the gl obal nuclear non-proliferation regine in the years to
cone. Consolidated efforts were needed to strengthen the regine through
realization of the goals and objectives of the Treaty. In that respect,
further el aboration of the main objectives of the Treaty as envisaged in the
Principles and Objectives provided a sound basis for collective endeavours
towards that goal

In accordance with the ternms of its mandate, the Preparatory Committee
must consi der ways and neans to pronmote the full inplementation of the Treaty
and to ensure its universality by naking concrete recommendati ons to the
Revi ew Conference thereon. That could not be achieved until and unless the
i mplications of developnents in the field of nuclear non-proliferation were
exam ned.

The indefinite extension of the Treaty in 1995, the conclusion of the
CTBT, in spite of its shortcom ngs, its signature by 149 countries to date and
the willingness expressed by some nore countries to adhere to the Treaty were
clear indications of the political will of the international conmunity to take

further steps towards the total elimnation of nuclear weapons.
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However, a good many concerns remained. The conducting of sub-critica
testing by some nucl ear-weapon States was underm ning confidence in the
provi sions of the CTBT and would certainly open the door to simlar
undert aki ngs by other nuclear Powers, further renmoving the goal of a tota
ban on the devel opnent of all nucl ear-weapon systens and their elimnation
Conti nued nuclear testing had put the very objectives of the CIBT, enshrined
inits preanble, to a severe test. Criticismby the international community
of nuclear testing was mounting, and he sincerely hoped that woul d di scourage
further tests.

Progress in the field of bilateral arnms control agreenments between the
United States and the Russian Federation was sluggish. Wile START | was
bei ng i npl enented, START Il had yet to enter into force. The begi nning of
negoti ations on START IIl remained in linbo. [If nmomentum waned, further
nucl ear arms reduction would be but an optimstic goal

However, nucl ear disarmanent renained the first priority of the
i nternational comunity. Resistance by sone nucl ear-weapon States to the
comencenent of negotiations on nucl ear disarmanent had led to a stalemate in
t he Conference on Disarmanent. That had adversely affected the negoti ated
di sarmanent agenda and had del ayed negotiati ons on sone specific issues, in
particular a fissile material cut-off treaty.

A fundanental issue was that sone nucl ear-weapon States declined even to
consi der changing their nuclear deterrence doctrines dating fromthe cold war
period. To themthe end of the cold war sinply dictated changes in the
positioning of strategic and tactical nuclear weapons and the taking of steps
to devel op new nucl ear-weapon systens to neet the geopolitical requirenents of
the new international system |In his delegation's opinion, the tinme had cone
to give serious thought to real and tinme-bound nucl ear disarmnment.

The starting point should be the assertions nmade by all nucl ear-weapon
States at the 1995 Conference that the indefinite extension of the NPT was not
a justification for maintaining nuclear weapons for ever. Nucl ear weapons,
whi ch nerely caused tension and conflict, persistently threatened
i nternati onal peace and security and inhibited the confidence necessary for

the reformof international relations and inproved cooperation. |If they were
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to meet their obligations, the possessors of nuclear weapons were required
and bound to pursue systematic and progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear
weapons globally with the ultimate goal of their elimnation

In order to stinulate structured di scussion of such efforts,

28 non-aligned menbers of the Conference on Di sarmanent had proposed a
practical programme of action. Tinme should be allocated for a discussion
of the issue.

The States parties to the NPT had a responsibility to support the
establ i shnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones, which contributed to nucl ear
di sarmanent and non-proliferation. 1t was encouragi ng that new
nucl ear - weapon-free zones had been established in Africa and Central Asia.
However, the establishnment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the Mddle East,
whi ch had been specifically called for by the 1995 Conference, was bl ocked by
Israel's nuclear policies, and diplomatic efforts to persuade Israel to
renounce the nuclear option had failed. A fresh inpetus to pronote the issue
was needed fromthe sponsors of the draft resolution on the Mddle East at the
1995 Conference, and every means available in the review process should be
used in defining the practical steps to be taken to establish such a zone.

