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| FINAL DOCUMENT OF THE REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO
| . THE THEATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF

NUCLEAR WEAPONS
I. ORGANIZATION AND WORK OF THE CONFERENCE

Introduction

1. Article VIiI, paragraph 3, of the Treaty on the Nou-Proliferation of Nuclear
VWeapong, which enterz2d into foxce on 7 Maren 1970, provides that:

"Five years after the entry ianlo icice ui this Treaty, a couference of
Parties tc the Treaty shall be held in Geneva, Switzerland, in order to review
the operation of thie Treaty vith a visw to assuring that the purposes of the
Freamble and the provisions of the Treaty are being realized ...".

—

(2. At the twenty-z2ighth session, the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted
resolution 3184B (XXVIII). In the preamble, the General Assembly recalled

racolution 2373 (XXI1) of 12 June 1968, in which it had commended the Treaty, noted
paragraph % of Article VIII c” the Treaty, and expressed the expectation that the review
conference would take place soon after the date of 5 March 1975, the fifth annivers

of the enfry into force of the Treaty. The operative part of resolution 3184B (XXVII
read ag folliows:

"l. Notes thet, following apprupriate consultation, a preparatory committee
hag been formed of Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons serving on the Board of Governors of the Internationsl Atomic Energy
Agency ox reprerented at the Conference of the Comnittee on Disarmament;

2. TI-»gueris vhe Secretary-General to render the necessary assistance and to
provide guch services, including summary vecords. as may ve required for the
review conference and its preparation."

3. The Preparatory Committee was thus composed, at its rfirst and second sessions, of
the [ollowirg 26 memlere: Austrelia, Bulgaria, Canada, Costa Rica, Czechoslovakia,
Denmaxrk, Ethicpia, Gabon, Ghana, Hungary, Ircl2ond, Lebaron, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Nigeria, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania Sudan, Sweden, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the
United States and Yvugoslavia. At its third 'session, the following States Parties to
the Treaty, having become members of the Conference oi' the Ccmmittee on Disarmament
{CUD) or of the Board of Governors of the Iutzrmstional Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA),
were included in the Committee; German Democratic Republic, Iran, Iraq, Thailand,
Uruguay and Zaize.

4. The Committezc h2ld three sessions et Geneva: the first from 1 to 8 April 1974;

the second from 20 Auguet to 6 Septembexr 1974; and the third from 3 to 14 February 1975.
Progress reporic on the first two sessions of the Committee (NPT/PC.I/13 and
WP$/PC.I1/23) and the final ~szport of {h2 Cormittee (NPT/CONF/3) were circulated to the
States Parties.

5. A% the first meeting, on 1 April 1974, the Committee agreed that
Ambarsador W.H. Baxton cof Canada would serve as Cheirman of the first session,
Ambasgsador E. Wyzner of Poland a3z Chairmar of the second session, and

vagsador L. Eckerberg of $weden as Chairman of the thiid session, the three together




NIy WU/ 35/ L
page 2

constituting the Bureau and the two not serving as Chairman at any given session to
- serve as Vice-Chairmen of that session. The Committee decided that the Chairman of
. .the third session should open the Review Conference.

6. The Committee decided to issue as pre-session Conference documents working papers’

. (NPT/CONF/6 to 10) pertaining tc the implementation of various provisions of the Treaty,
submitted to the Committee by the Secrctory -General of the United Nations, by the
Director-General of the IAEA and by the Age¢ ¢y for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons
in Latin America ir vesponse to invitation from the Committee and subsequently updated
and revised, as follows:

(a) by the Secrevariat of the Unit.i lations:

s = Working Paper on the basic facts within the framework of the United Nations
y in connexion with the realizetion of the purposes of the tenth paragraph
P of the Preamble of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. (NPT/CONF/8 and Add.l)

I - - Working Paper on basic fac*%s within the framework of the United Nations
L .o in connexion with the realization of the purposes of Articles I and II of
. the Non-Proliferation Treaty. (NPT/CONF/S)

e - Working Paper on basic facts within the framework of the United Nations
S in connexion with realization of the purposes of Articles IV and V of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. (NPT/CONF/10 and Add.l)

o ' - Working Paper on basic facts within the framework of the United Nations
P in connexion with the realization of the purposes of Article VI of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. (NPT/CONF/7 and Add.l)

#* " (b) by the International Atomic Energy Agency:
5 — Analytical and Technical Report on the IAEA's activities under Article III

of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
. (NPT/CONF/6/Rev.1, NP1/CONF/6, Annex 9, WPT/CONF/6/Add.2)

-

# .~ IAEA's Activities under Article IV of the NPT. (NPT/CONF/11 and Add.1)

- - IAEA's Activities under Article V of the NPT. (wPT/CONF/12 and Corr.l
et and Adc.l)

(¢) by the Agency on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL):

P A

- " = Report on the implementation of the Treaty of Tlatelolco and some comments
A and viewe with respect to Article VII and other related provisions of the
S . . Non-Proliferation Treaty. (NPT/CONF/9 and Add.l)

7. The following additional documents were issued as official documents of the
Conference prior to the opening of the Conference:

. . NPT/CONF/1 Provisional agenda
NPT/CONF/2 N ~ Draft rules of procedure

NPT/CONF/3 o Final Report of the Preparatory Committee

—r— e oy
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NPT /CONF/4 Arrangemenfs for meeting the costs of the
i : Conference;

A. Rule 12 of the draft rules of procedure

B. Reviged statement on financial implications
of the Conference

NPT/CONF/13 Letter dated 18 December 1974 from the
Secretary-General of the United Nations to the
Chairman of the Second Session of the Preparatory
Committee for the Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons

NPT/CONF/14 Letter dated 5 February 1975 from the Head of the
Delegation of Mexico to the Preparatory Committee
for the Review Conference c¢f the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons addressed to the Chairman of the Third
Session of the Preparatory Committee

NPT/CONF/IS Ghana, Mexico, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Sudan,
Yugoslavia and Zaire - VWorking Paper on the final
documents of the NPT Review Conference

Organization of the Conference

8. In accordance with the decision of the Preparatory Committee, the Conference was
convened on 5 May 1975 at the Palais des Nations in Geneva for a period of up to four
weeks. After the opening of the Conference by Ambassador L. Eckerberg of Sweden,
Chairman of the Third Session of the Preparatory Committee, the Conference elected by
acclamation as its President Mrs. Inga Thorsson, Under-Secretary of State of Sweden.

9. At the opening session of the Conference Mr. Kurt Waldheim, Secretary-General of
the United Nations and Mr. Sigvard Eklund, Director-General of the IAEA addressed the
Conference.

10. At the same meeting, the Ccnference adopted the draft rules of procedure
recommended by the Preparatory Committee (NPT/CONF/2) without change except for an
increase in the number of Vice-Presidents to 26 from the recommended 24 (WPT/CONF/20).
The rules of procedure established (a) two Main Committees; (b) a General Committee,
chaired by the President of the Conference and composed of the Chairmen of the
Conference's two Main Committees, its Drafting Committee and its Credentials Committee,
as well as the 26 Vice-Presidents of the Conference; (c) A Drafting Committee, composed
of representatives of the same 31 States Parties represented on the General Committee;
(d) &8 Credentials Committee, composed of a Chairman and two Vice-Chairmen elected by
the Conference, and six other members appointed by the Conference on the proposal of
the President.

