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The Third Review Conference

of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation

of Nuclear Weapons

"j particularly wish to
stress again on this occasion
that i-Tiless the nuclear arms race
between the major Powers is
halted and the further spread of
military nuclear capability
deterred, the terrible
possibility of wholesale
destruction will increase yet
further and i.he fear of a final
catastrophe will shadow our daily
existence,

The Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons was agreed as an
important means of reducing the
likelihood if this eventuality.
It has aLtai! t-een a central
element in the efforts to
restrain the horizontal spread of
nuclear weapons. Many States now

have the technical capability to
undertake military nuclear
programmes of their own but
consciously adopt a policy of
restraint in this regard. The
existence of the
non-proliferation Treaty permits
them to do so more readily
because of the confidence
engendered by the safeguards
applied under the Treaty.

But the Treaty is not a
one-way street. In signing it,
the nuclear-weapon States parties
agreed to pursue in good faith
negotiations on effective
measures relating to cessation of
the nuclear arms race at an early
data and to nuclear disarmament.
In this respect, the
implementation of the Treaty has
been largely one-sided, to the
understandable concern and
profound dissatisfaction of its
non-nuclear-weapon parties.
There must be recognition of the fact
that restraint on one side cannot



reasonably be demanded in the face of
unlimited expansion on the other."

From the message of
Mr. Javier Perez de Cuellar,
Secretary-General of the
United Nations, to the
Review Conference

The Third Review Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
was held ir. Geneva from 27 August to
21 September 1985, with a view to
assuring that the purposes and
provisions of the Treaty were being
realized. The Conference ended with
the adoption by consensus of a Final
Declaration, by which the States
parties, among other things, solemnly
declared their conviction that the
Treaty was essential to international
peace and security and expressed their
support for its objectives.

This Fact Sheet provides
information on the preparations for
the Conference, developments at the

Conference and the main features of
the Final Declaration. The text of
the Treaty is reproduced in
Disarmament Fact Sheet No. 33, and its
historical background is contained in
Fact Sheet No. 41.

Preparations for the Conference

Preparation of the Third Review
Conference was undertaken on the basis
of resolution 38/74 of 15 December
1983, by which the United Nations
General Assembly, noting that a third
review conference had been proposed
for 1985 and a preparatory committee
arranged, requested the
Secretary-General of the United
Nations to provide the necessary
assistance to the Preparatory
Committee for the Third Review
Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and such services as
might be required for the Conference
itself.



The Preparatory Committee, with
71 States participating, met three
times: from 2 to 6 April 1984, from 1
to 11 October 1984 and from 22 April
to 1 Nay 1985. The first session was
chaired by Ambassador R. Imai of
Japan; the second, by Ambassador H.
Vejvoda of Czechoslovakia; and the
third, by Ambassador J. Dhanapala of
Sri Lanka.

The Committee, in the course of
its work., recommended the
establishment by the Conference of
three Main Committees: one to consider
primarily the implementation of
articles I and II (which prohibit,
respectively, the transfer of nuclear
weapons to, and their manufacture by,
non-nuclear-weapon States) and VI
(which obliges parties to negotiate in
good faith on the early cessation of
the nuclear arms race and on nuclear
disarmament); a second to concentrate
on article III (dealing essentially
with safeguards) and article VII
(covering nuclear-weapon-free zones);
and a third to consider especially

articles IV and V (concerning,
respectively, the use of nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes and the
peaceful application of nuclear
explosions). The Preparatory
Committee drew up a detailed proposal
for such an allocation of the major
substantive items to the Main
Committees.

At the second session of the
Preparatory Committee, the group of
non-aligned and neutral States
endorsed the candidature of Ambassador
Mohamed Shaker of Egypt as President
of the Review Conference and other
delegations indicated support of that
candidature.

