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At the 2001 session of the Disarmament Commission, Working Group I on
“Ways and means to achieve nuclear disarmament”, at its 10th meeting, on 26 April
2001, requested the Chairman to conduct intersessional consultations based on the
discussions, suggestions, oral and written proposals and materials submitted during
the session and to present a revised version of his paper some time before the 2002
substantive session of the Disarmament Commission. Subsequently, at its
organizational meeting (249th meeting) on 10 and 17 April 2002, the Commission
requested the chairpersons of the two working groups to continue to conduct
intersessional consultations based on the discussions, suggestions and oral and
written proposals and materials submitted during the previous two years of
deliberations and, if possible, to submit revised versions of their papers some time
prior to the 2003 substantive session of the Commission.

The present paper is submitted pursuant to that request.
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I. General overview: Importance of nuclear disarmament and
interrelationship between nuclear disarmament and
international peace, security and stability

1. “The attainment of the objective of security, which is an inseparable element of
peace, has always been one of the most profound aspirations of humanity. States
have for a long time sought to maintain their security through the possession of
arms … Yet the accumulation of weapons, particularly nuclear weapons, today
constitutes much more a threat than a protection for the future of mankind.”1

2. Held in 1978, the tenth special session of the General Assembly, the first
special session devoted to disarmament, was a turning point in the history of
multilateral efforts to attain disarmament, in particular, nuclear disarmament. The
unanimous recognition by Member States at the special session that enduring
international peace and security cannot be built on the accumulation of weaponry,
particularly nuclear weapons, remains valid more than ever.

3. The nuclear disarmament process is closely intertwined with international
peace and security. Progress in measures to strengthen the security of States and to
improve the international situation in general is essential for disarmament, including
nuclear disarmament. Conversely, advancement in the process of disarmament will
positively impact on the establishment of a peaceful, secure and stable international
environment. It is therefore in the interest of all States to contribute to the pursuit of
nuclear disarmament, whether on a unilateral basis or through bilateral, plurilateral,
regional or multilateral arrangements.

4. Nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation are mutually reinforcing. Steps to
prevent nuclear proliferation, as well as the proliferation of other forms of weapons
of mass destruction and their delivery systems, are important in providing a positive
international security environment for the advancement of nuclear disarmament.

5. The objectives of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation are also furthered
through the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones. The establishment of
internationally recognized nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements
freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned enhances global and
regional peace and security, strengthens the nuclear non-proliferation regime and
contributes towards realizing the objectives of nuclear disarmament.

6. The importance attached by Member States to nuclear disarmament and to its
inter-relationship with international peace, security and stability is further attested
by the work of a number of intergovernmental bodies, as illustrated below, as well
as by the conclusion of multilateral agreements providing for nuclear disarmament
and nuclear non-proliferation.

7. The General Assembly has over the years adopted numerous resolutions on the
issue of nuclear disarmament, thereby reaffirming the standing commitment of the
international community to achieving this goal. Indeed, the first resolution adopted
by the General Assembly on 24 January 1946 was on nuclear disarmament, calling
for the establishment of a commission to deal with the problems raised by the
discovery of atomic energy. The terms of reference of the Commission were

__________________
1 Final Document of the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, resolution S-10/2,

para. 1.
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designed to ensure the elimination of atomic and all other weapons of mass
destruction, and the use of atomic energy only for peaceful purposes.

8. The programme of action adopted at the tenth special session contains
priorities and measures in the field of disarmament that States should undertake as a
matter of urgency with a view to halting and reversing the arms race and to giving
the necessary impetus to efforts designed to achieve genuine disarmament leading to
general and complete disarmament under effective international control. The tenth
special session further agreed that nuclear weapons pose the greatest danger to
mankind and to the survival of civilization and that effective measures of nuclear
disarmament and the prevention of nuclear war have the highest priority.

9. While the twelfth and fifteenth special sessions of the General Assembly,
devoted to disarmament, held, respectively, in 1982 and 1988, were unable to adopt
consensus documents, both sessions reaffirmed the validity of the agreements
contained in the Final Document of the Tenth Special Session and considered
various proposals and concrete measures to move forward the disarmament agenda,
including nuclear disarmament.

10. At the Millennium Summit held at United Nations Headquarters from 6 to 8
September 2000, the heads of State and Government of the States Members of the
United Nations resolved to strive for the elimination of weapons of mass
destruction, particularly nuclear weapons, and to keep all options open for achieving
that aim, including the possibility of convening an international conference to
identify ways of eliminating nuclear dangers.

11. Since its establishment in 1952, the Disarmament Commission, as the
specialized universal deliberating disarmament forum, has agreed to valuable and
practical guidelines to facilitate efforts of Member States in establishing multilateral
principles and norms in the field of disarmament and non-proliferation.

12. In particular, the Disarmament Commission has addressed issues related to
nuclear disarmament, including from 1991 to 1995, when it had a working group
dedicated to an agenda item entitled “Process of nuclear disarmament in the
framework of international peace and security, with the objective of the elimination
of nuclear weapons”. While the Commission was unable to finalize its work on the
subject, it did unanimously adopt in 1993 guidelines and recommendations for
regional approaches to disarmament within the context of global security, which
included the establishment of zones free of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
mass destruction. Furthermore, in 1999, the Commission adopted guidelines on the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements freely
arrived at among the States of the region concerned. In the same year, pursuant to a
mandate from the General Assembly, the Commission decided to establish a
working group to deal with an item entitled “Ways and means to achieve nuclear
disarmament”. The Group started its deliberations at the 2000 session of the
Commission.
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13. The Conference on Disarmament, the single multilateral disarmament
negotiating forum, has had several items on its agenda2 related to nuclear
disarmament. In the past decade, it negotiated the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty, which was adopted by the General Assembly in 1996, and agreed on a
mandate for the negotiation of a non-discriminatory, multilateral and internationally
and effectively verifiable treaty banning the production of fissile material for
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. However, since 1999, the
Conference has been unable to make any progress due to a lack of agreement on its
substantive programme of work.

14. The Security Council has also been seized of issues relating to the relationship
between disarmament and international peace and security. On 31 January 1992, the
Security Council held its first meeting at the level of heads of State and Government
to address the item entitled “The responsibility of the Security Council in the
maintenance of peace and security”. The Council reaffirmed the crucial contribution
that progress in the fields of disarmament, arms control and non-proliferation could
make to the maintenance of international peace and security and underlined the need
for all Member States to fulfil their obligations in relation to arms control and
disarmament, and to prevent proliferation in all its aspects of all weapons of mass
destruction. The Council further stressed that the proliferation of all weapons of
mass destruction constituted a threat to international peace and security.

