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Disarmament

Verification

(Final Document, Para 44) The Heads of State or Government also
welcomed the broadening and deepening of the dimensions of
disarmaments. Far from the mere regulation of armaments and the
arms race, agreements now include the destruction of existing
arsenals, as well as limiting future production. They also noted with
satisfaction the decisive progress achieved in the complex field of
verification and in the on-site inspection provisions which are now
included to ensure compliance with agreements. In this context, they
called for the establishment of a multilateral satellite verification
system under the auspices of the United Nations to facilitate such
processes on a secure and permanent basis which would ensure equal
access to information for all States.

Disarmament and
Development

(Final Document, Para 40) The new international order to sustain a
world free from all nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass
destruction should be based inter alia on the principles of peaceful
coexistence, the prohibition of the use or the threat or use of force,
non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of other
countries and the right of every State to pursue its own path of
development. These principles which have guided NAM since its
inception, have become even more relevant today when we are
searching for the establishment of a just, democratic, equitable and
non-violent world order.

(Final Document, Para 41) They were furthermore of the view that
in a world of increasing interdependence of States and inter-relations
of issues, security can no longer be defined solely in military terms.
The wvast array of non-military threats in such forms as
underdevelopment and sharply curtailed prospects for economic
growth, impending resource depletion, food scarcity, population
pressures and sever environmental degradation that make up the
global agenda are the determining components of a stable and
peaceful world. Interdependence also calls for a recognition of the
mutuality of interests among nations in each other’s stability and
security. Genuine and lasting security must therefore be universal and
comprehensive, operating on an equal basis for all States and
encompassing all spheres of international relations.

(Final Document, Para 42) The Heads of State or Government
recognized that security problems which are region-specific are best




addressed within an appropriate regional context. They noted efforts
such as those in Latin and Central America as well as in South-East
Asia and the Pacific, which have highlighted, among others, the
validity of confidence-building measures, particularly in regions of
high tension; balanced security at the lowest possible level of
armaments and armed forces; and the elimination of destabilizing
military capabilities and imbalances. In this context, they called for
the holding of regional dialogues where appropriate on security and
cooperation to provide an appropriate framework for endeavours to
promote security, and enhance economic, environmental, social and
cultural cooperation, taking into account the particular characteristics
of each region. Such an approach, based on geopolitical, historical,
cultural and other factors, can lead to channels of communication
between adversaries and promote confidence-building measures
which could facilitate the initiation of arms reduction talks in some
regions. Global and regional approached to disarmament complement
each other and should be pursued simultaneously to promote regional
and international peace and security.

(Final Document, Para 53) The Heads of State or Government
underscored the depressing impact of military expenditure on the
world economy and national economies, especially those of the
developing countries. Excessive military outlays stifle economic
growth and adversely affect the scope and content of international
economic cooperation. In this context they stressed that resolution of
regional disputes is essential for the creation of conditions which
would enable States to divert their resources from armament to
economic growth and development.

Nuclear-Weapon States
Obligations

(Final Document, Para 38) The Heads of State or Government noted
that significant changes have occurred in international relations and
that a process of gradual transformation of military structures is now
underway. They hoped that these positive developments, which are
creating a new global environment, will lead to the renunciation of
strategic doctrines based on the use of nuclear weapons and to the
elimination of weapons of mass destruction and thereby making a real
contribution to global security.

(Final Document, Para 43) The Heads of State or Government
welcomed a number of positive developments since the Ninth Summit
in the field of nuclear, chemical and conventional disarmament,
including agreements reached in bilateral arms reductions between the
United States and the Russian Federation. They attached particular
importance to the June 1992 Agreement between the United States
and the Russian Federation in Washington, D.C. and expressed the
hope that the implementation of the far-reaching reductions will be
successfully carried out, so that the ultimate goal of the complete
elimination of nuclear arsenals will be attained within a specific time-
frame. They called upon the other nuclear-weapon States to actively
participate in this endeavour and thereby rid the world of the dangers
posed by the nuclear menace.




(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

(Final Document Para 49) The Heads of State or Government called
for a cessation of nuclear testing by all States for all time in all
environments as a vital global objective to be pursued at various
levels, but especially at the multilateral level. In this respect, they
welcomed the moratorium declared by certain nuclear-weapon States
and urged other nuclear-weapon States to follow suit as a first step.
The Amendment Conference of the State Parties to the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space
and Under Water held in January 1991 had contributed in an
important way to that objective by bringing States Parties together for
the first time to discuss the obstacles to an agreement on the
discontinuation of test explosions.