As preparations proceeded,
intergovernmental contacts
intensified. In Geneva, the Bureau,
composed of the three Chairmen of the
preparatory sessions, met several
times to discuss progress and was in
regular contact with the provisional
Secretary-General of the Conference,
Mr. Ben Sanders of the United Nations
Department for Disarmament Affairs,



particularly with regard to
organizational matters. Meanwhile,
several States, especially the
depositaries, were very active in
drawing the attention of States
parties to the forthcoming Review
Conference. Partly as a result of
such efforts, by the time the Review
Conference convened, the Treaty had
131 States parties, which was 17 more
than at the start of the Second Review
Conference

The Third Review Conference:
What was at issue, what was said,
what was achieved

Eighty-six States parties to the
Treaty took part in the Conference, 11
more than in the Second Review
Conference, in I960.

In addition, 3 States signatories
participated without talcing part in
decision-making and another 10 States
attended as Observers, all under the
rules of procedure. Furthermore,
through an amendment by the Conference

itself to the rules of procedure, the
Palestine Liberation Organization was
able to attend as an Observer
organization on the principle that it
was already an organization entitled
by the General Assembly of the United
Nations to participate as an Observer
in that body. Representatives of the
United Nations and the International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) also
participated, and representatives of
the Agency for the Prohibition of
Nuclear Weapons in Latin America
(OPANAL), the League of Arab States,
the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) and the Organization of American
States (OAS) attended as Observer
agencies.

Representatives of 48
non-governmental organizations also
attended open meetings of the
Conference. Several among them made
available printed material of their
organizations concerning matters under
discussion at the Conference and
related topics. In addition to
attending plenary and Main Committee



meetings, they had access to documents
and participated informally in
discussions with both delegates and
officers of the Conference.

In addition to the message of the
Secretary-General, messages from the
General Secretary of the Central
Committee of the Communist Party of
the Soviet Union, Mikhail S.
Gorbachev, and from the President of
the United States, Ronald Reagan, were
also delivered. In his message.
General Secretary Gorbachev observed
that not a single new nuclear-weapon
State had emerged since the conclusion
of the Treaty. The USSR, for its
part, favoured the expansion and
deepening of co-operation in the
peaceful use of the atom, as fostered
by the Treaty. It was also doing all
in its power to halt and reverse the
nuclear arms race. It had
unilaterally pledged not to be the
first to use nuclear weapons and had
recently declared and initiated a
moratorium on all nuclear explosions.
The President of the United States

conveyed in his message to the
Conference his conviction that the
Treaty was a critical corner-stone in
preventing the further spread of
nucleer weapons, providing the
benefits of the peaceful atom, and
contributing to the security and
safety of all nations. His aim was to
reduce substantially and ultimately to
eliminate nuclear weapons. The
President also felt that verifiable
limitations on nuclear testing could
play a useful, though more modest,
role towards those ends.

In a detailed address, Mr. Hans
Blix, the Director General of IAEA,
reviewed the role of the Agency and
its degree of success in fulfilling
that role, particularly stressing the
effect of its safeguards system in
creating confidence that only peaceful
use was being made of nuclear
programmes and of its technological
assistance programme in fostering
peaceful nuclear development. He
noted that during the existence of the
safeguards system, IAEA had never



detected any diversion of fissionable
material or any other misuse of
safeguarded items.

In the general debate, which took
place from 28 August to 4 September,
61 States parties addressed the
Conference. While the great majority
presented views on the implementation
of the whole range of substantive
articles of the Treaty, a large number
focused on specific issues, most
notably in the context of articles
III, IV and VI.

As for the nuclear-weapon States,
the Soviet Union observed that the
Treaty was the most representative
multilateral arms limitation
agreement. It emphasized its strict
adherence to all its Treaty
obligations and favoured the further
strengthening of the non-proliferation
regime, especially through the
accession of all nuclear and all
threshold States, such as Israel,
Pakistan and South Africa. It also
stood for the further enhancement of
the role of IAEA and supported the

peaceful uses of nuclear energy. It
felt that, in principle, IAEA
safeguards should be made applicable
to all non-nuclear-weapon States,
whether or not Treaty parties. The
United States referred to the role
which the Treaty, contrary to earlier
predictions, had played in stopping
the spread of nuclear weapons. For
its part, it had urged all nuclear
suppliers to require comprehensive or
full-scope safeguards, similar to
those accepted by parties to the
Treaty, on all recipient non-nuclear
States' peaceful activities. While
the results of negotiations referred
to in article VI had been
disappointing, that was not a reason
to disparage the Treaty, in that the
goal of substantial arms control also
existed independently. In fact, in
its view, the most urgent task was to
make significant reductions in
existing nuclear arsenals. The United
Kingdom, for its part, noted that
since 1970 only one additional State,
India, a non-party, had demonstrated