15. Through the years, the growing recognition by Governments of the threat
posed by nuclear weapons to international peace and security and their interest in
safeguarding the security of their people have led, inter alia, to the conclusion of a
number of multilateral treaties providing for nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation. These treaties include the Treaty Banning Nuclear Weapon Tests in the
Atmosphere, in Outer Space and Under Water (Partial Test-Ban Treaty), the Treaty
on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer
Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies (Outer Space Treaty), the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (Non-Proliferation Treaty), the
Treaty on the Prohibition of the Emplacement of Nuclear Weapons and Other
Weapons of Mass Destruction on the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil
Thereof (Seabed Treaty), the Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the
Moon and Other Celestial Bodies (Moon Treaty) and the Comprehensive Nuclear-
Test-Ban Treaty. Furthermore, nuclear-weapon-free zones were established by the
Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the Caribbean
(Treaty of Tlatelolco), the South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty (Rarotonga
Treaty), the Treaty on the South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone (Treaty of
Bangkok) and the African Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zone Treaty (Treaty of Pelindaba).
There have also been important bilateral treaties, the most recent of which is the
Treaty on Strategic Offensive Reductions (Moscow Treaty) between the Russian
Federation and the United States of America.

__________________
2 The 2002 agenda of the Conference on Disarmament comprised the following items: cessation

of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament; prevention of nuclear war, including all
related matters; prevention of an arms race in outer space; effective international arrangements
to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons; new
types of weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons, radiological weapons;
comprehensive programme of disarmament; and transparency in armaments. The Conference has
adopted the same agenda for its 2003 session.
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II. Achievements and current developments in
nuclear disarmament

16. The international community has remained seized of the question of nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation as priorities of the United Nations. Progress has
been made in promoting nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation at all levels,
including unilateral measures, bilateral agreements, and regional and global actions.
Nevertheless the record has been mixed. Positive achievements in bilateral and
unilateral nuclear arms reductions have not been sufficient to reduce the threat of
nuclear weapons. Though some nuclear-weapon States have provided information
about their arsenals, the lack of transparency remains a problem with respect to the
numbers of weapons, as well as the amounts of nuclear material. Furthermore,
efforts to pursue a nuclear-weapon capability by some States, as well as the updating
of strategic defence doctrines setting out new rationales for the use of nuclear
weapons, represent developments of great concern. The present section outlines
recent developments and achievements in the field of nuclear disarmament.

A. Achievements and developments at the unilateral and
bilateral levels

17. Progress has been made in reducing nuclear weapons and promoting non-
proliferation through unilateral measures taken by the nuclear-weapon States. Some
progress has occurred, for example, in the following areas: the dismantlement of
strategic and non-strategic nuclear weapons and warheads; the reduction of nuclear
forces in the status of alert; the withdrawal and dismantlement of delivery vehicles;
the closing down and dismantlement of nuclear-weapon-related research and
development facilities, nuclear testing sites and uranium enrichment plants; the
elimination of medium-and short-range missiles; the disposal of fissile material
removed from military programmes; and the withdrawal of nuclear weapons
deployed outside their territories.

18. The nuclear-weapon States have also reaffirmed their commitment to Security
Council resolution 984 (1995) on security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon States
parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. In addition, one nuclear-weapon State has
unconditionally foregone the first use of nuclear weapons and the use or the threat to
use nuclear weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States.

19. At the 2000 Review Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty,
the nuclear-weapon States issued a joint declaration wherein they declared that none
of their nuclear weapons were targeted at any State. The nuclear-weapon States also
committed themselves to placing, as soon as practicable, fissile materials designated
by each of them as no longer required for military purposes under the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) or other relevant international verification
arrangements for the disposition of such material for peaceful purposes, to ensure
that such material remains permanently outside military programmes. In this
connection, they have launched a number of initiatives to provide for the safe and
effective management and disposition of such materials.

20. At the same Conference, the nuclear-weapon States reaffirmed their
commitment to keeping in force the moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions
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or any other nuclear explosions pending the entry into force of the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty.

21. China acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty on 9 March 1992, declared a
moratorium on nuclear testing on 29 July 1996 and signed the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 24 September 1996. At the 2000 Non-Proliferation
Treaty Review Conference, China stated that, since the 1990s, it had gradually cut
back its nuclear programme and that it had closed down the research and
development site in Qinghai. It also noted that its development of a limited nuclear
force was intended solely for defence purposes, aimed at breaking the nuclear
monopoly, preventing nuclear war and, ultimately, eliminating nuclear weapons.
China further reaffirmed its statement made in April 1995 that it would provide an
unconditional negative security assurance to all non-nuclear-weapon States.

22. In April 2002, China declared that its nine nuclear facilities were under IAEA
safeguards and that the Additional Protocol had become effective on 28 March 2002,
thereby placing China as the first nuclear-weapon State to do so. In December 2002,
the Government issued “China’s National Defence in 2002”, which stresses that
China consistently upholds the policy of no first use of nuclear weapons and adopts
an extremely restrained attitude towards the development of nuclear weapons. The
document further affirms that China has never participated in any nuclear arms race
and never deployed nuclear weapons abroad. In addition, China has reiterated that
its limited nuclear counter-attack ability is entirely for deterrence against possible
nuclear attacks by other countries.

23. France acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty on 2 August 1992 and ratified
the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 6 April 1998. In April 2002, France
stated that it had eliminated the surface-to-surface component of its nuclear
capability, dismantled all S3D strategic missiles at the Plateau d’Albion and
withdrawn the Hades short-range weapons system. It further indicated that it had
reduced the total number of nuclear delivery vehicles by over half of the holdings
since 1990, reduced the sea-launched component from five to four nuclear-powered
ballistic missile submarines, de-targeted all nuclear warheads, and closed down and
dismantled the nuclear test site in the Pacific. France has also announced the closing
down of all nuclear-weapon-related fissile material production facilities in Marcoule
and Pierrelatte.

24. In its New Defence 1997-2015 and most recently in the Military Programme
Law 2003-2008, France has stated that nuclear dissuasion remains the fundamental
guarantee of its security and, for this purpose, stressed the need to maintain the
necessary technology to assure the credibility of such nuclear dissuasion. To this
end, €2,825 million is to be allocated on average each year to the deterrent force
system to allow for renewed modernizing of forces and to ensure the development of
a simulation programme. As far as the ballistic component is concerned, France will
launch the new-generation nuclear missile-launching submarine SNLE NG No. 3 in
2004. Production of the SNLE NG No. 4 will continue for entry into active service
in 2010, carrying the new M51 missile. The Military Programme Law further
considers pre-emptive actions a possibility in case of imminent threat.

25. The Russian Federation is a depositary of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. It
ratified the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 30 June 2000. The Russian
Federation reported in April 2002 that it had reduced the number of munitions
deployed on intercontinental ballistic missiles, submarine-launched ballistic missiles
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and heavy bombers to the level of 6,000 and eliminated 1,200 intercontinental-
ballistic-missile and submarine-launched ballistic-missile launchers, more than
2,350 intercontinental ballistic missiles and submarine-launched ballistic missiles,
more than 40 nuclear submarines and more than 60 heavy bombers. It further noted
that it had dismantled all of its non-strategic (tactical) nuclear weapons from surface
ships and multiple-purpose submarines, as well as from its ground-based naval air
force, had eliminated more than 30 per cent of nuclear munitions of the total number
designed for tactical sea-launched missiles and the naval air force, and had stopped
the production of nuclear munitions for tactical ground-launched missiles, nuclear
artillery shells and nuclear mines. The Russian Federation also indicated that it had
destroyed 50 per cent of its nuclear re-entry vehicles for surface-to-air missiles and
50 per cent of its nuclear air bombs.