11. The Conference elected by acclamation, at the same meeting, Chairmen of the two
Main Committees, the Drafting Committee and the Credentials Committee, as follows:
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Main Committee I: Mr. B. Akporode Clark (Nigeria);

) Main Committee II: Mr. William H. Barton (Canada);
Drafting Committee: Mr. Eugeniusz Wyzner (Pcland); and
Credentials Committee: Mr. Hortencio J. Brillantes (Philippines)

The Conference also elected twenty-six Vice-Presidents from the following States
Parties:

Australia Mongolia
Czechoslovakia Morocoo
Denmark . Netherlands
Ecuador Peru
German Democratic Republic Romania
Germany, Federal Republic of fSyrian Arab Republic
+ Ghana Thailand
Ireland : Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
Honduras - - United Kingdom
Bungary : " United States of America
Lebanon . Uruguay
Mauritius . Yugoslavia
Mexico : Zaire

The Conference unanimously confirmed the nomination of Mr. Ilkka Pastinen as
Secretary-General of the Conference. The nomination had been made by the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, following an invitation by the Preparatory
Committee.

12. At its seventh meeting, on 8 May, the Conference completed the election of its
officers by electing by acclamation the following: two Vice-Chairmen of Main
Committee I - Mr. Ratko Nikolov (Bulgaria) and Mr. Stefano d'Andrea (Italy); two
Vice-Chairmen of Main Committee II -~ Mr. Abdalla Hidaytalla (Sudan) and

Mr. Swasti Srisukh (Thailand); two Vice-Chairmen of the Drafting Committee -

Mr. Mario Carias (Honduras) and Mr. A.K. Fiadjos (Ghana); and two Vice-Chairmen of the
Credentiels Committee - Mr., P. Noterdaeme (Relgium) and Mr. Ilja Hulinsky
(Czechoelovakia). ''he Conference also appo.nted the following six States Parties as
members of the Credentials Committee on the proposal of the President: Gabon, Ghana,
Jamaica, Jordan, the USSR, and the United States of America.

¢

Participation at the Conference

13. Fifty-eight States Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty participated in the
Conference as follows: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Canada, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Demnmark, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Germany (Federal Republic of), Ghana, Greece, Holy See, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
Iran, Irag, j/ Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Jordan, Lebanon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Mauritins,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Noxrway,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Senegal, Sudan,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Tunisia, USSR, United Kingdom, United States,
Uruguay, Yugoslavia and Zaire.

:/ Iraq, a party to the Treaty, attended the Conference as an observer at its own
request.
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14. 1In addition, seven States which have signed the Treaty but have not yet ratified it
participated in the Conference without taking part in its decisions, as provided in
paragraph 1 of Rule 44 of the Rules of Procedure: Egypt, Japan, Panama, Switzerland,
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey and Venezuela.

15. Seven additional States, neither Parties nor Signatories of the Treaty, applied
for Observer gtatus in accordance with paragraph 2 of Rule 44: Algeria, Argentina,
Brazil, Cuba, Israel, South Africa and Spain. At the eleventh meeting of the
Conference, such Observer Status was accorded to these seven countries.

16. At the same meeting, two regional organizations, the Agency for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (OPANAL) and the League of Arab States, were granted
Observer Agency status under paragraph 4 of Rule 44.

17. The United Nations and the International Atomic Energy Agency participated in the
Conference under paragraph 3 of Rule 44.

18. Several non-Governmental Organizations attended the Conference under paragraph 5
of Rule 44.

19. A list of all delegations to the Conference, including States Parties, Signatories,
Observer States, the United Nations, the IAEA, Observer Agencies and Non-Governmental
Organizations is contained in the ammexed document NPT/CONF/Inf.5 (Annex VI).

20. The Credentials Committee met on 27 May and reported on the credentials of States
Parties (NPT/CONF/27). At its thirteenth plenary meeting, the Conference took note of
the report.

Financial Arrangements

21. At its twelfth meeting the Conference, taking into account the principles included
in the Schedule for the Division of Costs appearing in Appendix to Rule 12 of the Rules
of Procedure, adopted the final schedule for the division of costs, based on the actual
participation of Party and Signatory States in the Keview Conference. (NPT/CONF/25/Rev.1*)

VWork of the Conference

22. The Conference held 14 plenary meetings between 5 and 30 May, when it concluded its
work.

23, The General Committee, at its first meeting on 5 May, recommended that the
provisional agenda by the Preparatory Committee (NPT/CONF/1) be adopted witnout change
and allocated items to the two Main Committees, as follows, the remaining items to be
considered by the plenary: S

(a) to Committee I:

- item 13 "Review of the operation of the Treaty as provided for in its .
Article VIII (3):

A. Implementation of the provisions of the Treaty relating to
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, disarmament and
international peace and security:
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(1) Articles I, II and III (1, 2 and 4) and Preambular
v S paragraphs 1-5 .
(2) Article VI and Preambular paragraphs 8-12
(3) Article VII
C. Other provisions oi the Treaty
D. Resolution 255 (1968) of the United Nations Security Council."
- item 14 "Role of the Treaty in the promotion of non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons and of nuclear disarmament and in strengthening
i international peace and security:
%': _ ' ) A. Acceptance of the Treaty by States

B. Measures aimed at promoting a wider acceptance of the Treaty."
(b) to Committee II:

. .~. = 1item 13 "Review of the operation of the Treaty as provided for in its
oo, : Article VIII (3):

B. Implementation of the provisions of the Treaty relating to
peaceful applications of nuclear energy:

+ (1) Article III and Article IV
(2) Article V and Preambular paragraphs 6 and 7."

These recommendations were adopted by the plenary at its fourth session on 7 May.
L :
7..24. The general debate in plenary, in which 46 States Parties and Signatories made
%: statements, took place from 6 to 12 May.

25. Committee I held 14 meetings from 13 tc 23 May. Its repcrt (NPT/CONF/23) was
submitted to the Conference at its twelfth plenary meeting on 26 May. Committee II held
16 meetings from 12 to 23 May, and its report (NPT/CONF/24) was also submitted to the
Conference at its twelfth plenary meeting on 26 May. At the same meeting the Conference
decided to transmit the two reports with all the annexed documents to the Drafting
Committee.

26, At a series of meetings held from 26 to 29 May, the Drafting Committee considered
the reports and documents transmitted to it, and submittedits report to the Conference
on the latter date (NPT/CONF/32). The Conference, at its thirteenth plenary meeting,
took note of the report.

Documentation

27. A list of the documents of the Conference is attached as Annex V.




NPT/CONF/35/1
page 7

General Assembly resolution 3261D (XXIX)

28. The Conference considered the role of peaceful nuclear explosions as provided for
in the Treaty, in connexion with its general review of the operation of the Treaty. The
subject was discussed, in particular, as part of the review of the operation of

Article V and Preambular paragraphs 6 and 7 of the Treaty, also keeping in mind

General Assembly resolution 3261D (XXIX). The results of the deliberations of the
Conference on the stoject are reflected in the Final Declarati.n of the Conference (see
following paragraph).