the capacity to detonate a nuclear
explosive device, while the number of
parties to the Treaty had reached four
fifths of the United Nations
membership. It saw the Treaty as
having three objectives: to prevent
the further spread of nuclear weapons,
to promote measures in the direction
of nuclear disarmament, and to ensure
the right of parties to use nuclear
energy for peaceful purposes. It
supported a comprehensive ban on all
nuclear test explosions, but held that
verification issues continued to be an
obstacle.

A large number of non-nuclear
parties also characterized the Treaty
as having three main objectives:
prevention of nuclear proliferation;
promotion of peaceful uses of nuclear
energy; and promotion of nuclear
disarmament. The majority of
speakers, especially those
representing developed countries, felt
that the first two objectives had been
fully met and were highly commendatory
of tlie Treaty, stressing its;

importance and success in those
areas, Australia, Czechoslovakia, the
Federal Republic of Germany and Japan
were among the countries strongly
holding such a position. At the same
time, they and many others,
constituting the overwhelming majority
in the debate, regretted that there
had been no concrete progress on the
third objective, with some of them --
for example, Bhutan, Indonesia,
Mexico, Nigeria, Peru and Sweden --
generally contending that while the
non-nuclear parties had meticulously
adhered to their side of the bargain,
the nuclear-weapon States had not thus
far fully lived up to their commitment
under the Treaty. Many of them,
expressing disappointment or concern
about the application of article VI,
pointed to a comprehensive
nuclear-test ban as the acknowledged
first requirement. Australia,
Bulgaria, Mexico, Sweden and
Yugoslavia commented particularly
strongly on that question, with Mexico
making a detailed retufctai of tir>
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Western nuclear-weapon States'
arguments about the questionable
adequacy of existing means of
verification.

Some countries, especially
African and Middle Eastern, were less
than certain that full success had
been achieved in the implementation of
the first objective — preventing
horizontal proliferation -- and
referred to the unsafeguarded nuclear
facilities of Israel and South Africa
in particular; they also noted the
nuclear capability of those countries,
the widely held view that they could,
or possibly had, manufactured nuclear
explosive devices, and the technical
assistance they received from certain,
mainly Western, Powers. On the matter
of safeguards as such, many parties
from all regions -- Australia, Bhutan,
Finland, Ireland, Peru, Poland and
Sweden among them -- advocated
full-scope safeguards on all nuclear
facilities in non-nuclear-weapon
States, some of them explicitly
holdiig that acceptance of such

safeguards should be a condition for
the supply of nuclear materials.

On the question of technological
assistance in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy, developed supplier
countries generally highlighted their
contributions in the area, while some
recipient States felt that such
assistance had been inadequate and
cited the relatively small number of
nuclear installations in developing
countries. There was general
agreement, however, that international
co-operation in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy under article IV should
be further improved.

In the general debate, many
participants expressed support for the
concept of nuclear-weapon-free zones
both in general and in specific
regions. A number of speakers praised
the 14 member States of the South
Pacific Forum for having adopted the
South Pacific Nuclear-Free Zone
Treaty, which had been signed hy 8 of
those countries at Rarotonga, Cook
Islands, ci; 6 August. A related



question which received attention was
that of the adequacy of security
assurances to non-nuclear-weapon
States. A further related issue was
the matter of armed attacks against
nuclear facilities, which derived from
the 1981 Israeli attack, on the Iraqi
nuclear installations and reports of
Iraqi attacks on Iranian reactor sites
in 1984 and early 1985 in the ongoing
armed conflict between those two
countries, which the latter had
earlier submitted to the United
Nations.

Work of the Main Committees

Immediately following the general
debate, the three Main Committees
began their substantive review of the
operation of the Treaty. While
considering the articles of the Treaty
in their relationship to one anotherand
to the preamble as proposed by the Prepa
ratory Commictee and approved by the
Conference, each Committee concentrated on
the articles spec ifically mandated to it.