After nore than a decade of negotiations on security assurances, little
progress had been made. The decision of the Conference on Di sarmanment to
establish an ad hoc comrittee on negative security assurances was to be
wel comed, since it held out the hope of real negotiations taking place. It
woul d not, however, be easy to reach agreenment on the issue at the Conference
on Di sarmanment, given the basic conceptual differences anmong the nenbers of
t hat Conference regarding non-proliferation, and his del egati on consi dered
that negotiati ons could be conducted within the NPT framework. Support was
growi ng for the proposal to annex a protocol on security assurances to
the NPT. Iran and 11 other States parties to the NPT had submtted a draft
protocol to the Conference on Di sarmanment in 1994,

The Treaty bal anced the rights and obligations of the States parties and
ensured the inalienable right of all States parties, w thout discrimnation
to participate in the fullest possible exchange of equiprent, materials and
technol ogy for peaceful use. Its provisions, or allegations not verified by
| AEA, shoul d not be used as grounds for interfering with such peaceful use by
States parties, or with their trade relations. The |AEA safeguards system had

been designed to verify the conpliance of the States parties with their
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obl i gations under the Treaty, including peaceful use, and the decision of the
1995 Conference on Principles and Objectives clearly recognized | AEA as the
conpetent authority in that respect and requested States parties that had
concerns regardi ng non-conpliance with the safeguards agreenents of the Treaty
to direct such concerns to the Agency, thereby avoiding unilateral action that
could undernmine the credibility of I AEA or the Treaty.

The export control reginme established by a few nuclear countries, and in
whi ch devel opi ng countries had no say, ran counter to the basic provisions of
the Treaty, since it inhibited the peaceful use of nuclear technol ogy by
devel oping countries. Guidelines for the transfer of equipnent and technol ogy
shoul d be devel oped in a transparent manner with the broad participation of
States parties, in accordance with the decision on Principles and Objectives.
Thus far, no practical steps had been taken towards inplementation of that
decision, owing largely to the reluctance of the Nuclear Suppliers Goup to
heed the concerns of other States parties. He invited the Group to reviewits
nmodalities by inviting other interested States parties to participate inits
proceedi ngs and deci si on- naki ng process.

It was regrettable that years of negotiations at the Conference on
Di sar manent had yi el ded no tangi ble result on the question of securing
saf eguarded nuclear facilities against attack or threats of attack, the
security and environnental consequences of which would transcend nationa
boundaries. 1In the light of the risks involved, no effort should be spared to
expl ore ways of ensuring the safety of all peaceful facilities, particularly
t hose under | AEA saf eguards.

Lastly, he enphasized the need for a foll ow up nechanismto ensure the
i mpl enentation of the NPT and of the recommendati ons of the 2000 Revi ew
Conference. An open-ended standing conmittee could be established, for
exanple, not only to provide such follow up but also to function as an
institution that could address all aspects of the Treaty, including conpliance
i ssues. That proposal could be considered during the second session

M. GARCIA (Colonmbia) said that his delegation fully supported the
statenment made by I ndonesia on behalf of the G oup of Non-Aligned and ot her

States parties to the Treaty. The NPT was an essential instrument in
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combating the vertical and horizontal proliferation of nuclear weapons and a
vital tool in nuclear disarmanent, and he re-enphasi zed the undertaki ngs set
forth in articles | and 11

| AEA was responsible for verifying conpliance with the Treaty, and its
saf eguards system played a vital role in the fulfilnment of the obligations set
forth in article I'll. It was therefore of the utnost inportance that al
States parties that had not yet done so should conclude agreenents as provided
for in that article. Moreover, the balanced interpretation and inplenentation
of the Treaty neant that it was of particular inportance to ensure the
exercise of the inalienable rights of all parties under the Treaty.