Arms Races

(Final Document, Para 44) The Heads of State or Government also
welcomed the broadening and deepening of the dimensions of
disarmaments. Far from the mere regulation of armaments and the
arms race, agreements now include the destruction of existing
arsenals, as well as limiting future production. They also noted with
satisfaction the decisive progress achieved in the complex field of
verification and in the on-site inspection provisions which are now
included to ensure compliance with agreements. In this context, they
called for the establishment of a multilateral satellite verification
system under the auspices of the United Nations to facilitate such
processes on a secure and permanent basis which would ensure equal
access to information for all States.

(Final Document, Para 45) Despite the end of the cold war and East-




West confrontation, the Heads of State or Government deplored the
lack of progress on measures to provide assurances to all non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
Strategic doctrines continue to cast their shadow across the globe,
while the world is still threatened by existing nuclear arsenals, which
are being further refined and increased. They warned that while many
other contentious issues still remain unresolved, continuing insistence
to promote anti-missile defences and other weapon systems is fraught
with potentially disastrous consequences including the extension of
the arms race to outer space and will increase the North-South divide
further.

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.

Bilateral Disarmament

(Final Document, Para 43) The Heads of State or Government
welcomed a number of positive developments since the Ninth Summit
in the field of nuclear, chemical and conventional disarmament,
including agreements reached in bilateral arms reductions between the
United States and the Russian Federation. They attached particular
importance to the June 1992 Agreement between the United States
and the Russian Federation in Washington, D.C. and expressed the
hope that the implementation of the far-reaching reductions will be
successfully carried out, so that the ultimate goal of the complete
elimination of nuclear arsenals will be attained within a specific time-
frame. They called upon the other nuclear-weapon States to actively
participate in this endeavour and thereby rid the world of the dangers
posed by the nuclear menace.

(Final Document, Para 44) The Heads of State or Government also
welcomed the broadening and deepening of the dimensions of
disarmaments. Far from the mere regulation of armaments and the
arms race, agreements now include the destruction of existing
arsenals, as well as limiting future production. They also noted with
satisfaction the decisive progress achieved in the complex field of
verification and in the on-site inspection provisions which are now
included to ensure compliance with agreements. In this context, they
called for the establishment of a multilateral satellite verification
system under the auspices of the United Nations to facilitate such
processes on a secure and permanent basis which would ensure equal
access to information for all States.

(Final Document, Para 46) The Heads of State or Government
reaffirmed that the United Nations has a unique role and primary




responsibility on all issues of disarmament. They re-emphasized the
right and duty of all States to participate in multilateral efforts on
disarmament on the basis of equality and mutual benefit in order to
promote universal adherence. The Conference on Disarmament as the
sole multilateral negotiating forum in the field of disarmament has
been engaged in intense activity with respect to negotiations on some
of the items on its agenda. They noted with regret, however, that it
has failed to discharge its mandate on issues related to nuclear
disarmament. Bilateral and multilateral approaches to disarmament
must complement each other. Bilateral negotiations, however, cannot
replace multilateral efforts in the disarmament field. In this context,
they welcomed the Global Convention on the Prohibition of
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons
and called for its speedy entry intro force as a meaningful step
forward towards the elimination of all weapons of mass destruction in
all regions and towards the shared objective of general and complete
disarmament. They called upon all developed countries to adopt
measures promoting universal adherence to the Chemical Weapons
Convention, through transfer of technology, materials and equipment
for peaceful purposes in the chemical field and removing all existing
unilateral discriminatory and ad hoc restrictions which ran counter to
this undertaking.

Disarmament and the
Environment

(Final Document, Para 41) They were furthermore of the view that
in a world of increasing interdependence of States and inter-relations
of issues, security can no longer be defined solely in military terms.
The wvast array of non-military threats in such forms as
underdevelopment and sharply curtailed prospects for economic
growth, impending resource depletion, food scarcity, population
pressures and sever environmental degradation that make up the
global agenda are the determining components of a stable and
peaceful world. Interdependence also calls for a recognition of the
mutuality of interests among nations in each other’s stability and
security. Genuine and lasting security must therefore be universal and
comprehensive, operating on an equal basis for all States and
encompassing all spheres of international relations.