Conclusion of the Conference

29. At its final (fourteenth) plenary meeting, on 30 May, the Conference adopted by
consensus its Final Declaration based on a draft Declaration submitted by the President
of the Conference on 29 May. The Final Declaration appears as Annex I.

30. A number of delegations, while not objecting to the consensus, submitted
interpretative statements in connexion with the Final Declaration, which are included
in Annex II. Others made oral statements of explanation of their position, which are
fully reflected in the record of the final plenary meeting.

31. The Conference was not able to reach a consensus on the following draft resolutions
annexing originally submitted draft additional protocols. These draft resolutions are
included in Annex III.

(a) NPT/CONF/L.2/Rev.l Draft resolution by Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana,
Honduras, Jamaica, Lebanon, Liberia, Mexico,
Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru,
Philippines, Romania, Senegal, Sudan, Syrian
Arab Republic, Yugoslavia and Zaire.

(b) NPT/CONF/L.3/Rev.l Draft resolution by Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana,
Honduras, Jamaica, Lebanon, Liberia, Mexico,
Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru, Romania,
Senegal, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Yugoslavia
and Zaire.

(c) NPT/CONF/L.4/Rev.l Draft resolution by Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana,
Mexico, Nigeria, Peru, Komania, Senegal, Sudan,
Yugoslavia and Zaire.

32. The Conference was also not able to reach a consensus on the following draft
resolutions, although parts of some of these draft resolutions were included in the
Final Declaration.

(a) NPT/CONF/L.I* Draft resolution by Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana,
Honduras, Jamaica, Lebanon, Liberia, Mexico,
Morocco, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru, Philippines,
Romania, Senegal, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Yugoslavia and Zaire.

(e) NPT/CONF/C.1/L.1 Draft resolution by Ghana, Nepal, Nigeria,
Romania, Yugoslavia.
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f;f" (£) ¥NPT/CONF/C.I/L.2 Draft resolution by Iran on Article VII,

.%7. (g) NPT/CONF/C.I/L.3 Draft resolution by Rom;nia on Article VI. -
t.' (n) NPT/CONF/29 Proposal on the follow-up on the Conferenc; by

P Italy.
(i) NPT/CONF/C.II/L.1 Draft resolution by Ghsia, Mexico, Nigeria, Peru,

Philippines, Romania, Syrian Arab Republic and

Yugoslavia.

(j) NpT/CONF/C.II/L.2 Draft resolution by Mexico, Nigeria, Republic of

Korea and the Philippines.

’Thése draft resolutions are included in Annex IV to this final document.

. 33, All the proposals submitted to the Conference, as well as various views expressed

.. which are fully reflected in the Summary Records, form part of this Final Document of
the Conference and are forwarded as such for the consideretion of Governments of States
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

———
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. ANNEX I

FINAL DECLARATION COF THE REVIEW CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES TO THE
TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION CF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

PREAMBLE

The States Party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons which
met in Geneva in May 1975, in accordance with the Treaty, to review the operation of
the Treaty with a view to assuring that the purposes of the Preamble and the provisions
of the Treaty are being realized,

Recognizing the continuing importance of the objectives of the Treaty,

Affirming the belief that universal adherence to the Treaty would greatly strengthen
international peace and enhance the security of all States,

Firmly convinced that, in order to achieve this aim, it is essential to maintain, in
the implementation of the Treaty, an acceptable balance of mutual responsibilities aud
obligations of all States Party to the Treaty, nuclear-weapon and non-nucleai-weapon
States,

Recognizing that the danger of nuclear warfare remains a grave threat to the survival
of mankind,

Convinced that the prevention of any further proliferatiorn of nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices remains a vital element in efforts to avert nuclear warfare,
and that the promotion of this objective will be furthered by more rapid progress
towards the cessation of the nuclear arms race and the limitation and reduction of
existing nuclear weapons, with a view to the eventual elimination from national
arsenals of nuclear weapons, pursuant to a Treaty on general and complete disarmament
under strict and effective international control,

Recalling the determination expressed by the Parties to seek to achieve the
discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time,

Considering that the trend towards détente in relations between States provides a
favourable climate within which more significant progress shou.d be possible towards
the cessation of the nuclear arms race,

Noting the important role which nuclear energy can, particularly in changing economic
circumstances, play in power production and in contributing to the progressive
elimination of the economic and technological gap between developing and developed
States,
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; Recognizing that the accelerated spread and development of peaceful applications of
.. nuclear energy will, in the absence of effective safeguards, contribute to further

proliferation of nuclear explosive capability,

Recognizing the continuing necessity of full co-operation in the application and
improvement of International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguardes on peaceful nuclear

activities, -

- Recalling that all Parties to the Treaty are entitled to participate in the fullest
+* possible exchange of scientific information for, and to contribute alone or in
-+ co-operation with other States to, the further development of the applicatiorsof

atomic energy for peaceful purposes,
Reaffirming the principle that the benefits of peaceful applications of nuclear
technology, including any technological by-products which mey be derived by

nuclear-weapon States from the development of nuclear explosive devices, should be
available for peaceful purposes to all Parties to the Treaty, and

Recognizing that all States Parties have a duty to strive for the adoption of tangible
and effective weasuxes tu altain the objectives of the Treaty,

%{ Declares as follows:
*  PURPOSES
& The States Party to the Treaty reaffirm their strong common interest in averting
¢« the further proliferation of nuclear weapons. They reaffirm their strong support

for the Treaty their continued dedication to its principles and objectives, and their
- commitment to implement fully and more effectively its provisions.
They reaffirm the vital role of the Treaty in international efforts

- to avert further proliferation of nuclear weapons

;- - to achieve the cessation of the nuclear arms race and to undertake effective
fy : measures in the direction of nuclear disarmament, and

g -~ to promote co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy under adequate
safeguards.

*"  REVIEW OF ARTICLES I AND IT

5 The review undertazen by the Conference confirms that the obligations undertaken
under Articles I and II <f the Treaty have been faithfully observed by all Parties.
© The Conference is convinsed that the continued strict observance of these Articles
- remains central to the sinared objective of averting the further proliferation of
i+  nuclear weapons,

PR

T e ————————————
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REVIEW OF ARTICLE III

The Conference notes that the verification activities of the IAEA under Article II
of the Treaty respect the sovereign rights of States and do not hamper the economic,
scientific or technological development of the Parties to the Treaty or international
co-operation in peaceful nuclear activities., It urges that this situation be
maintained. The Conference attaches considerable importance to the continued
application of safeguards under Article III, 1, on a non-discriminatory basis, for
the equal benefit of all States Party to the Treaty.

The Conference notes the importance of systems of accounting for and control of
nuclear material, from the standpoints both of the responsibilities of States Party
to the Treaty and of co-operation with the IAEA in order to facilitate the implementatio
of the safeguards provided for in Article III, 1., The Conference expresses the hope
that all States having peaceful nuclear activities will establish and maintain
effective accounting and control systems and welcomes the readiness of the IAEA to
assist States in so doing.