The devel opi ng countries should be given preferential treatment in the
exchange of equipnent, materials and information. It was unacceptabl e that
restrictions should be inposed or unilateral and discrimnatory standards
applied in the exchange of technology for the peaceful use of nuclear energy.

observance of the letter and spirit of the CIBT would entail conducting
no tests of any kind and a different interpretation of that Treaty woul d
weaken it and undermine its credibility, thereby detracting fromits value in
combating nuclear proliferation and its contribution to the nucl ear
di sarmanent process.

Nucl ear weapons renmi ned the greatest danger to humanity and to the very
exi stence of life on the planet, and the ultimte goal could only be their
conplete elimnation. The greatest responsibility lay with the nucl ear-weapon
States, and particularly those with the largest arsenals. Hi s delegation
supported the positions of the Movenent of Non-Aligned Countries and of the
Group of 21 within the framework of the Conference on Di sarmanent in
reaffirm ng the priority of negotiations on nuclear disarmanent in accordance
with the Final Docunent of the tenth Special Session of the Ceneral Assenbly,
the first special session devoted to disarmanent.

In the context of the undertakings set forth in article VI, and in
particular the responsibility of the nucl ear-weapon States, to pursue
negotiations in good faith on effective neasures relating to cessation of the
nucl ear arns race and to nucl ear disarmament, he recalled the advisory opinion
of the International Court of Justice (ICJ) on the legality of the threat or

use of nucl ear weapons, to the effect that there was an obligation to pursue
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in good faith and bring to a concl usion negotiations |eading to disarmnment
inall its aspects under strict and effective international control

The indefinite extension of the NPT had renewed the inpetus for its
i npl enentation, since it nmeant that the non-nucl ear-weapon States had
renounced the nuclear option and that the nucl ear-weapon States must conply
with the provisions of article VI and observe the letter, the spirit and the
ainms of the Treaty. Any other interpretation would run counter to the
principle of the equal sovereignty of States and the principles and norns
of international |aw

H s del egation supported the call for the Conference on D sarmanent to
establish an ad hoc comittee on nuclear disarmanment to commence negoti ati ons
on a phased programre of nucl ear disarmanment and for the eventual elimnation
of nucl ear weapons within a time-bound framework and a convention prohibiting
t he devel opment, production, testing, deploynment, stockpiling, transfer
threat or use of nuclear weapons.

Col ombi a furthernore supported the proposal of 28 del egations to the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment that were nenbers of the Goup of 21 for a programe
of action for the elimnation of nuclear weapons, and a broad mandate for an
ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmanment to negotiate a universal, legally
bi ndi ng agreenent committing all States to the conplete elimnation of nuclear
weapons; an agreenent on further neasures towards the total elimnation of
nucl ear weapons; and a treaty banning the production of fissile material for
nucl ear weapons, taking account of the report of the Special Coordinator on
the subject and the opinions as to the scope of such a treaty submtted
by 26 del egations to the Conference on Di sarmanent that were nmenbers of the
Group of 21.

Hi s del egation supported the initiation of negotiations in the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment on a treaty prohibiting the production and
stockpiling of fissile material for nuclear weapons and ot her nucl ear
expl osi ve devices, provided such a treaty was non-discrimnatory, effectively
verifiable and universally applicable.

As a party to the Treaty of Tlatelolco, which had established the first
nucl ear - weapon-free zone, Col onbia wel coned the establishnent of sinmilar zones
in other regions under the Treaties of Rarotonga, Bangkok and Pelindaba, on

the basis of agreenents freely entered into by the States of those regions.
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It also supported the establishnent of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in other
regi ons, such as the Mddle East, and welcomed the initiative of the
Central Asian States to establish such a zone in that region

The NPT would not be able to fulfil its objectives until it had achi eved
universality and it was therefore inmportant to persist in the task of
persuadi ng those States that had not yet done so to accede to the Treaty.