Modernization and
Development of Nuclear
Weapons

(Final Document, Para 39) The Heads of State or Government
observed that the objective of seeking unilateral security through
armaments has proved to be a dangerous illusion. The build-up of
military power undermines rather than strengthens security. Neither
quantitative additions nor qualitative improvements to weapons have
reduced a state’s vulnerability or led to absolute security. It is also
self-evident that political objectives can no longer be achieved by
military means. In this context, they called for enhancement of
security to be pursued not at the cost of other countries but in concert
with them. Hence, the rational option is to seek security for all
through total nuclear disarmament, elimination of all other weapons
of mass destruction, and through the balanced and progressive
reductions of conventional armaments at the global and regional




levels.

(Final Document, Para 44) The Heads of State or Government also
welcomed the broadening and deepening of the dimensions of
disarmaments. Far from the mere regulation of armaments and the
arms race, agreements now include the destruction of existing
arsenals, as well as limiting future production. They also noted with
satisfaction the decisive progress achieved in the complex field of
verification and in the on-site inspection provisions which are now
included to ensure compliance with agreements. In this context, they
called for the establishment of a multilateral satellite verification
system under the auspices of the United Nations to facilitate such
processes on a secure and permanent basis which would ensure equal
access to information for all States.

(Final Document, Para 45) Despite the end of the cold war and East-
West confrontation, the Heads of State or Government deplored the
lack of progress on measures to provide assurances to all non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
Strategic doctrines continue to cast their shadow across the globe,
while the world is still threatened by existing nuclear arsenals, which
are being further refined and increased. They warned that while many
other contentious issues still remain unresolved, continuing insistence
to promote anti-missile defences and other weapon systems is fraught
with potentially disastrous consequences including the extension of
the arms race to outer space and will increase the North-South divide
further.

Missiles

(Final Document, Para 45) Despite the end of the cold war and East-
West confrontation, the Heads of State or Government deplored the
lack of progress on measures to provide assurances to all non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
Strategic doctrines continue to cast their shadow across the globe,
while the world is still threatened by existing nuclear arsenals, which
are being further refined and increased. They warned that while many
other contentious issues still remain unresolved, continuing insistence
to promote anti-missile defences and other weapon systems is fraught
with potentially disastrous consequences including the extension of
the arms race to outer space and will increase the North-South divide
further.

NAM Involvement and
Contributions

(Final Document, Para 40) The new international order to sustain a
world free from all nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass
destruction should be based inter alia on the principles of peaceful
coexistence, the prohibition of the use or the threat or use of force,
non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of other
countries and the right of every State to pursue its own path of
development. These principles which have guided NAM since its
inception, have become even more relevant today when we are
searching for the establishment of a just, democratic, equitable and




non-violent world order.

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

United Nations Fora

Test Ban and CTBT

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.




(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

(Final Document Para 49) The Heads of State or Government called
for a cessation of nuclear testing by all States for all time in all
environments as a vital global objective to be pursued at various
levels, but especially at the multilateral level. In this respect, they
welcomed the moratorium declared by certain nuclear-weapon States
and urged other nuclear-weapon States to follow suit as a first step.
The Amendment Conference of the State Parties to the Treaty
Banning Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmosphere, in Outer Space
and Under Water held in January 1991 had contributed in an
important way to that objective by bringing States Parties together for
the first time to discuss the obstacles to an agreement on the
discontinuation of test explosions.

Conference on
Disarmament

(Final Document, Para 46) The Heads of State or Government
reaffirmed that the United Nations has a unique role and primary
responsibility on all issues of disarmament. They re-emphasized the
right and duty of all States to participate in multilateral efforts on
disarmament on the basis of equality and mutual benefit in order to
promote universal adherence. The Conference on Disarmament as the
sole multilateral negotiating forum in the field of disarmament has
been engaged in intense activity with respect to negotiations on some
of the items on its agenda. They noted with regret, however, that it
has failed to discharge its mandate on issues related to nuclear
disarmament. Bilateral and multilateral approaches to disarmament
must complement each other. Bilateral negotiations, however, cannot
replace multilateral efforts in the disarmament field. In this context,




they welcomed the Global Convention on the Prohibition of
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons
and called for its speedy entry intro force as a meaningful step
forward towards the elimination of all weapons of mass destruction in
all regions and towards the shared objective of general and complete
disarmament. They called upon all developed countries to adopt
measures promoting universal adherence to the Chemical Weapons
Convention, through transfer of technology, materials and equipment
for peaceful purposes in the chemical field and removing all existing
unilateral discriminatory and ad hoc restrictions which ran counter to
this undertaking.