26. In January 2000, the Russian Federation issued the “2000 Russian Security
Concept”, which states that a vital task of the country is to exercise deterrence to
prevent aggression on any scale, nuclear or otherwise, against the Russian
Federation and its allies. The Concept further establishes that the strengthening of
the regime of non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction and their delivery
vehicles is one of the principal tasks for ensuring the national security of the
Russian Federation. Subsequently, in April of the same year, the Russian Federation
issued a military doctrine declaring that it reserved the right to use nuclear weapons
in response to the use of nuclear and other types of weapons of mass destruction
against itself and its allies, as well as in response to large-scale aggression utilizing
conventional weapons in situations critical to the national security of the Russian
Federation.

27. The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland is a depositary of
the Non-Proliferation Treaty. It ratified the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
on 6 April 1998. In 1999, the United Kingdom stated that, since 1992, it had given
up the nuclear Lance missile and artillery roles that it had undertaken previously
with United States nuclear weapons under dual-key arrangements; its maritime
tactical nuclear capability so that its surface ships no longer had the capability to
carry or deploy nuclear weapons; and all of its air-launched nuclear weapons. The
United Kingdom further announced its decision to maintain fewer than 200
operationally available nuclear warheads.

28. “The Strategic Defence Review” issued by the United Kingdom in 1998
concluded that the country could safely make further significant reductions from
cold war levels, both in the number of weapons and in its day-to-day operating
posture, while maintaining a nuclear arsenal at the minimum level necessary to
provide for its security for the foreseeable future. In “The Strategic Defence
Review: A New Chapter”, which was issued in July 2002, the United Kingdom
stated that its nuclear weapons have a continuing use as a means of deterring major
strategic military threats, as well as a continuing role in guaranteeing the ultimate
security of the United Kingdom.

29. The United States is a depositary of the Non-Proliferation Treaty. It declared a
moratorium on nuclear testing on 23 September 1992 and signed the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 24 September 1996. In April 2002, the United States
stated that, since 1988, it had dismantled over 13,000 nuclear weapons, had
denuclearized its Army, the Marine Corps and the surface and air components of the
Navy, and de-alerted part of its heavy bombers. The United States further noted that
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it had removed some fissile material from the United States military stockpile and
placed part of it under IAEA inspection and safeguards; it had closed down all
fissile material production facilities for nuclear weapons; and it had deactivated and
converted excess fissile material to a form unusable in nuclear weapons.

30. In February 2002, the United States Department of Defense issued a summary
of its recent “Nuclear Posture Review”, wherein it is stated that nuclear weapons,
for the foreseeable future, will remain a key element of the United States national
security strategy. It was further indicated that the new approach introduced in the
“Nuclear Posture Review” would provide capabilities in a timely fashion to meet
emerging threats, which should serve as a credible deterrent at the lowest level of
nuclear weapons, consistent with the security interests of the United States and its
allies. “The National Security Strategy of the United States of America” released in
September 2002 asserts that the United States has long maintained the option of pre-
emptive actions to counter a sufficient threat to its national security, and that it will,
if necessary, act pre-emptively to forestall or prevent hostile acts by its adversaries.
Subsequently, in the “National Strategy to Combat Weapons of Mass Destruction”
issued in December 2002, the United States stated that it reserves the right to
respond with overwhelming force, including through resort to all of its options, to
the use of weapons of mass destruction against the United States, their forces abroad
and friends and allies.

31. By December 2001, the Russian Federation and the United States completed
reductions of their respective nuclear arsenals to the levels required under the
Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START I). Specifically, when START was signed
in 1991, the Russian Federation and the United States each had more than 10,000
deployed strategic nuclear warheads. The START reductions brought those levels
down to less than 6,000 deployed warheads each.

32. On 14 December of the same year, the United States announced its unilateral
withdrawal from the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems
(Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty). In announcing the decision, the United States stated
that the circumstances affecting United States national security had changed
fundamentally since the signing of the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty in 1972 and
that, in order to defend its homeland, its forces and friends and allies against new
threats, particularly weapons of mass destruction and their delivery means wielded
by terrorist and rogue States, the United States must develop the means to deter and
protect against them, including through limited missile defence of its territory. The
withdrawal became effective on 13 June 2002.

33. In May 2002, the Russian Federation and the United States signed the Treaty
on Strategic Offensive Reductions (Moscow Treaty), as well as a Declaration on a
New Strategic Relationship. Under the Treaty, the parties agreed to limit to between
1,700 and 2,200 the levels of their deployed strategic nuclear warheads. The Treaty
allows each party to determine for itself the composition and structure of its
strategic offensive arms, based on the established aggregate limit for the number of
such warheads. The Treaty also establishes a Bilateral Implementation Commission
that will meet at least twice a year. The Treaty will remain in force until December
2012 and may be extended or superseded earlier by a subsequent agreement.

34. On 14 June 2002, the Russian Federation issued a statement on the “Legal
Status of the Treaty between the Russian Federation and the United States of
America on Further Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms”. In the
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statement, the Russian Federation noted, inter alia, the refusal of the United States to
ratify the START II Treaty and the announcement a day earlier of its unilateral
withdrawal from the Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty, as well as the absence of any
prerequisites for the entry into force of START II. In view of that, the Russian
Federation declared itself no longer bound by the obligation under international law
to refrain from any action that would deprive the Treaty of its object and goal.

35. South Africa acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty as a non-nuclear-weapon
State in 1991 and has submitted its nuclear programme to IAEA safeguards. South
Africa is the only country so far that, after assembling nuclear weapons, has
unilaterally renounced and dismantled them, accepting IAEA verification to confirm
the termination of its programme.

36. Further to the Lisbon Protocol of 23 May 1992, Belarus, Kazakhstan and
Ukraine took an unconditional decision to relinquish nuclear weapons and to
withdraw them from their respective territories on a voluntary basis. In the course of
1993 and 1994, the three States acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty as non-
nuclear-weapon States: Belarus acceded on 9 February 1993, Kazakhstan on 14
February 1994 and Ukraine on 5 December 1994.

37. Subsequent to Brazil’s closing of its intended nuclear-weapons test site on 17
September 1990 and to the establishment of the Brazilian-Argentine Agency for
Accounting and Control of Nuclear Materials on 18 July 1991, Argentina acceded to
the Non-Proliferation Treaty on 10 February 1995 and Brazil acceded on 18
September 1998.

38. At the fifty-seventh session of the General Assembly in 2002, Cuba announced
that, as a signal of its clear political will and commitment to an effective
disarmament process that would ensure world peace, its Government had decided to
adhere to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. In doing so, Cuba reaffirmed its hope that all
nuclear weapons would be totally eliminated under strict international verification.
On the same occasion, Cuba also expressed its intention to ratify the Treaty of
Tlatelolco. Subsequently, Cuba ratified the Treaty of Tlatelolco on 23 October 2002
and acceded to the Non-Proliferation Treaty on 4 November 2002.

39. Mongolia declared its nuclear-weapon-free status in 1992 when its parliament
adopted legislation defining that status as a unilateral measure to ensure the total
absence of nuclear weapons on its territory, bearing in mind its unique conditions.
The General Assembly, at its fifty-third session in 1998, adopted a resolution
wherein it welcomed the declaration by Mongolia of its nuclear-weapon-free status
as an important element in strengthening regional peace, security and stability. On 5
October 2000, the five nuclear-weapon States made a joint statement on security
assurances in connection with Mongolia’s nuclear-weapon-free status, in which they
confirmed their respective unilateral negative security assurances.