The Conference had agreed at the
start that the Drafting Committee
would convene on a given date and be
furnished with all the relevant texts
and proposals formulated in the Main
Committees, regardless of whether
those Committees had achieved complete
agreement on all aspects of their
reports. It would then deal with the
resolution of outstanding points.

Due to early identification of
differences on key substantive
matters, which were few in number but
very important, the work of the Main
Committees progressed close to
schedule. The resolution of
differences, however, was accomplished
only through the diligent application
of various devices on the part of all
three Chairmen. Main Committee I
utilized three working groups; Main
Committee II held open-ended informal
meetings aimed at finding mutually
acceptable formulations and encouraged
the informal circulation of proposed
texts; and Main Committee III followed
a detailed programme of v;ork
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outlining, or at least entitling,
virtually all aspects of the issues
coining under its mandate, including
the question of the protection of
nuclear facilities against attack..

As agreed formulations were
reached, the Chairmen compiled
proposed drafts of the substantive
parts of their reports to the
Conference. This enabled all
Committees to see at the earliest
possible moment the steady decrease in
the number of outstanding items to be
dealt with and the progressive
narrowing of differences or. them.

Notwithstanding all these efforts
as well as extra meetings, none of the
three Committees was able to reach
total agreement on all of the
paragraphs of its report in the
limited time available. Consequently,
and as envisaged, the unanimously
adopted reports on each Committee's
review of its assigned articles were
prepared for the Conference still
showing a few areas on which agreement
had not been reached. The most

important of those areas were: the
question of a comprehensive test-ban
treaty in the context of article VI
(Main Committee I), one sentence of a
paragraph on IAEA safeguards under
article III (Main Committee II) and
tho formulation of one paragraph
regarding the protection of
safeguarded nuclear facilities against
attack, and of another regarding
nuclear co-operation with South Africa
and Israel (Main Committee III).

Preparation for possible use of the
voting procedure

As full agreement was not reached
at the Main Committee stage,
especially on all aspects of the
crucial matter of nuclear disarmament
in the context of article VI, the
possibility arose of putting draft
resolutions to the vote, as provided
for in the rules of procedure, to
resolve outstanding points.

Accordingly, a plenary meeting
w a s h e l d fin 1J* ';-';:" t-rv:!-,.- t f irv;:d * c
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allow for a 48-hour interval between
the introduction of and action on
draft resolutions, as required by the
rules. At that meeting, Mexico, on
behalf of the non-aligned and neutral
States, introduced three draft
resolutions that had been submitted as
such a few days earlier. The draft
resolutions dealt, respectively, with
a comprehensive nuclear-test ban, a
moratorium on nuclear tests, and a
nuclear arms freeze. The decision to
present them for consideration had
been made because agreement had not
yet been reached on incorporating into
the final declaration a recommendation
to the depositary States on those
questions. Mexico stated that the
non-aligned and neutral countries
would continue tc work, towards a
consensus on the matters concerned,
but, failing that, would request a
vote. Iraq introduced a draft
resolution on the question of the 1981
Israeli military attack against its
nuclear installations, stating that it
also hoped that a prior overall

consensus, could be reached and its
views incorporated into a text instead
of being voted upon. The Islamic
Republic of Iran proposed an amendment
to the Iraqi draft resolution, so as
to make it pertain more generally.

Senegal, as co-ordinator of the
non-aligned and neutral States,
expressed that group's support for the
draft resolutions, which dealt with
problems of concern to the
international community. It also made
clear that those States favoured
further endeavours to seek compromise
in the same spirit of mutual
understanding that had so far been
shown. If a decision should become
necessary, they hoped for consensus
adoption of the resolutions.

Following the plenary meeting,
numerous informal consultations
continued, including at the Main
Committee level (although the work of
those Committees was officially over),
between the President and delegations,
and in the Drafting Committee, whose
Chairman also prompted delegations to
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continue informal consultations
relevant to its work.