The Conference expresses its strong support for effective IAEA safeguards. In
this context it recommends that intensified efforts be made towards the standardization
and the universality of application of IAEA safeguards, while ensuring that safeguards
agreements with non-nuclear-weapon States not Party to the Treaty are of adequate
duration, preclude diversion to any nuclear explosive devices and contain appropriate
provisions for the continuance of the application of safeguards upon re-export.

Tha Conference recommends that more attention and fuller support be given to the
improvement of safeguards techniques, instrumentation, data-handling and implementation
in order, among other things, to ensure optimur cost-effectiveness. It notes with
satisfaction the establishment by the Director General of the IAEA of a standing
advisory group on safeguards implementation, q

The Conference emphasises the necessity for the States Party to the Treaty that E
have not yet done so to conclude as soon as possible safeguards agreements with the
TIAEA. o

With regard to the implementation of Article III, 2 of the Treaty, the Conference
notes that a number of States suppliers of nuclear material or equipment have adopted
certain minimum, standard requirements for TAEA safeguards in connexion with their
exports of certain such items to non-nuclear-weapon States not Party to the Treaty
(IAEA document INFCIRC/209 and Addenda). The Conference attaches particular
importance to the condition, established by those States,jof an undertaking of
non-diversion to nuclear weapons or other nuclear eXplosive devices, as inchuded-in
the said requirements,
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%
The Conference urges that:

_(a) in all achievable ways, common export requirements relating to safeguards be
' strengthened, in particular by extending the application of safeguards to all
peaceful nuclear activities in importing States not Party to the Treaty;

(b) such common requirements be accorded the widest possible measure of acceptance
- among all suppliers and recipients;

(c) all Parties to the Treaty should actively pursue their efforts to these ends.
The Conference takes note of:
(a) the considered view of many Parties to the Treaty that the safeguards required

under Article III, 2 should extend to all peaceful nuclear activities in
importing States;

vy o
)

(b) (i) the suggestion that it is desirable to arrange for common safeguards

L requirements in respect of nuclear material processed, used or produced by
;,W * the use of scientific and technological information transferred in tangible
;¥1H~' form to non-nuclear-weapon States not Party to the Treaty;

Elc (ii) the hope that this aspect of safeguards could be further examined.
L?

7= ' The Conference recommends that, during the review of the arrangements relating
to the financing of safeguards in the IAEA which is to be undertaken by its Board of
Governors at an appropriate time after 1975, the less favourable financial situation
of the developing countries be fully taken into account. It recommends further that,
on that occasion, the Parties to the Treaty concerned seek measures that would restrict
* within appropriate limits the respective shares of developing countries in safeguards
costs.

The Conference attaches considerable importance, so far as safeguards inspectors
are concerned, to adherence by the IAEA to Article VIT,D of its Statute, prescribing,
among other things, that "due regard shall be paid ... to the importance of recruiting
the staff on as wide a geographical basis as possible"; it also recommends that
sa!eguards trainlng be made available to personnel from all geographic regions,

The Conference, convinced that nuclear materials should be effectively protected
at all times, urges that action be pursued to elaborate further, within the IAEA,
concrete recommendations for the physical protection of nuclear material in use,
storage and transit, including principles relating to the responsibility of States,
with a view to ensuring a uniform, minimum level of effective protection for such

material. ‘

T

} ' It calls upon all States engaging in peaceful nuclear activities (i) to enter into

* ‘'such international agreements and arrangements as may be necessary to ensure such
rrotection; and (ii) in the framework of their respective physical protection systems,
to give the earliest possible effective application to the IAEA's recommendations,
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REVIEW OF ARTICLE IV

The Conference reaffirms, in the framework of Article IV, 1, that nothing in the
Treaty shall be interpreted as affecting, and notes with satisfaction that nothing in
the Treaty has been identified as affecting, the inalienable right of all the Parties
to the Treaty to develop research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful
purposes without discrimination and in conformity with Articles I and II of the Treaty.

The Conference reaffirms, in the framework of Article IV, 2, the undertaking by all
Parties to the Treaty to facilitate the fullest possible exchange of equipment,
materials and scientific and technological information for the peaceful uses of nuclear
energy and the right of all Parties to the Treaty to participate in such exchange and
welcomes the efforts made towards that end, Noting that the Treaty constitutes a
favourable framework for broadening international co-operation in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, the Conference is convinced that on this basis, and in conformity with
the Treaty, further efforts should be made to ensure that the benefits of peaceful
applications of nuclear technology should be available to all Parties to the Treaty.

The Conference recognizes that there continues to be a need for the fullest
possible exchange of nuclear materials, equipment and technology, including up~to-date
developments, consistent with the objectives and safeguards requirements of the Treaty.
The Conference reaffirms the undertaking of the Parties to the Treaty in a position to
do so to co-operate in contributing, alone or together with other States or international
organizations, to the further development of the applications of nuclear energy for
peaceful purposes, especially in the territories of non-nuclear-weapon States Party to
the Treaty, with due consideration for the needs of the developing areas of the world.
Recognizing, in the context of Article IV, 2, those growing needs of developing States
the Conference considers it necessary to continue and increase assistance to them in
this field bilaterally and through such multilateral channels as the IAEA and the
United Nations Development Programme.

The Conference is of the view that, in order to implement as fully as possible
Article IV of the Treaty, developed States Party to the Treaty should consider taking
measures, making contributions and establishing programmes, as soon as possible, for
the provision of special assistance in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy for developing
States Party to the Treaty.

The Conference recommends that, in reaching decisions on the provision of
equipment, materials, services and scientific and technological information for the
peaceful uses of nuclear energy, on concessional and other appropriate financial
arrangements and on the furnishing of technical assistance in the nuclear field,
including co-operation related to the continuous operation of peaceful nuclear
facilities, States Party to the Treaty should give weight to adherence to the Treaty by
recipient States, The Conference recommends, in this connexion, that any special
measures of co—-operation to meet the growing needs of developing States Party to the
Treaty might include increased and supplemental voluntary aid provided bilaterally or
through multilateral channels such as the IAEA's facilities for administering
funds-in-trust and gifts-in~kind,
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The Conference further recommends that States Party to the Treaty in a position
to do so, meet, to the fullest extent possible, "technically sound" requests for
technical assistance, submitted to the JAEA by developing States Party to the Treaty, .
which the IAEA is unable to finance from its own resources, as well as such "technically
sound" requests as may be made by developing States Party to the Treaty which are not
Members of the IAEA,

The Conference recognizes that regional or multinational nuclear fuel cycle
centres may be an advantageous way to satisfy, safely and economically, the needs of
many States in the course of initiating or expanding nuclesr power programmes, while
at the same time facilitating physical protection and the appllcation of IAEA aafeguards,
and contributing to the goals of the Treaty.