It was 20 years since the issue of negative security assurances had
first been considered by the General Assenmbly at its special session on
disarmanent. Only the conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons woul d provi de
absol ute assurance to all non-nucl ear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of such weapons. |In the neantine, every effort should be nade to
establish a legally binding negative security assurance regi me, and his
del egation considered that the ad hoc comm ttee established to exam ne that
i ssue in the Conference on Di sarmanent should devote itself to that task.

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) said that the changes in the internationa
security situation brought about by the end of the cold war had led to
out st andi ng achi evenents in di sarmanent negotiations, arnms control and
non-proliferation, but nuch remained to be done before the principles and
obj ectives of nuclear disarmanment could be fully inmplemented. It was
necessary to nove away from out noded nucl ear deterrence strategies and
doctrines. Recent initiatives to establish nucl ear-weapon-free zones, with a
view to the total elimnation of nuclear weapons, had underscored the demands
frominternational public opinion for the delegitimzation of such weapons.

The Preparatory Conmittee's role should now be to focus on ways of
i mpl enenting all the provisions of the NPT, as well as the three decisions
and the resolution on the Mddl e East adopted in the 1995 Conference. The
sessions of the Conmittee could be thought of as mni-review conferences,
whi ch could nonitor the progress achieved in the inplenentation of the Treaty,
i dentifying shortconings and inpedi ments and finding ways to redress any
i mbal ances. The review of inplenentation should al so enbrace decisions 1
and 2 and the resolution on the Mddle East, and each session of the Conmittee
shoul d make recomendati ons for updating and extending the principles and
obj ectives to the 2000 Revi ew Conference, in order to strengthen

i mpl enent ati on and conpl i ance.
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Only a truly universal reginme could guarantee security for all parties
at both the regional and the international |levels, for no country could fee
secure as |long as nucl ear weapons existed. Under such a regime, all parties
shoul d be able to benefit fromthe peaceful uses of nuclear technology on an
equal basis, without discrimnation. The Preparatory Commttee shoul d
consi der ways of pronoting universal adherence to the NPT and its ful
i mpl enentation, for, unless that was achi eved, the non-proliferation regine
woul d becone discrimnatory and woul d benefit sone at the expense of others,
whi | e excl udi ng yet others.

The 1995 Conference had decided to extend the NPT indefinitely even
bef ore undertaking a review of the inplementation of article VI or agreeing on
a phased programme to elimnate nucl ear weapons. Now that the CTBT had been
concl uded, the Comm ttee should focus on ways of achieving the ultimte goa
of elimnation, as expressed in the progranme of action contained in the
deci sion on principles and objectives agreed to by the internationa
comunity. One nethod could be to request the States parties to submt
written reports on their progress to date and on their future plans for
i npl enentation of the principles and objectives. The nucl ear-weapon States
shoul d meke a legally binding commtnment to provide additional assurances for
manki nd, for the safety and security of present and future generations.

He expressed concern at the lack of inplenmentation of the decision on
principles and objectives, since it appeared to indicate that nucl ear-weapon
States still considered such weapons to have a role to play in internationa
relations. [If nuclear disarmanent was to be the exclusive business of the
officially decl ared nucl ear-weapon States, how would it be possible to dea
wi th any nucl ear weapons in the possession of other States not parties to
the NPT? An answer to that question nust be found if the desire to rid the
pl anet of nucl ear weapons was genui ne.

It was not unreasonable to press for nuclear disarmnment and the
conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons, even if it was not a short-term
objective. It was not only the claimof the Miwvenment of Non-Aligned
Countries, but had been reflected also in the ICJ advisory opinion, the
recommendati ons of the Canberra Conmi ssion and numerous General Assenbly

resolutions. Above all, it was an aspect of the protection of human rights
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and fundanental freedons and above all the right to life for present and
future generations, in line with resolution 1996/14 of the Sub-Comr ssion on
Prevention of Discrimnation and Protection of Mnorities.