40. On 20 January 1992, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) and
the Republic of Korea signed the Joint Declaration on the Denuclearization of the
Korean Peninsula. In the Declaration, the two States agreed not to test, manufacture,
produce, receive, possess, store, deploy or use nuclear weapons; to use nuclear
energy solely for peaceful purposes; and not to possess nuclear reprocessing and
uranium enrichment facilities. The Declaration further contains a provision on
bilateral inspections to verify the denuclearization of the peninsula.
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41. On 12 March 1993, the DPRK, invoking the provisions of article X, paragraph
1 of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, announced its decision to withdraw from the
Treaty. Since 1993, IAEA has been unable to implement its comprehensive
safeguards agreement under the Non-Proliferation Treaty with the DPRK, as it has
been unable to verify the correctness and completeness of the country’s initial
declaration of nuclear material subject to safeguards. On 21 October 1994, the
DPRK and the United States concluded the Agreed Framework whereby the two
States decided to cooperate to replace the graphite-moderated reactors and related
facilities of the DPRK with light-water reactor power plants. The two States also
agreed that the DPRK would freeze and dismantle its reactors and related facilities
and remain a party to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The Agreed Framework further
provided for the United States to make arrangements to offset the energy foregone
from the freezing of the graphite-moderated reactors, pending completion of the first
light-water reactor unit.

42. As envisaged in the Agreed Framework, IAEA was to monitor the “freeze” of
the graphite-moderated reactor and related facilities of the DPRK to ensure that it
came into full compliance with its safeguards agreement with IAEA before delivery
of key nuclear components for the light-water reactor. Nevertheless, the Agency has
been unable to do so.

43. Following developments that started in October 2002 relating to its nuclear
programme and a subsequent escalation of events, on 12 December, the DPRK
announced that it was lifting the freeze on its nuclear facilities maintained pursuant
to the 1994 Agreed Framework and that it would resume operation of those facilities
for power generation. On 27 December, it requested IAEA to remove its inspectors
from the country. On 10 January 2003, the DPRK notified the Security Council as
well as the States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty of its decision to withdraw
from the Treaty. On 5 February, the DPRK announced that it had reactivated the
nuclear facilities.

44. Recent resolutions adopted by the IAEA Board of Governors on 29 November
2002 (GOV/2002/60), on 6 January 2003 (GOV/2003/3) and on 12 February 2003
(GOV/2003/14) reiterated the Board’s previous calls to the DPRK to comply fully
and promptly with its safeguards agreement and, to that end, to cooperate fully with
the Agency. In the most recent of the resolutions, the Board further decided to
report, as provided for in article XII.C. of the IAEA statute, through the Director
General, the non-compliance on the part of the DPRK and the Agency’s inability to
verify the non-diversion of nuclear material subject to safeguards, to all members of
the Agency and to the Security Council and General Assembly of the United
Nations, and in parallel stressed its desire for a peaceful resolution of the DPRK
nuclear issue and its support for diplomatic means to that end.

45. Nuclear test explosions conducted by India and Pakistan in 1998 brought about
strong international censure. The Security Council, in its resolution 1172 (1998),
adopted unanimously on 6 June 1998, condemned the nuclear tests and set out a
number of steps to be implemented by the States concerned, aimed at reversing the
course they had undertaken. Subsequently, the two States declared moratoria on
further testing and indicated their willingness to enter into legal commitments not to
conduct any further testing by signing and ratifying the Comprehensive Nuclear-
Test-Ban Treaty. India stated that, although it had already accepted the basic
obligations of the Treaty, its accession to the Treaty required the creation of a
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positive security environment that would establish the widest possible national
consensus. Pakistan stated that its adherence to the Treaty would take place only in
conditions free from coercion or pressure and expressed its expectation that the
arbitrary restrictions imposed on the country by multilateral institutions and
sanctions would be lifted. Pakistan further underlined the need to build up domestic
consensus in favour of the Treaty.

46. Subsequent to the nuclear test explosions in South Asia in 1998, India and
Pakistan signed an Agreement on the Prohibition of Attacks against Nuclear
Installations and Facilities. The Agreement stipulates that India and Pakistan shall
refrain from undertaking, encouraging or participating in, directly or indirectly, any
action aimed at causing the destruction of, or damage to, any nuclear installation or
facility in the other country. The Agreement further provides for each party to advise
the other on 1 January, each year, of the latitude and longitude of its nuclear
installations and facilities, as well as to inform each other of any other changes
whenever they occur.

47. In January 2002, Pakistan stated that it would not adopt a no-first-use policy
on nuclear weapons. At the same time, Pakistan declared that it would seek to
denuclearize South Asia and to sign a no-war agreement with India.

48. In January 2003, the Cabinet Committee on Security of India, in reviewing the
progress in operationalization of the draft nuclear doctrine issued in August 1999,
reaffirmed that it would pursue a credible minimum nuclear deterrence for
retaliation only. At the same time, it reiterated its commitment to global nuclear
disarmament and to the policies of no first use and no use of nuclear weapons
against non-nuclear-weapon States or those which are not in alliance with nuclear-
weapon States. On the same occasion, India announced the establishment of its
Nuclear Command Authority, which includes a Political Council as the sole body to
authorize the use of nuclear weapons.

49. In its resolution 57/97 of 22 November 2002, the General Assembly called
upon Israel to accede to the Non-Proliferation Treaty without further delay — which
it reaffirmed as important in realizing the goal of universal adherence to the Treaty
in the Middle East — not to develop, produce, test or otherwise acquire nuclear
weapons, to renounce possession of nuclear weapons, and to place all its
unsafeguarded nuclear facilities under full-scope IAEA safeguards as an important
confidence-building measure among all States of the region and as a step towards
enhancing peace and security.

B. Achievements and developments at the regional level

50. The important contribution of nuclear-weapon-free zones to the strengthening
of the nuclear non-proliferation regime and the process of nuclear disarmament, as
well as to regional and world peace and security, has been universally recognized.
To date, numerous States have signed or become parties to treaties establishing
nuclear-weapon-free zones covering more than 50 per cent of the Earth’s land mass.

51. The importance of nuclear-weapon-free zones has been given added
recognition through the work of the United Nations Disarmament Commission. In
1993, the Commission unanimously adopted guidelines and recommendations for
regional approaches to disarmament within the context of global security, which
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includes the establishment of zones free of nuclear weapons and other weapons of
mass destruction as regional measures that contribute to disarmament and arms
limitation. Subsequently, at its 1999 session, the Commission, again unanimously,
adopted guidelines on the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis
of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned.

52. The Antarctic Treaty, which was signed on 1 December 1959 and entered into
force on 23 June 1961, established the first continental demilitarized zone. The
Treaty prohibits the use of Antarctica for military purposes, as well as any nuclear
explosions and the disposal of radioactive waste material in the region. The treaties
of Tlatelolco, Rarotonga, Bangkok and Pelindaba have contributed towards the
achievement of nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament objectives, particularly in
the southern hemisphere and adjacent areas, and towards keeping the areas covered
by those Treaties free of nuclear weapons, in accordance with international law.