The Conference welcomes the IAEA's studies in this area, and recommends that they

include, among other aspects, identification of the complex practical and organizational
difficulties which will need to be dealt with in connexion with such projects,

The Conference urges all Parties to the Treaty in a position to do'so to co-operate
in these studies, particularly by providing to the IAEA where possible economic data
concerning construction and operation of facilities such as chemical reproceséing
plants, plutonium fuel fabrication plants, waste management 1nstallation8, and
longer-term spent fuel storage, and by assistance to the IAEA to enableé it to undertake
feasibility studies concerning the establishment of regional nuclear fuel oycle centres
in apecifio geographic reglona. . '

R

The Conference hopes that, if these studies lead to positive flndings and“if the
establishment of regional or multinational nuclear fuel cycle centrés is undertaken,
Parties to the Treaty in a position to do so, will co-operate in, and provide assistance
for, the elaboration and realization of such projects.

REVIEW OF ARTICLE V LT

The Conference reaffirms the obligation of Partirc to the Treaty to take ‘
appropriate measures to ensure that potential benefits frou any peaceful applications o
of nuclear explosions are made aveilable to non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the
Treaty in full accordance with the provisions of Article V and other applicable
international obligations, In this connexion, the Conference also reaffirms that such
services should be provided to non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty on a
non-discriminatory basis and that the charge to such Parties for the explosive devices
used should be as low as possible and exclude any charge for researoh and development,

The Conference notes that any potential benefits could be made available to
non-nuclear-weapon States pot Party to the Treaty by way of nuclear explosion services

appropriate international observation and international” procedures called for in
Article V and in accordance with other applicable international obligations. The
Conference considers it imperative that access to potential benefits of nuclear

explosions for peaceful purposes not lead to any proliferation of nuclear explosive
capability.
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The Conference considers the IAEA to be the appropriate international body,
referred to in Article V of the Treaty, through which potential benefits from peaceful
applications of nuclear explosions could be made available to any non-nuclear-weapon
State, Accordingly, the Conference urges the IAEA to expedite work on identifying and
examining the important legal issues involved in, and to commence consideration of, the
structure and content of the special international agreement or agreements contemplated
in Article V of the Treaty, taking into account the views of the Conference of the
Committee on Disarmament (CCD) and the United Nations General Assembly and enabling

States Party to the Treaty but not Members of the IAEA which would wish to do so to
participate in such work. '

The Conference notes that the technology of nuclear explosions for peaceful
purposes is still at the stage of development and study and that there are a number of
interrelated international legal and other aspects of such explosions which still
need to be investigated.

The Conference commends the work in this field that has been carried out within
the IAEA and looks forward to the continuance of such work pursuant to
United Nations General Assembly resolution 3261 D (XXIX), It emphasizes that the IAEA
should play the central role in matters relating to the provision of services for the
application of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes, It believes that the IAEA
should broaden its consideration of this subject to encompass, within its area of
competence, all aspects and implications of the practical applications of nuclear
explosions for peaceful purposes. To this end it urges the IAEA to set up appropriate
machinery within which intergovernmental discussion can take place and through which
advice can be given on the Agency's work in this field,

The Conference attaches considerable importance to the consideration by the CCD,
pursuant to United Nations General Assembly resolution 3261 D (XXIX) and teking due
account of the views of the IAEA, of the arms control implications of nuclear explosions
for peaceful purposes.

The Conference notes that the thirtieth session of the United Nations
General Assembly will receive reports pursuant to United Nations General Assembly
resolution 3261 D (XXIX) and will provide an opportunity for States to discuss questions
related to the application of nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. The Conference
further notes that the results of discussicn in the United Nations General Assembly at
its thirtieth session will be available to be taken into account by the IAEA and the CCD
for their further consideration.

REVIEW OF ARTICLE VI

The Conference recalls the provisions of Article VI of the Treaty under which all
Parties undertock to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating

~ to the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and
- to nuclear disarmament and

- to a treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict and
effective international control.
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: While welcoming the various agreements on arms limitation and disarmament
- elaborated and concluded over the last few years. as steps contributing to the

. implementation of Article VI of the Treaty, the Conference expresses its serious

. concern that the arms race, in particular the nuclear arms race, is continuing unabated.

: The Conference therefore urges constant and resolute efforts by each of the
I Parties to the Treaty, in particular by the nuclear-weapon States, to achieve an early
and effective implementation of Article VI of the Treaty.

. The Conference affirms the ‘determination expressed in the preamble to the 1965

;. Partial Test Ban Treaty and reiterated in the preamble to the Non-Proliferation Treaty

. to achieve the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time.

' The Conference expresses the view that the conclusion of a treaty banning all nuclear

- weapons tests is one of the most important measures to halt the nuclear arms race. It

" expresses the hope that the nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty will take the

- lead in reaching an early solution of the technical and political difficulties on this

> issue. It appeals to these States to make every effort to reach agreement on the

{ conclusion of an effective comprehensive test ban, To this end, the desire was

- expressed by a considerable number of delegations at the Conference that the

? nmuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty should as soon as possible enter into an

7 agreement, open to all States and containing appropriate provisions to ensure its

| effectiveness, to halt all nuclear weapons testes of adhering States for a specified

> time, whereupon the terms of such an agreement would be reviewed in the light of

k. the opportunity, at that time, to achieve a universal and permanent cessation of all

- nuclear weapons tests, The Conference calls upon the nuclear-weapon States
signatories of the Treaty on the Limitation of Underground Nuclear Weapons tests,

/- meanwhile, to limit the number of their underground nuclear weapons tests to a

; minimum, The Conference believes that such steps would constitute an incentive

-« of particular value to negotiations for the conclusion of a treaty banning all

1.- nuclear weapons test explosions for all time,

g The Conference appeals to the nuclear-weapon States Parties to the negotiations on
» the limitation of strategic arms to endeavour to conclude at the earliest possible date
. the new agreement that was outlined by their leaders in November 1974. The Conference
1 looks forward to the commencement of follow-on negotiations on further limitations of,
- and significant reductions in, their nuclear weapons systems as soon as possible

- following the conclusion of such an agreement,

The Conference notes that, notwithstanding earlier progress, the CCD has recently
- been unable to reach agreement on new substantive measures to advance the objectives of
" Article VI of the Treaty. It urges, therefore, all members of the CCD Party to the
; Treaty, in particular the nuclear-weapon States Party, to increase their efforts to
. achieve effective disarmament agreements on all subjects on the agenda of the CCD.

The Conference expresses the hope that all States Party to the Treaty, through
g' the United Nations and the CCD and other negotiations in which they participate, will
work with determination towards the conclusion of arms limitation and disarmament
" agreements which will contribute to the goal of general and complete disarmament under
strict and effective international control.

S
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The Conference expresses the view that, disarmament being a matter of general
concern, the provision of information to all governments and peoples on the situation
in the field of the arms race and disarmament is of great importance for the
attainment of the aims of Article VI. The Conference therefore invites the
United Nations to consider ways and means of improving its existing facilities for
collection, compilation and dissemination of information on disarmament issues, in
order to keep all governmerits as well as world public opinion properly informed
on progress achievedi in the realization of the provisions of irticle VI of the Treaty.