The “Proposal for a progranmme of action for the elimnation of nuclear
weapons”, which Egypt had subnitted to the Conference on Di sarmanment on behal f
of 28 del egations on 7 August 1996, had been intended to contribute to the
start of negotiations in an ad hoc conmttee on nucl ear disarmament, which the
Conf erence on Di sarnmanment had been requested to establish. The programe of
action recogni zed that active nultilateral efforts were needed to identify and
i npl ement specific step-by-step neasures for the conplete elimnation of
nucl ear weapons. It contained concrete nmeasures to be carried out by the
proposed ad hoc committee in three phases, and ending in 2020. Egypt had al so
submtted a draft nandate for the proposed ad hoc commttee to the Conference
on Di sarmanent (docunent CD/ 1453). It took account of a nunber of concerns,
calling for sinmultaneous negotiations on the phased programme for the conplete
el imnati on of nuclear weapons as well as a conprehensive agreenment banni ng
the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons and nucl ear expl osive
devi ces.

Egypt supported the main goals of the fissile nmaterials ban, but such a
ban could be effective only if it provided value added in the field of genera
di sarmanent, and especially if it took into account and banned future
production as well as the existing stockpiles of such materials. Banning
future production of fissile materials was only a limted non-proliferation
measure, however, particularly for those countries wi th nucl ear weapons
potential and nucl ear weapons, and woul d have no real disarmanent val ue.

St ockpi | es of weapons - usable fissile materials that existed in any country
woul d have to be declared and be subjected to very careful inventory and

i nspection under international supervision and control. Such a step should
serve as the basis for any verification reginme. Negotiations on a treaty to
ban fissile materials could commence in the ad hoc conmittee on nucl ear

di sarmanent with the mandate reflected in the Shannon report including the
concerns expressed by all countries.

Despite the various proposals to establish such a commttee within the
Conference on Di sarmanment, an agreenent had recently been reached to pursue

i ntensi ve consul tati ons under the Conference's agenda item on cessation of the
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nucl ear arms race and nucl ear disarmanment. Egypt had al ready expressed its
reservation on that nodality, which raised several questions and concerns
regardi ng those who were reluctant to proceed with the serious work under that
itemin the Conference on Di sarnmanment.

Bot h nucl ear and non-nucl ear-weapon States parties to the NPT equally
recogni zed that the peaceful uses of nuclear energy were a legitimte and
i nalienable right for all States and that the purpose of the safeguards
measures to which all parties should be conmitted should be to guarantee
peaceful uses of nuclear energy while preventing mlitary uses of the
technol ogy. There was, however, a serious inbalance in internationa
cooperation in the field of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, as export
control groups, including the Nuclear Suppliers G oup, inmposed various
restrictions on the transfer of such technology to sonme nucl ear-weapon States
parties to the Treaty, despite the fact that those States had subjected their
nuclear facilities to international inspection and the | AEA safeguards
mechani sm while other States that were not parties to the Treaty had been
able to acquire the technol ogy easily. Egypt took due note of the interesting
Australian proposal of 1990 on full-scope safeguards as an assurance of
supply.

The best security assurance to non-nucl ear-weapon States was the
el imnation of nuclear weapons. The NPT did not, however, strike a bal ance
bet ween the haves and the have-nots, as it did not provide the latter with
conprehensive, credible and sufficient security assurances. The assurances
delivered thus far to non-nucl ear-weapon States parties to the NPT on
unilateral and plurilateral fornms by the five nucl ear-weapon States and which
were reflected in Security Council resolutions 255 and 984 fell short of the
needs and requirenents of the non-nucl ear-weapon States, since such assurances
were condi tional, non-conprehensive, not |legally binding - nmeaning they could
be rescinded by any party - and had not been negotiated nmultilaterally.
Therefore, the decision on principles and objectives adopted by the 1995
Revi ew Conference should be inplenmented i mediately by starting serious
negotiations on a nultilateral and legally binding instrument to provide
non- nucl ear - weapon States parties to the Treaty with conprehensi ve and
uncondi ti onal assurances as soon as possible. Such an instrunment could take

the formof a protocol to be annexed to the NPT, which could be negotiated by
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the ad hoc committee on negative security assurances that the Conference on
Di sarmanent in March 1998 had agreed to establish. The 2000 Revi ew Conference
woul d be an excellent occasion for annexing such a protocol. Alternatively,
an internationally legally binding instrument could be negotiated within the
Conference on Di sarmanment, even if it did not take the formof the proposed
pr ot ocol