53. The Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America (Treaty of
Tlatelolco) was the first such Treaty to be established in a populated region of the
world. It was opened for signature on 14 February 1967 and has been in force since
25 April 1969. In 1990, the Treaty was amended also to cover the Caribbean region.
All 33 States in the region of Latin America and the Caribbean have signed and
ratified the Treaty. The nuclear-weapon States have signed and ratified the relevant
protocols to the Treaty.

54. The South Pacific Nuclear-Free-Zone Treaty (Rarotonga Treaty) was endorsed
by the then South Pacific Forum3 on 6 August 1985. The Treaty has been ratified by
13 States in the region and entered into force on 11 December 1986. It stresses the
deep commitment of the States members of the Forum to the reduction and eventual
elimination of nuclear weapons and to keeping the Pacific region free of
environmental pollution. With the exception of the United States, the nuclear-
weapon States have signed and ratified the relevant protocols to the Treaty.

55. The Treaty on the South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone (Treaty of
Bangkok) was signed on 15 December 1995. It has been ratified by all 10 States in
South-East Asia and entered into force on 27 March 1997. At the 2000 Review
Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the nuclear-weapon States
declared that consultations with the States parties to the Treaty of Bangkok had been
accelerated, so as to pave the way for adherence by the nuclear-weapon States to the
protocol on security assurances to that Treaty. Despite those efforts, the nuclear-
weapon States have yet to sign the protocol to the Treaty.

56. In June 1995, the then Organization of African Unity (OAU) agreed to
establish the African Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zone Treaty (Pelindaba Treaty). The
Treaty was opened for signature on 11 April 1996 and will enter into force on the
date of deposit of the twenty-eighth instrument of ratification. To date, 16 States, out
of the 50 that have signed the Treaty, have ratified it. The successor to OAU, the
African Union, considers the Treaty to be the culmination of the principles on the
denuclearization of Africa espoused by the African heads of State and Government
since the inception of OAU in May 1963. It has urged its member States to expedite
ratification of the Treaty. All nuclear-weapon States have signed the relevant
protocols to the Treaty. China and France have also ratified them.

__________________
3 In 2000, the South Pacific Forum was renamed as the Pacific Islands Forum.
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57. Since the adoption of the Almaty Declaration in 1997, the five States of the
Central Asian region — Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and
Uzbekistan — have been negotiating the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in Central Asia. By the end of 2002, the negotiations had reached positive
results with agreement by the five States, at the expert level, on the text of the treaty.
The General Assembly, in its resolution 57/69 of 22 November 2002, welcomed the
decision by the five States to sign the Central Asian nuclear-weapon-free-zone
treaty as soon as possible.

58. A proposal for the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region
of the Middle East was first inscribed in the agenda of the General Assembly in
1974. Since 1980, the General Assembly has annually adopted without a vote a
resolution on the subject. The 1995 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review and Extension
Conference also addressed the issue of the Middle East and adopted a resolution, co-
sponsored by the depositary States of the Treaty (Russian Federation, United
Kingdom and United States). The resolution reaffirmed the importance of the early
realization of universal adherence to the Treaty and called upon all States in the
Middle East to take practical steps in appropriate forums aimed at making progress
towards, inter alia, the establishment of an effectively verifiable Middle East zone
free of weapons of mass destruction, nuclear, chemical and biological, and their
delivery systems, and to refrain from taking any measures that preclude the
achievement of that objective. The 2000 Review Conference reaffirmed the
importance of the 1995 resolution and recognized that it remained valid until the
goals and objectives expressed therein were achieved.

C. Achievements and developments at the multilateral level

59. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, which entered into
force in 1970, was indefinitely extended at the 1995 Review and Extension
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty. At the same Conference, States parties also
adopted decisions on “Strengthening the review process for the Treaty” and on
“Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”, as well
as a resolution on the Middle East (see para. 58 above). At the 2000 Review
Conference, States parties agreed on practical steps for the systematic and
progressive efforts to implement article VI of the Treaty, including an unequivocal
undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to accomplish the total elimination of
their nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear disarmament, to which all States parties are
committed under article VI of the Treaty. States parties further reaffirmed that “the
total elimination of nuclear weapons is the only absolute guarantee against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons”. With a total of 188 States parties, the Non-
Proliferation Treaty is the most widely adhered to multilateral treaty in the area of
disarmament.

60. In 1996, the Conference on Disarmament successfully concluded negotiations
on the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, which was adopted by the General
Assembly on 10 September 1996 and opened for signature on 24 September 1996 in
New York. The Treaty has been signed by 166 States and ratified by 97 States,
including three nuclear-weapon States. Of the 44 States listed in annex 2 to the
Treaty, whose adherence is required for entry into force of the Treaty in accordance
with article XIV, 31 States have deposited their instruments of ratification. Article
XIV further provides that, if the Treaty has not entered into force three years after
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the date of the anniversary of its opening for signature, a conference of ratifying
States may be convened to decide what measures consistent with international law
may be taken to accelerate the ratification process and to facilitate the entry into
force of the Treaty. Two such conferences have been held, in 1999 and 2001,
respectively. Final Declarations were adopted at both Conferences, stressing the
importance of a universal and internationally and effectively verifiable
comprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty as a major instrument in the field of nuclear
disarmament and non-proliferation in all its aspects.

61. Since 1999, the Conference on Disarmament has been unable to agree on a
substantive programme of work that would allow it to commence negotiations on
new norms in the field of disarmament and non-proliferation. These would include
the re-establishment of the ad hoc committee to negotiate a non-discriminatory,
multilateral and internationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive
devices, as well as the establishment of an appropriate subsidiary body with a
mandate to deal with nuclear disarmament.

62. On 9 June 1998, the Foreign Ministers of Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New
Zealand, South Africa and Sweden issued a joint declaration entitled “Towards a
Nuclear Weapon Free World: The Need for a New Agenda”, calling upon the
nuclear-weapon States and the nuclear-weapon-capable States to commit themselves
unequivocally to the elimination of their respective nuclear weapons and nuclear
weapons capability. Since then, those States, comprising what is known as the “New
Agenda Coalition”, have sponsored relevant resolutions in the General Assembly,
entitled “Towards a nuclear-weapon-free world: the need for a new agenda”. On 13
September 2002, the Foreign Ministers of the coalition issued a further ministerial
declaration wherein they expressed their dissatisfaction at the lack of progress in
implementing the undertakings made by States parties at the 2000 Review
Conference of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and reaffirmed their view
that the indefinite possession of nuclear weapons was incompatible with the non-
proliferation regime and with the broader goal of promoting international peace and
security.