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.

UN Regional Centers for
Peace and Disarmament

(Final Document, Para 42) The Heads of State or Government
recognized that security problems which are region-specific are best
addressed within an appropriate regional context. They noted efforts
such as those in Latin and Central America as well as in South-East
Asia and the Pacific, which have highlighted, among others, the
validity of confidence-building measures, particularly in regions of
high tension; balanced security at the lowest possible level of
armaments and armed forces; and the elimination of destabilizing
military capabilities and imbalances. In this context, they called for
the holding of regional dialogues where appropriate on security and
cooperation to provide an appropriate framework for endeavours to
promote security, and enhance economic, environmental, social and
cultural cooperation, taking into account the particular characteristics
of each region. Such an approach, based on geopolitical, historical,
cultural and other factors, can lead to channels of communication
between adversaries and promote confidence-building measures
which could facilitate the initiation of arms reduction talks in some
regions. Global and regional approaches to disarmament complement
each other and should be pursued simultaneously to promote regional
and international peace and security.

(Final Document, Para 55) The Heads of State or Government
commended the activities of the United Nations Regional Centres for
Peace and Disarmament in Africa and Asia and the United Nations
Regional Centre for Peace, Disarmament and Development in Latin
America. They expressed the hope that the work of these Centres
would continue to be policy-oriented, generating new ideas and
recommending new approaches for adoption so as to advance the
disarmament process. They emphasized the urgent need to strengthen




the financial resources of these centres, in order to enable them better
plan and carry out their work. In this regard they invited the member
countries and others to consider making substantial voluntary
contributions to these centres.

International Atomic
Energy Agency

(Final Document, Para 52) The Heads of State or Government
expressed grave concern over the acquisition of nuclear capability by
Israel, which poses a serious and continuing threat to the security of
neighbouring and other States. They condemned Israel for continuing
to develop and stockpile nuclear arsenals and called for urgent action
to ensure Israeli accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and to place all its nuclear facilities under
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards in accordance with
United Nations Security Council resolution 487 (1981).

UN Security Council

(Final Document, Para 52) The Heads of State or Government
expressed grave concern over the acquisition of nuclear capability by
Israel, which poses a serious and continuing threat to the security of
neighbouring and other States. They condemned Israel for continuing
to develop and stockpile nuclear arsenals and called for urgent action
to ensure Israeli accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and to place all its nuclear facilities under
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards in accordance with
United Nations Security Council resolution 487 (1981).

Chemical and Biological Weapons

Chemical Weapons

(Final Document, Para 46) The Heads of State or Government
reaffirmed that the United Nations has a unique role and primary
responsibility on all issues of disarmament. They re-emphasized the
right and duty of all States to participate in multilateral efforts on
disarmament on the basis of equality and mutual benefit in order to
promote universal adherence. The Conference on Disarmament as the
sole multilateral negotiating forum in the field of disarmament has
been engaged in intense activity with respect to negotiations on some
of the items on its agenda. They noted with regret, however, that it
has failed to discharge its mandate on issues related to nuclear
disarmament. Bilateral and multilateral approaches to disarmament
must complement each other. Bilateral negotiations, however, cannot
replace multilateral efforts in the disarmament field. In this context,
they welcomed the Global Convention on the Prohibition of
Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapons
and called for its speedy entry intro force as a meaningful step
forward towards the elimination of all weapons of mass destruction in
all regions and towards the shared objective of general and complete
disarmament. They called upon all developed countries to adopt
measures promoting universal adherence to the Chemical Weapons
Convention, through transfer of technology, materials and equipment




for peaceful purposes in the chemical field and removing all existing
unilateral discriminatory and ad hoc restrictions which ran counter to
this undertaking.

Outer Space

International Treaty on
Outer Space

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.

Missile Defense Systems

(Final Document, Para 45) Despite the end of the cold war and East-
West confrontation, the Heads of State or Government deplored the
lack of progress on measures to provide assurances to all non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
Strategic doctrines continue to cast their shadow across the globe,
while the world is still threatened by existing nuclear arsenals, which
are being further refined and increased. They warned that while many
other contentious issues still remain unresolved, continuing insistence
to promote anti-missile defences and other weapon systems is fraught
with potentially disastrous consequences including the extension of
the arms race to outer space and will increase the North-South divide
further.