The | AEA safeguards reginme was an essential elenment in fulfilling the
obj ectives of non-proliferation and nucl ear di sarmanent. The concl usion of
the “93 + 2” programme and the adoption of the nodel additional protoco
provi ded a sound basis for making the Agency nore effective in carrying out
its mandate. All States parties which had not yet done so should sign the
saf eguards agreenents required by article Ill of the Treaty w thout del ay.
There was al so a need to start serious work on extending the full-scope
safeguards reginme to include all States which currently had no saf eguards
agreenents, or only partial ones, with the Agency.

Regarding the resolution on the M ddl e East adopted by the 1995 Revi ew
Conf erence, Egypt again warned of the threat of a nuclear programme not
subject to international guarantees on its eastern borders. How |long would
Israel continue to exercise its policy of nuclear obfuscation, which was
conpletely contradictory to the purposes of the current age and which
t hreat ened the peace and security of all its neighbouring countries, as wel
as the right tolife? Israel had refused to join the NPT or even to declare
its intention to adhere to the Treaty or subnit all of its nuclear facilities
to the | AEA safeguards regine. He stressed the need for the Preparatory
Conmittee to issue a declaration calling on Israel to abide by those
conditions. The Preparatory Committee should also follow up on inplenentation
of the resolution, which called upon all States in the Mddle East to take
practical steps ainmed at nmaking progress towards the establishment of an
effectively verifiable Mddl e East zone free of weapons of mass destruction
The resolution also called upon all States in the Mddle East that had not yet
done so, without exception, to accede to the NPT as soon as possible and to
pl ace their nuclear facilities under the full-scope | AEA safeguards. Al
States parties to the Treaty, and in particular the nucl ear-weapon States, had

a responsibility to extend their cooperation to attain the Treaty's objectives
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and were called upon to exert their utnost efforts. The depository States
must shoul der the primary responsibilities as co-sponsors of the resolution
M. JEENBAEV (Kyrgyzstan) said the Preparatory Commttee shoul d

recogni ze that it was engaged in a qualitatively different review process from
that of the 1995 Conference; no |longer confined to a retrospective exam nation
of inplenmentation of the Treaty, and guided by the Principles and Cbjectives,
it needed to | ook forward and identify practical means for strengthening the
i npl enentation of the NPT and achieving its universality. Regrettably, the
initial high expectations after the 1995 Conference had been only partially
fulfilled. Conpletion of the CIBT negotiations represented the nost striking
progress that had been nade on the di sarmanent front, and his Government was
proud to have signed that Treaty. It also took positive note of the progress
made since 1995 in the establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones in Africa
and Sout h-East Asia and in the growth of support for such zones in other
regions. As those zones had evol ved, they had generally beconme stronger. The
Treaty of Rarotonga appeared stronger than that of Tlatelolco in terns of
prohi biting the possession or testing of nucl ear explosive devices for
peaceful purposes. The Bangkok Treaty introduced new el ements in the contro
system for nucl ear-weapon-free zones, while the Treaty of Pelindaba prohibited
the manufacture, testing, stockpiling or acquisition by all neans, as well as
t he possession and control, of any nucl ear explosive device. Such zones
contributed greatly to the pursuit of a world free of nucl ear weapons.
Kyrgyzstan was especially pleased to note the significant progress towards
establishing such a zone in Central Asia and attached particular inmportance to
the General Assenbly resolution adopted at the fifty-second session calling on
all States to support the initiative ainmed at establishing such a zone and
drawi ng attention to the formation in April 1998, under United Nations
auspi ces, of an expert group on the subject and to preparations for a
consul tative meeting to discuss the basic elenents of such a treaty, involving
the five Central Asian States, the five nucl ear-weapon States and the
United Nations, to be held at Bishkek in July 1998. He hoped the Preparatory
Committee woul d take positive note of those devel opnents.