63. The heads of State and Government of the Non-Aligned Movement, at their
twelfth summit in August 1998 at Durban, South Africa, reiterated that with the end
of the cold war, there was no justification for the maintenance of nuclear arsenals, or
concepts of international security based on promoting and developing military
alliances and policies of nuclear deterrence. They further recalled their principled
positions on nuclear disarmament and the related issues of nuclear non-proliferation
and nuclear tests and expressed their concern at the slow pace of progress towards
nuclear disarmament. In the Final Declaration adopted at the thirteenth summit of
the Non-Aligned Movement held in Kuala Lumpur from 20 to 25 February 2003, the
heads of State and Government reiterated their previous statements and stressed
their concern at the threat to humanity derived from the continued existence of
nuclear weapons and of their possible use or threat of use. They underscored the
need to accomplish the total elimination of nuclear weapons and emphasized, in that
regard, the urgent need to commence negotiations without delay. Furthermore, they
reaffirmed that the total elimination of nuclear weapons was the only absolute
guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.
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64. On 24 April 1999, the heads of State and Government of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) approved the “Alliance’s Strategic Concept”. The
document stated that the fundamental purpose of the nuclear forces of the alliance
was to preserve peace and to prevent coercion and any kind of war, and that such
forces were the supreme guarantee of the security of the Allies. It was further stated
that the NATO alliance would maintain for the foreseeable future an appropriate mix
of nuclear and conventional forces based in Europe. Those forces were to be kept at
a minimum sufficient level and up-to-date where necessary. At the same time,
NATO stated that it had undertaken a reduction of types and numbers of its sub-
strategic forces, including the elimination of all nuclear artillery and ground-
launched short-range nuclear missiles; a relaxation of the readiness criteria for
nuclear-rolled forces; and the termination of standing peacetime nuclear contingency
plans. In addition, NATO declared that its nuclear forces no longer targeted any
country.

65. On 27 June 2002, the leaders of the States comprising the Group of Eight
(G8)4 agreed on a Global Partnership against the Spread of Weapons and Materials
of Mass Destruction. Under that initiative, the G8 Governments committed
themselves to raise up to US$ 20 billion over 10 years to support specific
cooperation projects, initially in the Russian Federation, to address non-
proliferation, disarmament, counter-terrorism and nuclear safety issues.

66. The elimination of missiles and other nuclear-weapon delivery vehicles has
long been a goal of the international community, as recognized in the preamble to
the Non-Proliferation Treaty. The issue of missiles has also been before the General
Assembly, which at its fifty-seventh session in 2002 considered a report of the
Secretary-General on the issue of missiles in all its aspects (A/57/229). The report,
which was prepared by a Panel of Governmental Experts established pursuant to
General Assembly resolution 55/33 A of 20 November 2000, noted that issues
related to missiles in all their aspects were regarded as serious concerns for
international peace and security in the world today. While noting the existence of
international measures in the field of missiles, the Panel acknowledged that there are
at present no universally accepted norms or instruments specifically governing the
development, testing, production, acquisition, transfer, deployment or use of
missiles. The report concluded that it is essential to have continued international
efforts to deal with the issue of missiles in the interest of international peace and
security and that the issues identified therein and all approaches undertaken at the
national, bilateral, regional, plurilateral and multilateral levels, including the
initiatives described in the report, need to be further explored.

67. In November 2002, the International Code of Conduct against Ballistic Missile
Proliferation5 was launched at The Hague. Under the Code, subscribing States are to
ratify, accede to, or otherwise abide by, the Outer Space Treaty, the Convention on
International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects and the Convention on
Registration of Objects Launched into Outer Space; to curb and prevent the
proliferation of ballistic missiles capable of delivering weapons of mass destruction;
and to exercise the maximum possible restraint in the development, testing and

__________________
4 The Group of Eight is comprised of Canada, France, Germany, Italy, Japan, the Russian

Federation, the United Kingdom and the United States.
5 In February 2002, the Code was renamed as the Hague Code of Conduct against Ballistic

Missile Proliferation.
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deployment of such missiles. The Code also contains transparency measures on
ballistic missile programmes and space-launch vehicle programmes. Currently, 101
States subscribe to the Code.

D. Other initiatives

68. In November 1995, the Government of Australia established the Canberra
Commission on the Elimination of Nuclear Weapons as an independent commission
to propose practical steps towards a nuclear-weapon-free world, including the
related problem of maintaining stability and security both during the transitional
period and after the goal is achieved. Composed of statesmen, scientists, diplomats
and strategic thinkers, the Commission met from January to August 1996. The
Commission, inter alia, called upon the nuclear-weapon States to give the lead by
committing themselves, unequivocally, to the elimination of all nuclear weapons and
to agree to start work immediately on the practical steps and negotiations required
for its realization. It further called upon all other Governments to join that
commitment and contribute to its achievement.

69. The Tokyo Forum for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Disarmament, an
independent panel of experts, was established by the Government of Japan in
August 1998 with the aim of identifying how the international community could
meet the challenges posed by proliferation and increasing nuclear dangers and
address the urgent need to halt the decline in regional and international security. At
the conclusion of its work in July 1999, the forum issued its report, entitled “Facing
Nuclear Dangers: An Action Plan for the Twenty-first Century”, which examines the
dangers posed to international peace and security by nuclear weapons and provides
recommendations for concrete actions in the area of nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation.

III. Mechanisms dealing with nuclear disarmament and the role
of the United Nations

70. To give effect and provide support to their efforts in the field of disarmament,
in particular nuclear disarmament, Governments have created relevant mechanisms
and machinery both within and outside the United Nations. They have also, within
the framework of specific multilateral agreements, established organizations
mandated to implement and contribute to the strengthening of those agreements. The
present section provides a brief survey of the existing mechanisms.

A. Mechanisms dealing with nuclear disarmament within the
United Nations system

71. The General Assembly of the United Nations devotes special attention to the
issue of disarmament, including nuclear disarmament, through the work of its First
Committee, as well as the Disarmament Commission. In addition, the Assembly has
held special sessions entirely devoted to disarmament. Three special sessions of the
General Assembly devoted to disarmament have been held thus far, namely, in 1978,
1982 and 1988, addressing issues that included nuclear disarmament, non-
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proliferation, peace, security and stability. Paragraphs 1, 2, 8 and 9 above provide
further information on the special sessions.

72. Throughout its history, the First Committee has consistently devoted a large
portion of its work to the consideration of issues relating to nuclear disarmament
and non-proliferation. At the fifty-seventh session of the General Assembly in 2002,
17 items on the agenda of the Committee were related to nuclear issues, resulting in
the adoption of resolutions calling for action by Member States and the Secretary-
General aimed at furthering nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation.6

73. The Disarmament Commission was originally established in 1952 under the
Security Council by General Assembly resolution 502 (VI) of 11 January 1952 with
a general mandate on disarmament questions. However, it met only occasionally
after 1959. In 1978, it was re-established by the General Assembly at its tenth
special session, as a deliberative body of the General Assembly, with the function of
considering and making recommendations on various issues in the field of
disarmament and of following up on the relevant decisions and recommendations of
the special session. It is a measure of the effectiveness of the Disarmament
Commission that in the past decade it has produced five sets of guidelines on
important areas, including two on nuclear issues.7

74. The Department for Disarmament Affairs was established in 1982 pursuant to
a decision by the General Assembly at its twelfth special session and functioned as
such until 1992. It was reinstated in 1998. The Department, inter alia, facilitates the
process of multilateral deliberation and negotiation and assists Member States in
promoting, strengthening and consolidating multilaterally negotiated principles and
norms in all areas of disarmament, including nuclear disarmament. It provides
support to conferences and meetings of States parties to multilateral disarmament
agreements, including the Non-Proliferation Treaty, and supports the effective
implementation of those treaties. It promotes the goal of nuclear disarmament with a
view to progressive reductions in nuclear weapons and their complete elimination at
the earliest possible date. As extensions of the work of the Department for
Disarmament Affairs at the regional level, United Nations regional centres for peace
and disarmament have been established by the General Assembly in Africa (1986),
in Latin America and the Caribbean (1987) and in Asia and the Pacific (1988) to
provide support to regional approaches to arms control and disarmament, including
nuclear disarmament, thereby contributing to enhancing regional security and
stability. The regional centres provide technical servicing and substantive assistance
on issues of nuclear disarmament, among others, in order to promote transparency
and confidence.