Nonproliferation

Nonproliferation and
Noncompliance

(Final Document, Para 51) The Heads of State or Government noted
with concern the growing restraint being placed on access to
technology by the developed countries through imposition of ad hoc
export control regimes under the pretext of non-proliferation regimes
as these may impede the economic and social development of
developing countries. They called for effective means of tackling the
problems of proliferation through multilaterally negotiated, universal
comprehensive and non-discriminatory disarmament agreements.

Nonproliferation and
Peaceful Uses

(Final Document, Para 51) The Heads of State or Government noted
with concern the growing restraint being placed on access to
technology by the developed countries through imposition of ad hoc
export control regimes under the pretext of non-proliferation regimes
as these may impede the economic and social development of




developing countries. They called for effective means of tackling the
problems of proliferation through multilaterally negotiated, universal
comprehensive and non-discriminatory disarmament agreements.

Peaceful Uses

Access to Nuclear
Technology

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

(Final Document, Para 51) The Heads of State or Government noted
with concern the growing restraint being placed on access to
technology by the developed countries through imposition of ad hoc
export control regimes under the pretext of non-proliferation regimes
as these may impede the economic and social development of
developing countries. They called for effective means of tackling the
problems of proliferation through multilaterally negotiated, universal
comprehensive and non-discriminatory disarmament agreements.

Inalienable Right
Through NPT

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period




of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

NWFZs

Contributions to
Disarmament

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

(Final Document, Para 50) The Heads of State or Government
reiterated the seriousness and importance of eliminating weapons of
mass destruction, and considered the establishment of the nuclear-
weapon-free zones in particular a necessary first step towards
attaining this objective. In this context they welcomed the various
initiatives for the establishment of such zones. The Heads of State or
Government expressed their appreciation at the positive initiatives




proposed in relation to general and complete disarmament. They
reiterated the importance of a global and comprehensive approach to
disarmament issues and a non-discriminatory basis to avoid
imbalances and inequalities, as well as consideration of the special
characteristics of each individual region.

Contributions to
Nonproliferation

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

Security Assurances

Nuclear-Weapon States
Role

(Final Document, Para 40) The new international order to sustain a
world free from all nuclear weapons and all other weapons of mass
destruction should be based inter alia on the principles of peaceful
coexistence, the prohibition of the use or the threat or use of force,
non-intervention and non-interference in the internal affairs of other
countries and the right of every State to pursue its own path of
development. These principles which have guided NAM since its
inception, have become even more relevant today when we are
searching for the establishment of a just, democratic, equitable and
non-violent world order.

(Final Document, Para 45) Despite the end of the cold war and East-
West confrontation, the Heads of State or Government deplored the
lack of progress on measures to provide assurances to all non-nuclear-
weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
Strategic doctrines continue to cast their shadow across the globe,




while the world is still threatened by existing nuclear arsenals, which
are being further refined and increased. They warned that while many
other contentious issues still remain unresolved, continuing insistence
to promote anti-missile defences and other weapon systems is fraught
with potentially disastrous consequences including the extension of
the arms race to outer space and will increase the North-South divide
further.

Legally-Binding
International Convention
or Instrument

(Final Document, Para 47) They called upon all States to give
priority to negotiations on the other items on the agenda of the
Conference on Disarmament, such as a Nuclear Test Ban, cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, prevention of nuclear
war, security assurances for all non-nuclear weapon States against the
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, and measures for the
prevention of an arms race in outer space. They emphasized the need
to reinvigorate multilateral disarmament endeavours and in this
context called for the enlargement and broader participation of NAM
countries in the Conference on Disarmament.

Security Assurances and
the NPT

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

Country Specific

United States

(Final Document, Para 43) The Heads of State or Government
welcomed a number of positive developments since the Ninth Summit




in the field of nuclear, chemical and conventional disarmament,
including agreements reached in bilateral arms reductions between the
United States and the Russian Federation. They attached particular
importance to the June 1992 Agreement between the United States
and the Russian Federation in Washington, D.C. and expressed the
hope that the implementation of the far-reaching reductions will be
successfully carried out, so that the ultimate goal of the complete
elimination of nuclear arsenals will be attained within a specific time-
frame. They called upon the other nuclear-weapon States to actively
participate in this endeavour and thereby rid the world of the dangers
posed by the nuclear menace.