Those encouragi ng non-proliferation steps were, however, insufficient by
t henmsel ves to guarantee the continued integrity of the NPT. Regrettably, the

sl ow pace of arms reductions since 1995 suggested that the nucl ear-weapon
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States were not pursuing their nuclear disarmanment obligations in good faith.
In order to elimnate that perception, it was inmportant for those States to
reaffirmand realize their conmtnment to nucl ear disarmanment as specified in
article VI of the NPT.

Hi s Government strongly endorsed the | AEA's strengt hened saf eguards
system based on the nodel additional protocol agreed to in 1997. He was
pl eased to report that on 18 March 1998, Kyrgyzstan had signed a safeguards
agreenent with the Agency. The process of disarmanment required strict
procedures for the safe handling, transport, storage and di sposal of sensitive
nucl ear material. Attention nust also be given to mitigating the
envi ronnent al consequences of past and present nucl ear weapons progranmes.
There had been exceptional instances in which serious environnenta
consequences had resulted from urani um m ni ng and associ ated nucl ear
fuel -cycle activities in the production of nuclear weapons. That
of ten-overl ooked environnental problem caused by nucl ear weapons producti on
and borne by Kyrgyzstan, anbpng other States, was another reason why his
Government attached such inportance to the work of the Preparatory Conmittee.
The 1995 Conference had called upon all CGovernnments and internationa
organi zations with expertise in the field of clean-up and di sposal of
radi oactive contam nants to consider giving such appropriate assistance as
m ght be requested for renedi al purposes in those affected areas. The Agency
shoul d provide a statenent during the Preparatory Committee's current session
about its relevant activities and the assistance programres avail able for the
pur poses of environnental assessnment, clean-up and the disposal of radioactive
cont am nants

M. JU (Republic of Korea) said his Governnent supported an

action-oriented, forward-I|ooking approach that woul d enable the Preparatory
Committee to set forth a concrete programme of action for the 2000 Revi ew
Conference. Fixing concrete and precise targets, such as those adopted for
the CTBT negotiations, for exanple, would help the Conmittee to attain its
stated goals. Universal adherence to the Treaty should continue to
accelerate, with the successful inplenmentation of Brazil's promsing intent to
accede. His Governnent, as an original signatory to and strong supporter of
the CTBT, was ready to contribute to its early entry into force and expressed

its ardent backing of the activities of the Preparatory Conm ssion of the CIBT
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Organi zation and Provi sional Technical Secretariat in Vienna and especially of
their useful work in establishing an effective verification regine. He urged
those States that had not yet done so to sign or ratify the CIBT at the
earliest possible date.

H s Government placed the highest priority on the i mmedi ate commencenent
of negotiations on a fissile material cut-off treaty within the context of the
Conference on Disarmament. It supported the re-establishnent of an ad hoc
committee within the Conference to begin negotiations on such a treaty and
bel i eved that a clearer recomendati on fromthe 1998 Preparatory Committee
woul d be a positive indication to the world community that negotiations for a
stand-al one treaty were indeed a next logical step after the CIBT towards the
conmon goal s of nucl ear di sarmanent and non-proliferation

The Republic of Korea encouraged nucl ear-weapon States to take
initiatives in pursuing in good faith systematic and progressive efforts to
reduce nucl ear weapons globally, with the ultinate goal of elimnating those
weapons. In particular, he hoped that the pursuit by the United States and
the Russian Federation of their commtments in the context of the START
process woul d bear nore fruit in the foreseeable future. He welconmed the cal
voiced in the previous Preparatory Conmittee session for nucl ear-weapon States
to be nore forthconming in informng the international community of the
activities and progress in their efforts towards nucl ear di sarmanment. That
formof increased transparency would contribute to building much needed
confidence anong States. The Presidential Declaration and the decision
adopted by the Conference on Di sarnmanent on 26 March 1998 were nodest but
encouragi ng signs that the Conference would tackle the conpl ex issues of
nucl ear disarmanent as its first priority.