75. The Advisory Board on Disarmament Matters was established in 1978
pursuant to a decision of the General Assembly at its tenth special session and
received its current mandate from the General Assembly at its fifty-fourth session.

__________________
6 At the fifty-seventh session, 19 resolutions and decisions relating to nuclear disarmament and

non-proliferation were adopted (resolutions 57/55, 57/56, 57/57, 57/58, 57/59, 57/67, 57/68,
57/69, 57/71, 57/73, 57/78, 57/79, 57/80, 57/84, 57/85, 57/94, 57/97, 57/100 and decision
57/515).

7 The Disarmament Commission adopted “Guidelines and recommendations for regional
approaches to disarmament within the context of global security” in 1993 and “Establishment of
nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of
the region concerned” in 1999.
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The functions of the Advisory Board include advising the Secretary-General on
matters within the area of arms limitation and disarmament, including on studies and
research under the auspices of the United Nations or institutions within the United
Nations system, to serve as the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Institute for
Disarmament Research and to advise the Secretary-General on the implementation
of the United Nations Disarmament Information Programme. In the area of nuclear
disarmament, pursuant to General Assembly resolutions 54/54 K of 1 December
1999 and 55/33 N of 20 November 2000, the Secretary-General sought inputs from
the Advisory Board on information with regard to specific measures that would
significantly reduce the risk of nuclear war. Relevant reports were submitted to the
General Assembly at its fifty-fifth and fifty-sixth sessions,8 respectively, the more
recent one containing seven measures that, in the view of the Advisory Board,
should receive particular emphasis9 for reducing nuclear dangers.

76. The United Nations Institute for Disarmament Research (UNIDIR) was
established by the General Assembly at its tenth special session in 1978. It
undertakes independent research on disarmament and related problems, particularly
international security issues. UNIDIR is mandated to provide the international
community with more diversified and complete data on problems relating to
international security, the arms race and disarmament in all fields, particularly in the
nuclear field. The Institute also has the responsibility to assist ongoing negotiations
on disarmament and continuing efforts to ensure greater international security at a
progressively lower level of armaments, particularly nuclear armaments, by means
of objective and factual studies and analyses.

B. Other mechanisms dealing with nuclear disarmament

77. The Conference on Disarmament was established in 1979 (under the name of
Committee on Disarmament) as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating
forum, further to a decision of the General Assembly at its tenth special session in
1978. It succeeded the negotiating efforts of its predecessors, including the Ten-
Nation Committee on Disarmament (1960), the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament (1962-1968) and the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament
(1969-1978). In the nuclear field, the Conference on Disarmament and its
predecessors concluded negotiations on the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons in 1968 and on the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty in
August 1996.

78. Established in 1956, the International Atomic Energy Agency has the objective
of seeking to accelerate and enlarge the contribution of atomic energy to peace,

__________________
8 A/55/324 and A/56/400.
9 The seven measures are: (a) promoting a wide-ranging international dialogue on cooperative

security; (b) preliminary political and technical measures in preparation for the possibility of
convening, at the appropriate time, a major international conference that would help to identify
ways of eliminating nuclear dangers; (c) de-alerting of nuclear weapons; (d) review of nuclear
doctrines; (e) further reduction of tactical nuclear weapons as an integral part of the nuclear
arms reduction and disarmament process; (f) enhancing security at a global and a regional level
by promoting increased transparency of all nuclear weapons programmes; and (g) creating a
climate for implementing nuclear disarmament measures: Programmes of education and training
on the dangers of nuclear weapons would foster an informed world public opinion that would be
able to exercise a positive influence on the political will to eliminate nuclear weapons.
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health and prosperity throughout the world, as well as to ensure, so far as it is able,
that assistance provided by it or at its request or under its supervision or control is
not used in such a way as to further any military purpose. The Agency is the
competent authority to establish and administer safeguards designed to ensure that
special fissionable and other materials, services, equipment, facilities and
information made available by the Agency or at its request or under its supervision
or control are not used in such a way as to further any military purpose; and to apply
safeguards, at the request of the parties, to any bilateral or multilateral arrangement,
or at the request of a State, to any of that State’s activities in the field of atomic
energy. To this end, IAEA verifies compliance relating to its safeguards agreements
with the States parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the Treaty of Tlatelolco and
the Rarotonga Treaty. In May 1997, the IAEA Board of Governors approved the
Model Additional Protocol, a strengthened safeguards system, which will provide
the Agency with enhanced information about a State’s nuclear activities and
complementary access to locations within a State. There are at present 136
comprehensive safeguards agreements in force. Under the Additional Protocol
safeguards, there are 74 approvals by the Board of Governors, 67 signatories and 28
contracting States.

79. The Preparatory Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
Organization was established by the States signatories to the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty on 19 November 1996. The Preparatory Commission is
mandated to carry out the necessary preparations for the effective implementation of
the Treaty and to prepare for the first session of the Conference of the States Parties
to the Treaty. Since 1997, the main task of the Preparatory Commission has been the
establishment of the International Monitoring System, comprising 337 facilities, and
the International Data Centre, as well as the development of operational manuals,
including for on-site inspections. These will constitute the global verification regime
envisaged in the Treaty to monitor compliance with the comprehensive ban on
explosive nuclear testing.

80. The Agency for the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons in Latin America and the
Caribbean (OPANAL), an intergovernmental agency created to oversee the
implementation of the Treaty of Tlatelolco, was established in 1967, in accordance
with article 7 of the Treaty. OPANAL supervises adherence by States parties to the
control system to verify compliance to, and the obligations stemming from, the
Treaty.

81. Article 9 of the Rarotonga Treaty provides for a reporting system and for the
exchange of information among the States parties under the responsibility of the
depositary of the Treaty, the Director of the South Pacific Bureau for Economic
Cooperation. Annex 3 to the Treaty provides for a Consultative Committee for
consultation and cooperation on any matter arising in relation to the Treaty or for
reviewing its operation.

82. Article 12 of the Treaty of Pelindaba provides for the establishment of an
African Commission on Nuclear Energy to ensure compliance by States parties with
their undertakings under the Treaty. The Commission will be established when the
Treaty enters into force.

83. The Commission for the South-East Asia Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone,
comprising the Ministers for Foreign Affairs of the States members of the
Association of South-East Asian Nations, was established in accordance with
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article 8 of the Treaty of Bangkok and inaugurated in July 1999. The Commission is
responsible for implementing the provisions of the Treaty, including the
establishment of verification and control procedures.