REVIEW OF ARTICLE VII AND THE SECURITY CF NON-NUCLEAR WEAPON STATES

Recognizing that all States have need to ensure their independence, territorial
integrity and sovereignty, the Conference emphasizes the particular importance of
assuring and strengthening the security of non-nuclear-weapon States Parties which have
renounced the acquisition of nuclear weapons, It acknowledges that States Parties find
themselves in different security situations and therefore that various appropriate means
are necessary to meet the security concerns of States Parties.

The Conference underlines the importance of adherence tc the Treaty by
non-nuclear-weapon States as the best means of reassuring one another of their
renunciation of nuclear weapons and as one of the effective means of strengthening
their mutual security.

The Conference takes note of the continued determination of the Depositary States
to honour their statements, which were welcomed by the United Nations Security Council
in resolution 255 (1968), that, to ensure the security of the non-nuclear-weapon States
Party to the Treaty, they will provide or support immediate assistance, in accordance
with the Charter, to any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty which is a victim
of an act or an object of a threat of aggression in which nuclear weapons are used,

The Conference, bearing in mind Article VII of the Treaty, considers that the
establishment of internationally recognized nuclear-weapon-free zones on the initiative
and with the agreement of the directly concerned States of the zone, represents an
effective means of curbing the spread of nuclear weapons, and could contribute
significantly to the security of those States., It welcomes the steps which have been
taken toward the establishment of such zones,

The Conference, recognizes that for thr maximum effectiveness of any Treaty
arrangements for establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone the co-operation of the
nuclear-weapon States is necessary. At the Conference it was urged by a considerable
number of delegations that nuclear-weapon States should provide, in an appropriate
manner, binding security assurances to those States which become fully bound by the
provisions of such regional arrangements,
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At the Conference it was also urged that determined efforts must be made

* especially by the nuclear weapon States Party to the Treaty, to ensurerthe security

of all non-nuclear-weapon States Parties. To this end the Conference urges all

¢ States, both nuclear-weapon States and non-nuclear-weapon States to refrain, in

accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, from the threat or the use of force
in relations between States, involving either nuclear or non-nuclear-weapons.
Additionally, it stresses the responsibility of all Parties to the Treaty and especially
the nuclear-weapon States, to take effectivc steps to strength:n the security of
non-nuclear-weapon States and to promote in all appropriate fora the consideration

of all practical means to this end, taking into account the views expressed at this

Conference.

REVIEW OF ARTICLE VIII®@ *°

~ The Conference invites States Party to the Treaty which are Members of the
United Nations to request the Secretary-General of the United Nations to include the
following item in the provisional agenda of the thirty-first session of the
General Assembly: "Implementation of the conclusions of the first Review Conference
of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons",

_ The States Party to the Treaty participating in the Conference propose to the
Depositary Governments that a second Conference to review the operation of the
Treaty be convened in 1980,

. The Conference accordingly invites States Party to the Treaty which are Members
of the United Nations to request the Secretary-General of the United Natioms to
include the following item in the provisional agenda of the thirty-third session of

.i the General Assembly: "Implementation of the conclusions of the first Review
' Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

and establishment of a preparatory committee for the second Conference."

REVIEW OF ARTICLE IX

’

The five years that have passed since the entry into force of the Treaty have
demonstrated its wide international acceptance. The Conference welcomes the recent
progress towards achieving wider adherence. At the same time, the Conference notes
with concern that th2 Treaty has not as yet achieved universal adherence, Therefore,
the Conference expresses the hope that States that have not already joined the Treaty
should do so at the earliest possible date,

’
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ANNEX II

Interpretative Statements
in connexion with Final Declaration

Original: SPANISH

c— ... MXICO eim e -

The delegations of the States members of the Group of 77 Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, taking part in the first
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty, wish to place on record in
the final document of the Conference that they have agreed not to oppose the
consecsus required in gccordance with the rules of procedure for the adoption
of the finsl declaration of the Conference, as a token of their great appreciation
for the praiseworthy and unceasing endeavours of the President of the Conference,
to whom we owe the preparation of the draft declaration (NPT/CONF/30/Rev.1), and
on the condition gsine qua non that the text of the present interpretative
statement and the texts of the three draft resolutions NPT/CONP L.Z/Rev.l,
NPT/CONF/L.3/Rev.1 and NPT/CONF/L.4/Rev.l, together with their annexed
Working Papers NPT/CONF/17*, NPT/CONF/18* and NPT/CONF/22 respectively, as .well
as documents NPT/CONF/C.I/L.1, NPT/CONF/C.I/L.2, NPT/CONF/C.1/L.3, NPT/CONF/C.II/L.1
and NPT/CONF/C.II/L.2, are reproduced in full in the final document, immediately
following the text of the final declaration. The delegations I referred to earlier
likewise wish to plasce on record that the relevant provisions of the declaration,
perticularly those relating to the implementation of the tenth presmbuler peragraph
and to Article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wespons and
to the need to safeguard the security on non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to
the Treaty must, as regards the position of those delegations with respect to
such provisions, de interpreted in the light of the content of the three
Working Papers, m/com*?jw, NPT/CONF/18% and NPT/CONF/22 and of the other
documents enumerated above.
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BOLIVIA, ECUADOR, GHANA, HONDURAS, JAMAICA, LEBANON, LIBERTA, MEXICO,
MOROCCO, NEPAL, NICARAGUA, NIGERIA, PERU, PHILIPPINES, ROMANIA,
SENEGAL, SUDAN, SYRTIAN ARAB REPUBLIC, YUGOSLAVIA AND ZAIRE
Draft Resolution
(Document NPT/CONF/L.2/Rev.1)

i The Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons,

Noting the reiteration in the:preamble of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons of the determination proclaimed since 1963 in the Partial Test Ban
Treaty to "achieve the diecontlnuance of all test explosions of nucleer weapons for
all . tlme“ .

Conwlnced that one of the most effective measures for strengthening the Treaty

"on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and promoting unlveraal adherence to it

would be to put into practlce that determination, . R

Taking into aocount that the delegatlons of Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana, Honduras,
Jamaica, Lebanon, Laberla,,MExlco, Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru,
Philippines, Romania, Sudan, Syria, Yugoslavia and Zaire have submitted to the
Conference working paper NPT/CONF/17 , annexed to the present-resolution, containing
a draft additional protocol tq the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons .
concerning nuclear weapon tests, with a view to establishing procedures which, in
the opinion of its co-sponsors, would facilitate the attainment of the permanent
cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons, :

Noting that it would be desirable that all States Party to the Treaty may-
examine this proposal and that over one third of them have been unable to send
representatives to the Conference, .