Russia

(Final Document, Para 43) The Heads of State or Government
welcomed a number of positive developments since the Ninth Summit
in the field of nuclear, chemical and conventional disarmament,
including agreements reached in bilateral arms reductions between the
United States and the Russian Federation. They attached particular
importance to the June 1992 Agreement between the United States
and the Russian Federation in Washington, D.C. and expressed the
hope that the implementation of the far-reaching reductions will be
successfully carried out, so that the ultimate goal of the complete
elimination of nuclear arsenals will be attained within a specific time-
frame. They called upon the other nuclear-weapon States to actively
participate in this endeavour and thereby rid the world of the dangers
posed by the nuclear menace.

France

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.




(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

China

(Final Document, Para 52) The Heads of State or Government
expressed grave concern over the acquisition of nuclear capability by
Israel, which poses a serious and continuing threat to the security of
neighbouring and other States. They condemned Israel for continuing
Israel to develop and stockpile nuclear arsenals and called for urgent action
to ensure Israeli accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and to place all its nuclear facilities under
International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards in accordance with
United Nations Security Council resolution 487 (1981).

Non-Proliferation Treaty Related

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
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implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

1995 Review and
Extension of the NPT

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the
implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

Access to Technology and
Technology Transfer

(Final Document, Para 48) The Heads of State or Government,
while noting that China and France had acceded to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) expressed concern over
the failure of some Depository States to demonstrate a genuine
commitment with regard to complete nuclear disarmament within a
time bound framework under Article VI of the NPT, and credible
security assurances and adequate technical assistance to all non-
nuclear weapon states. Recognizing that States Parties will hold a
Conference in 1995 to review the Treaty and to determine the period
of its extension, they called for a fresh appraisal of the




implementation of the commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon
states. They resolved that a member of the Non-Aligned Movement
should be presented as a candidate, after consultation, for the
Chairmanship of the Conference in 1995. In this context they urged
the nuclear-weapon states to support the ongoing efforts of the
Amendment Conference on the Partial Test Ban Treaty, with a view
to the conclusion of an agreement prohibiting the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons against all non-nuclear weapons states, and the
establishment of nuclear weapons-free zones taking into account the
characteristics of the region and on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the states of the region concerned; and to ensure the
availability of nuclear materials, equipment and technology for
peaceful purposes on a non-discriminatory, predictable and long-term
basis.

(Final Document, Para 51) The Heads of State or Government noted
with concern the growing restraint being placed on access to
technology by the developed countries through imposition of ad hoc
export control regimes under the pretext of non-proliferation regimes
as these may impede the economic and social development of
developing countries. They called for effective means of tackling the
problems of proliferation through multilaterally negotiated, universal
comprehensive and non-discriminatory disarmament agreements.

Conventional Weapons

Licit Access to
Conventional Weapons

(Final Document, Para 39) The Heads of State or Government
observed that the objective of seeking unilateral security through
armaments has proved to be a dangerous illusion. The build-up of
military power undermines rather than strengthens security. Neither
quantitative additions nor qualitative improvements to weapons have
reduced a state’s vulnerability or led to absolute security. It is also
self-evident that political objectives can no longer be achieved by
military means. In this context, they called for enhancement of
security to be pursued not at the cost of other countries but in concert
with them. Hence, the rational option is to seek security for all
through total nuclear disarmament, elimination of all other weapons
of mass destruction, and through the balanced and progressive
reductions of conventional armaments at the global and regional
levels.

(Final Document, Para 54) Aware of the global prevalence of
conventional armaments and all other kinds of armaments and their
extensive use, the ever-growing expenditures involved in their
acquisition and maintenance, as well as new technologies and the
increased sophistication brought to conventional weapons systems,
the Heads of State or Government stressed the urgency of the need to
curb the development and excessive build-up of conventional
armaments and all other kinds of armaments, taking into account the
legitimate security needs of States. In this context, the Heads of State




or Government firmly believed that efforts at reducing and curbing
conventional arms and all other kinds of armaments should be placed
within a comprehensive context, should focus on both supplier and
recipient countries rather than on particular groups of countries, and
should be directed towards the primary causes of the conventional
arms and all other kinds of armaments race.