On the issue of security assurances, he was pleased to note that the
Conf erence on Di sarnmanment had deci ded on 26 March 1998 to establish an ad hoc
committee to negotiate an agreenent on effective international arrangenents to
assure non-nucl ear - weapon States agai nst the use or threat of nuclear weapons.
The Republic of Korea would support the work of that conmittee. It also
shared the overwhel mi ng support expressed at the previous session of the
Preparatory Cormmittee for the establishment of nucl ear-weapon-free zones, on
the basis of arrangenents freely arrived at anpong the States of the region

concerned, as a conplenentary instrunent to the NPT. |In that regard, the
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ongoi ng work of the Di sarmanent Conmi ssion in drawi ng up general guidelines
and principles for the establishnment of such zones was of particular interest.
Such neasures for nuclear non-proliferation and di sarmanent must, however, be
buttressed by States' confidence in their verification reginmes. For that
reason, the role of I AEA in pronoting saf eguards nust receive the whol ehearted
support of all States. As the issue of safeguards was of particular

i nportance to his country, he wished to restate his Governnent's strong
support for I AEA' s efforts to strengthen the effectiveness and efficiency of
its safeguards systens, and he wel coned the adoption of the “93 + 2" nodel
protocol in May 1997 and | ooked forward to early inplenmentation of the

strengt hened saf eguards on a gl obal basis.

Regar di ng the non-conpliance by the Denocratic People's Republic
of Korea with the | AEA safeguards agreenent, there were three interrel ated
el ements. First was the inplenmentation of the Agreed Franework between that
country and the United States, and the new adm nistration of the Republic
of Korea had recently reaffirmed its strong commtment to the faithfu
i npl enment ati on of that Framework by announcing that, despite current economc
difficulties, it would carry out the prom ses made in connection with the
construction of light water nuclear reactors in the Denocratic People's
Republ i c of Korea. He enphasized the inportance of the continued support by
the international conmunity for the steady inplenentation of the Korean
Peni nsul a Energy Devel opnment Organi zation project. The second issue was ful
conpliance with the | AEA saf eguards agreenent by the Denocratic People's
Republic of Korea. The international community had reaffirmed that the
agreenent remai ned binding and in force and had call ed upon the Governnment to
conmply fully with it. H's CGovernnent also urged that country to come into
full conpliance with its safeguards obligations.

Thirdly, there was the inplenmentation of the Joint Declaration on the
Denucl eari zation of the Korean Peninsula, signed by the two countries in 1992,
with a viewto elimnating the danger of nuclear war through denucl earization
of the Peninsula, thus creating an environnent and conditions favourable for
t he peaceful unification of the country. If inplenmented faithfully, the
Decl arati on woul d renove any nucl ear proliferation concern on the Korean
Peninsula. In sum inplenentation of the agreed framework by all parties

concerned, full and conplete conpliance with the | AEA saf eguards agreenent by
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the Denocratic People' s Republic of Korea and early inplementation of the
Joint Declaration on the Denucl earization of the Korean Peninsula were
conplenmentary and nutually reinforcing. As the three conponents together
constituted a strong underpinning for the Peninsula' s denucl earization, their
faithful inplenentation was a sine qua non for the consolidation of a nuclear
non-proliferation regime on the Korean Peninsula and woul d make an i nportant
contribution to international peace and security. The Republic of Korea, as
a menber of the Nuclear Suppliers Goup and the Zangger Committee, would
contribute to pronoting the transparency of export controls. He hoped that
particul ar inmportance would be given to pronoting high standards of nucl ear

safety, waste nanagenent and radiation protection

The neeting rose at 1.15 p. m