1. Endorses the aim of contributing to the attainment of the permanent
cessation of all test explosions of nuclear weapons pursued by the draft additional
protocol to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons contained in
working paper NPT/CONF/17 annexed to this resolution;

2. Requests the President of the Conference to transmit, through its
Seoretartheneral the present resolution with its annex to all States Party to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferatlon of Nuclear Weapons, in order that they may give it
due consideration;

3. Recommends to those States to bear in mind the conclusions they may reach
as a result of such consideration when they examine, at the thirty-first session of
the General Assembly, the item: "Implementation of the decisions adopted by the first
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non~-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons",
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:, ANNEX

WORKING PAPER CONTAINING A DRAFT ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL
TO THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLTFERATION OF WUCLEAR
WEAPONS REGARDING NUCLEAR WEAPON TESTS

Introductoxv note

In its resolution 2373 (XXII) of 12 June 1968, the General Assembly of the
United Nations expressed inter alia "the hcpe for the widest possible adhcrence to
the Treaty" on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

That hope was undoubtedly based orn the conviction stated in uncquivocal terms
in the penultimate preambular paragraph of the same resolution in vhich the Assembly
declared itself "convincec" that "en agreement to prevent the further proliferation
of nucleaxr weapons must be followed as soon as possible by effective measures on the
cegsation of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament, and that the non-
proliferation treaty will contribute tTo this aim®.

To the foregoing one must add a whole series of facts which are equally
pertinent in this regard, some of the most outstanding of which are recalled here:

That the Non-Proliferation Treaty itself has reiterated in its preamble the
determination, proclaimed since 196% in the Moscow Treaty, "to achieve the
discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time";

That in four of its very numerous resolutions on this question, the Assembly
has "condemned" with the utmost vigour all nuclear weapon tests, in whatever
environment they may be conducted;

That the Assembly itself has repeatedly expressed the conviction that,
"whatever may be the differences on the question of verification, there is no
valid reason for delaying the conclusion of a comprehensive test ban';

That it is also the Ascembly, the most representative body of the international’
community, which has affirmed, in its mos$ recent resolution - 3257 (XXIX) of
9 December 1974 - on this subject, that "the continuance of nuclear weapon testing
will intensify the arms race, thus increasing the danger of nuclear waxr";

That, as the Secretary-General of the United Nations emphatically stated more
than three years ago, in his first address to the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament, on 20 February 1972: "All the technical and scientific aspects of the
problem have been so fully explored that only a nolitical decision is now necessary
in order to achieve final agreement".

The inevitable conclusior which, in the opinion of the delegations co-sponsoring
this working paper, is to be drawn from facts such as those just recalled is that one
of the most effective measures for strengthening the Non-Proliferation Treaty and
for promoting universal adherence to it would be that the three nuclear-weapon
States, which are not only Partiss to the Trealy but act as its depositaries as well,
demonstrate their readiness to sunport with tangible deeds the provisions of the
Treaty's preamble regarding the cessation of nuclear weapon tests.
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For this reason the sponsoring delegations believe that they are making a
. positive contribution to the work of the Conference in submitting to it a draft
; "Additional Protocol I" on this subject. They are also convinced that the entry
into force of the proposed instrument would in no way undermine the security of
the depositary States, since the extent of the lead in nuclear war technology and
the enormity of the nuclear arsenals of the USSR and the United States of America
r are such that, even if they were to suspe..d all nuclear weapon tests for half a
century, it is absolutely certain that they would continue vo maintain an
indisputable superiority. As if this were not sufficient, the Treaty's provisions
: regarding withdrawal, which would apply as well to the Protocol, would give each
y of the Parties the right to withdraw from the Protocol, "in exercising its
5; " national sovereignty', should any of them reach the conclusion that, at a given
moment, the supreme interests of its country require it. On the other hand, it
is equally certain that a Protocol such as the one proposed would constitute an
incentive of particular value in order to prompt the other nuclear-weapon States
to commit themselves to put an end to all of their tests with such weapons.

The text of the draft Protocol which, basing themselves on the foregoing
considerations, the sponsoring delegations submit to the Conference is the following:

ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL I TO THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION
OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The Depositary Governments of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, referred to in this Protocol as "the Treaty",

Conscious that universal, or at least the widest possible, adherence to the
Treaty will contribute to avoid an increase in the danger of nuclear war,

Convinced that one of the most effective procedures for attaining such adherence
would be the implementation of the provisions of the Preamble of the Treaty
reiterating the determination, proclaimed since 1963 in the Moscow Treaty, to
achieve "the discontinuance of all test explosions of nuclear weapons for all time",

Have agreed as follows:

Article 1, vhey undertake to decrec the suspension of all their underground
nuclear weapon tests for a period of ten years, as soon as the number of Parties to
the Treaty reaches one hundred.

Article 2. They undertake also to extend by fhree years the moratorium
contemplated in the preceding article, each time that five additional States become
Partier to the Treaty.

Article 3., They undertake to transform the moratorium into a permanent
cessation of all nuclear weapon tests, through the conclusion of a multilateral
treaty for that purpose, as soon as the other nuclear weapon States indicate their

. willingness to become parties to said treaty.

{
Article 4. This Protocol will be of the same duration as the Treaty. :
Nevertheless the provisions of the latter's Article X regardlng withdrawal shall
apply to it,

Article 5. This Protocol shall be subject to ratification by the three
Deposxtary States of the Treaty to which it is open for signature and shall enter
into force on the date that the instruments of ratification of two of them are

received by the Secretary-General of the United Nations who shall be the depositary
. - .—.nf _tha_Pratarnl. _

e
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BOLIVIA, ECUADOR, GHANA, HONDURAS, JAMAICA, LEBANON, LIBERIA,
. MEXICO, MOROCCO, NEPAL, NICARAGUA, NIGERIA, PERU, ROMANIA,
SENEGAL, SUDAN, SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC, YUGOSLAVIA AND ZAIRE

Draft Resolution
(Document NPT/CONF/L.3/Rev.1)

The Review Con."erence of the Parties t~ the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons,

Recalling the provisions of article VI of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear VWeapons whereby each of the Parties to the Treaty has undertaken inter alia
"to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to cessation of
the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament",

Convinced that one of the most effective measures for strengthening the Treaty and
promoting universal adherence to it would be the achievement of tangible results in the
field of nuclear disarmament,

Taking into account that the delegations of Bolivia, Ecuador, Ghana, Honduras,
Jamaica, Lebanon, Liberia, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru, Romania,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Yugoslavia and Zaire have submitted to the Conference
working paper NPT/CONF/IB*, annexed to the present regolution, containing a draft
additional protocol to the Treaty concerning nuclear disarmament, with a view to
establishing procedures which, in the opinion of its co-sponsors, would facilitate the
achievement at an early date of some important measures of nuclear disarmament,

Noting that it would be desirable that all States Party to the Treaty may examine
this proposal and that over one third of them have been unable to send representatives
Lo the Conference, :

1. Endorses the aim of contributing to the attainment of effective measures

- towards the cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to muclear
disarmament pursued by the draft additional protocol to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons contained in working paper NPT/CONF/IB* annexed
to this resolution;

2. Requests the President of the Conference to transmit, through its
Secretary~General, the present resolution with its annex to all States Party to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, in order that they may give it due
consideration; ’

3. Recommends to those States to bear in mind the conclusions they may reach as
a result of such consideration when they examine, at the thirty-first session of the
General Assembly, the item: "Implementation of the decisions adopted by the first
Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons'. :
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»ANNEX .

WDRKING PAPER CONTAINING A DRAFT ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL
T0 THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCILEAR
WEAPONS REGARDING TEE IMPLEMENTATION OF ITS ARTICLE VI

..