IV. Ways and means to achieve nuclear disarmament

84. The present section lists proposals made by delegations at the 2000 and 2001
sessions of the Disarmament Commission within the framework of Working
Group I.

85. The Disarmament Commission considers the following as possible ways and
means to achieve nuclear disarmament:

1. Practical steps from the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference
of the Parties to the Non-Proliferation Treaty:

(a) The importance and urgency of signatures and ratifications, without
delay and without conditions and in accordance with constitutional processes,
to achieve the early entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty.

(b) A moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other
nuclear explosions pending entry into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear-
Test-Ban Treaty.

(c) The necessity of negotiations in the Conference on Disarmament on
a non-discriminatory, multilateral and internationally and effectively verifiable
treaty banning the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other
nuclear explosive devices in accordance with the statement of the Special
Coordinator in 1995 and the mandate contained therein, taking into
consideration both nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation
objectives. The Conference on Disarmament is urged to agree on a programme
of work, which includes the immediate commencement of negotiations on such
a treaty with a view to their conclusion within five years.

(d) The necessity of establishing in the Conference on Disarmament an
appropriate subsidiary body with a mandate to deal with nuclear disarmament.
The Conference on Disarmament is urged to agree on a programme of work
which includes the immediate establishment of such a body.

(e) The principle of irreversibility to apply to nuclear disarmament,
nuclear and other related arms control and reduction measures.

(f) An unequivocal undertaking by the nuclear-weapon States to
accomplish the total elimination of their nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear
disarmament, to which all States parties are committed under article VI.

(g) The early entry into force and full implementation of START II and
the conclusion of START III as soon as possible while preserving and
strengthening the Treaty on the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems as
a cornerstone of strategic stability and as a basis for further reductions of
strategic offensive weapons, in accordance with its provisions.
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(h) The completion and implementation of the Trilateral Initiative
between the United States of America, the Russian Federation and the
International Atomic Energy Agency.

(i) Steps by all the nuclear-weapon States leading to nuclear
disarmament in a way that promotes international stability, and based on the
principle of undiminished security for all:

(i) Further efforts by the nuclear-weapon States to reduce their nuclear
arsenals unilaterally;

(ii) Increased transparency by the nuclear-weapon States with regard to
the nuclear weapons capabilities and the implementation of agreements
pursuant to article VI and as a voluntary confidence-building measure to
support further progress on nuclear disarmament;

(iii) The further reduction of non-strategic nuclear weapons, based on
unilateral initiatives and as an integral part of the nuclear arms reduction
and disarmament process;

(iv) Concrete agreed measures to further reduce the operational status of
nuclear weapons systems;

(v) A diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security policies to
minimize the risk that these weapons will ever be used and to facilitate
the process of their total elimination;

(vi) The engagement as soon as appropriate of all the nuclear-weapon
States in the process leading to the total elimination of their nuclear
weapons.

(j) Arrangements by all nuclear-weapon States to place, as soon as
practicable, fissile material designated by each of them as no longer required
for military purposes under IAEA or other relevant international verification
and arrangements for the disposition of such material for peaceful purposes, to
ensure that such material remains permanently outside military programmes.

(k) Reaffirmation that the ultimate objective of the efforts of States in
the disarmament process is general and complete disarmament under effective
international control.

(l) Regular reports, within the framework of the strengthened review
process for the Non-Proliferation Treaty, by all States parties on the
implementation of article VI and paragraph 4 (c) of the 1995 decision on
“Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament”, and
recalling the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice of 8 July
1996.

(m) The further development of the verification capabilities that will be
required to provide assurance of compliance with nuclear disarmament
agreements for the achievement and maintenance of a nuclear-weapon-free
world.

2. Strict observance of the provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty by its
States parties and the achievement of the goal of universality of the Treaty.
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3. The review process of the Non-Proliferation Treaty in accordance with
the decision on “Strengthening the review process for the Treaty” adopted at
the 1995 Review and Extension Conference and in accordance with the
provisions for “Improving the effectiveness of the strengthened review process
for the Treaty” contained in the Final Document adopted at the 2000 Review
Conference.

4. The Global Control System for the Non-Proliferation of Missiles and
Missile Technology proposed by the Russian Federation in June 1999 and
presented to the General Assembly at its fifty-fourth session.

5. The International Code of Conduct against Ballistic Missiles
Proliferation launched on 26 November 2002.

6. The Missile Technology Control Regime as an informal and voluntary
association of countries which share the goals of non-proliferation of
unmanned delivery systems for weapons of mass destruction, and which seek
to coordinate national export-licensing efforts aimed at preventing their
proliferation.

7. Multilateral negotiations on international agreements on norms against
the development of missiles.

8. Consolidation of [support for] the existing nuclear-weapon-free zones
and establishment of new nuclear-weapon-free zones on the basis of
arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the region concerned, in
accordance with the provisions of the Final Document of the Tenth Special
Session of the General Assembly, the first special session devoted to
disarmament, and the guidelines laid down by the Disarmament Commission.

9. Signature and ratification of the Treaties of Rarotonga and Pelindaba by
all regional States, as well as the signature and ratification by the nuclear-
weapon States that have not yet done so of the relevant protocols to those
Treaties, recognizing that security assurances are available to States parties to
those Treaties.

10. Conclusion of IAEA comprehensive safeguards agreements and Model
Additional Protocol agreements.

11. Establishment of an ad hoc committee on security assurances in the
Conference on Disarmament.

12. Achievement of a multilateral, legally binding instrument on negative
security assurances.

13. Establishment of an ad hoc group on the prevention of an arms race in
outer space in the Conference on Disarmament.

14. Convening of the fourth special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament.

15. Commencement of multilateral negotiations leading to an early
conclusion of a nuclear weapons convention prohibiting the development,
production, testing, deployment, stockpiling, transfer, threat or use of nuclear
weapons and providing for their elimination.
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16. An international conference to identify ways of eliminating nuclear
dangers as recommended by heads of State and Government of the States
Members of the United Nations in the Millennium Declaration.

17. Commitment by the nuclear-weapon States to withdraw and not to deploy
their nuclear weapons outside their national territories.

18. The nuclear-weapon States to stop [immediately] the qualitative
improvement, development, production and stockpiling of nuclear warheads
and their delivery systems.

19. The nuclear-weapon States to remove [review] the first-use posture from
security doctrines and to agree on an internationally and legally binding
instrument on the joint undertaking not to be the first to use nuclear weapons
and to conclude an internationally and legally binding instrument on security
assurances of non-use and non-threat-of-use of nuclear weapons against non-
nuclear-weapon States.

20. Consolidation, in an irreversible manner, of the cessation and reversal of
the arms race of the cold war, concrete progress towards nuclear disarmament
and reinforcement of the international nuclear non-proliferation regime.

21. Universal adherence to international norms and conventions in the area of
weapons of mass destruction and their delivery systems.

22. Revitalization of unilateral and bilateral nuclear reduction processes,
which should be further complemented by reduction within a multilateral
framework.

23. Follow-up to the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on
the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons.

V. Conclusions and recommendations

[This section is to be completed on the basis of discussions and recommendations
made by Member States at the 2003 session of the Disarmament Commission.]