Introductory note

--In-its resolution-2373 - (XXII) of 12 -Jute 1968, the ‘General "Assembly of tha" ,
United Nations expressed inter alia "the hope for the widest possible adherence to "
the Trgaty" on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

——That—hope was undoubtedly based on the conv1ct10n stated in unequ1voca1 terms in:
the penultimate preambular paragraph ‘of the same resolution in vhich the Assembly
declared itself "convinced" that "an agreement to prevent the further proliferation
.of nuclear weapons myst be followed as soon as possible by effective measures on
the ceseatlon of the nuclear arms race and on nuclear disarmament, and that the "~ .,
non—prollferation treaty will contribute to this aim".

It was no doubt for this same reason that the Treaty itself contains an article -
article VI - almed at reafflrmlng the Asgembly's conviction reférred to'by prov1&1ng
that° ﬁ:'

y v

- ¢ e
. .

"Each of the Parties to the Treaty undertakes to pursue negotlatlons
in good faith on‘effective measures relating to cessation of the nuclear ..

‘arms racé at an early date and to nuclear disaymament, and on a treaty on
genieral and complete disarmament under strict and effective international
AN chntrol." e e o . .

-

.-—lv- . -

If ‘a8 set forth in the Treaty 8 artlcle VIII, the basic objective of this
Conference is to review how 'the purposes of the Preamble and the provisions of the
Treaty" have been, and are being, realized, the inevitable conclusions to be drawn
from any obJective analysis of reality are, with regard to the above-méntioned article,
not only extremely disappointing but truly alarming. The muclear arms race, far from
cea81ng as contemplated in the Treaty's article VI, has been stepped up in such a
manner that it has given rise to the situation known as overkill., Implicit in such a
situation is the constant threat of a nuclerr holocaust, as shown by the two grave
crises which in 1962 and 1973 gave rise to 2 general alert.

‘The imminence of this danger appears to have begun to find its way even in the
hlghest political levels. Thus during the last session of the General Assembly, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of one of the two most powerful nuclear-weapon States
stated emphatically:

.. "Stable and lasting peace is incompatible with the arms race.. They are
antipodes. One cannot seriously think of eliminating the threat of war,

while at the same time increasing military budgets and endlessly building up
armaments ... The supreme interests not only of the peoples of the Soviet Union
and the United States, but also of the peoples of the whole world require

that the Soviet Union and the United States, possessing the colossal might

of nuclear weapons, should make every effort to achieve appropriate
understandings and agreements'.
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To date the only results which the Treaty's depositary States can point to
regarding their commitment under article VI are the meagre ones obtained in the
bilateral negotiations on the limitation of strategic nuclear-weapon systems (SALT)
which have been going on for some years. If in the international sphere those
negotiations have had some beneficial consequences of a political and psychological
nature, their very modest scope as disarmament measures has in practice appeared to
be of no account. This has prompted the Assembly to urge the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the United States rcpeatedly, as it did in its latest
resolution in this regard - resolution 3261 C (XXIX) of 9 December 1974 - to broaden
the scope and accelerate the pace of their negotiations, stressing anew 'the
necessity and urgency of reaching agreement on important qualitative limitetions and
substantial reductions of their strategic nuclear-weapon systems as a positive step
towards nuclear disarmament",

In the light of the foregoing, it is axiomatic that one of the most effective
measures for strengthening the Non-Proliferation Treaty and for promoting universal
adherence to it would be that the two States possessing by far the largest nuclear
arsenals in existence demonstrute their readiness to support with tangible deeds the
provisions of the Treaty's article VI relating to the cessation of the nuclear arms
race and to nuclear disarmament.

For this reason the sponsoring delegations believe that they are making a positive
contribution to the work of the Conference in submitting to it a draft "Additional
Protocol II'" on this subject. They are also convinced that the entry into force of
the proposed instrument could not undermine the security of those two depositary
States, On the one hand, the reductions suggested would in no way affect the system
on which are based the proportions that they freely accepted in the Vladivostok accords.
On the other hand, the extent of their lead in nuclear war technology and the enormity
of their nuclear arsenals are such that, even after they had carried out the parity
reductions called for in the Additional Protocol, the number of nuclear weapons and of
delivery vehicles which each one would maintain would still be much superior to that
which might be at the disposal of all of the other nuclear-weapon States taken
together. As if this were not sufficient, the Treaty's provisions regarding withdrawal,
which would apply as well to the Protocol, would give each of the Parties the right to
withdraw from the Protocol, "in exercising its national sovereignty", should either of
them reach the conclusion that, at a given moment, the supreme interests of its
country require it. Moreover, it should be borme in mind tha® a Protocol such as the
one proposed would constitute an incentive of particular value in order to prompt the
other nuclear-weapon States to adopt measures for reductions similar to those set
forth in it.

The text of the draft Protocol which, basing themselves on the foregoing
congiderations, the sponsoring delegations submit to the Conference is the following:

ADDITIONAL PROTOCOL II TO THE TREATY ON THE
NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS

The Depositary Governments of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear

Weapons - referred to in this Protocol as "the Treaty" - which participate in the
bilateral negotiations on the limitation of strategic nuclear-weapon systems (SaLT),
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R Conscious that universal, or at least the widest possible, adherence to the
Treaty will contribute to avoid an increase in the danger of nuclear war,

‘Convinced that one of the most effective procedures for attaining such adherence
would be the parallel achievement of tangible results relating to nuclear disarmament,

Bearing in mind that in the accords reached at Vladivostock in November of 1974
both Governments agreed that each side would be entitled to huve an aggregate maximum
of 2,400 intercontinental ballistic missiles, submarine-launched ballistic missiles and
heavy bombers, and that only 1,320 of the ballistic missiles may be equipped with

- multlple independently targetable warheads (MIRV's),

- Have agreed as follows:

Article 1. They solemnly reaffirm the obligations undertaken in article VI of
the Treaty to pursue '"nmegotiations in good faith on effective measures relating to
cessation of the nuclear arms race at an early date and to nuclear disarmament".

Article 2. They undertake, as soon as the number of Partles to the Treaty has
reached one hundred:

(1) To reduce by fifty per cent the ceiling of 2,400 nuclear strategic delivery
vehicles contemplated for each side vnder the Vladivostok accords;

(b) To reduce likewise by fifty per cent the ceiling of 1,320 strategic ballistic
- nissiles which, under those accords, each side may equlp with multlple 1ndpendently
ta getable warheads (MIRV's). -

. e Article 3. They also underteke, once such reductions have been carried out, to
ﬁ reduce by by tcn per cent the ceilings of 1,200 strategic nuclear delivery vehicles and
of 660 strategic ballistic missiles that may be equipped with multiple indep~ndently
targetable warheads (MIRV's), each time that ten additional States become Parties to
the Treaty.

Article 4. This Protocol w111 be of the same duration as the Treaty.
Neverthaless the provigsions of the latter's article X regarding withdrawal shall apply
to it.

Article 5. This Protocol shall be subject to ratification by the two States
| to which it is open for signature and shall enter into force on the date both

i instrurents of ratification have been received by the Secretary-General of -the
United Nat‘ons vho shall be the depositary of the Protocol.
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