Work of the Drafting, Committee

When the Drafting Committee held
its first substantive meeting, on 18
September, it had before it as the
basis for its report a draft technical
paper which described the organization
of the Conference, and a draft final
declaration to which was annexed an
extensive compilation, derived from
reports of the three Main Committees,
amalgamated and arranged to constitute
an overall article-by-article review
of the Treaty. Thus it had, in
effect, an almost complete draft final
document. The Drafting Committee,
between 18 and 20 September, was able
to execute the twin tasks of refining
that draft Conference documentation
ard of incorporating into or adding to
ic further agreed texts, however
achieved. This further narrowed the
areas in which consensus had not been

reached, And on which consultations
were still under way.

Final phase of the Conference

The crucial, final plenary
meeting of the Conference, scheduled
for 20 September, did not convene
until the early hours of 21 September
because of the continuation of the
informal negotiations.

At that meeting, the various
Committee Chairmen and the President
were able to confirm that a<r^ement
had by then been reached in -y area
with the single exception c
regarding attacks against pt
nuclear facilities.

The outstanding questions under
article VI, for instance, had been
resolved through intensive
negotiations which led eventually to a
five-part paragraph focusing
particularly on a comprehensive
test-ban treaty, which was acceptable
both to the parties mainly concerned
and to the Conference as a whole. As
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a part of the compromise, it was
agreed that a declaration by the group
of non-aligned and neutral States on
their three draft resolutions would be
included in the final document of the
Conference and that the draft
resolutions on the two aspects of the
question not covered in the five-part
paragraph, a moratorium and a freeze,
would not be put to the vote, but
would also be included.

With regard to the Iraqi draft
resolution on the question of attacks
against peaceful nuclear facilities,
the amendment proposed by the Islamic
Republic of Iran would make the text
refer to assistance to any State whose
nuclear facilities were subject to
attack rather than to the attack
against Iraq alone. In that area of
the Drafting Committee's report, the
Conference at its final plenary
meeting was faced with four proposed
sentences, by one of which it would
note Iran's stated concern. While
Iraq felt that it could not accept
that sentence, Iran equally felt that

it could not allow it to be dropped.
In the circumstances, the

President explained various options
open to the Conference under its
relevant rules of procedure, whereupon
Belgium suggested a suspension of the
meeting, also provided for in the
rules. The Belgian motion was
carried, and, during a final intensive
early morning round of informal
consultations, a satisfactory
compromise was reached, whereby the
whole paragraph in question would be
eliminated and, instead, relevant
statements made by the representative
of the Islamic Republic of Iran and
that of Iraq would be reproduced in
full in the final document after the
final declaration. That compromise
was agreed to by consensus, and
formalized by the President with the
adoption of the Final Document
incorporating all of the agreed
adjustments.

Thus the Conference successfully
achieved what it had hoped for and
diligently sought all along: a
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consensus Final Document, which recommendations. Host importantly, in
included a Final Declaration, the consensus text, the parties
comprising a solemn prearabular solemnly declared "their conviction
statement and a detailed that th-i Treaty is essential to
article-by-article review of the international peace and security", and
operation of the Treaty clearly "their firm commitment to the purposes
supporting it and yet containing of the Preamble and the provisions of
purposeful criticism and meaningful the Treaty".

Excerpts from the Final Declaration of the Review Conference*

ANNEX I

FINAL DECLARATION

THE STATES PARTY TO THE TREATY ON THE NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR
WEAPONS WHICH MET IN GENEVA FROM 27 AUGUST TO 21 SEPTEMBER 19S5 TO REVIEW THE
OPERATION OF THE TREATY SOLEMNLY DECLARE:

their conviction that the Treaty is essential to international peace
and security, ^

The considerable length of the Final Declaration precludes its
reproduction in extenso. Many paragraphs and statements, some of which
might also be considered to warrant inclusion, regrettably had to be
omitted. The full Final Declaration may be referred to in the official
Final Document of the Conference, NPT/CONF.III/64/I.
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their continued suppprt for the objectives of the Treaty which are:
- the prevention of proliferation of nuclear weapons or other

nuclear explosive devices;
- th? cessation of the nuclear arms race, nuclear disarmament and

a Treaty on general and complete disarmament;
- the promotion of co-operation between States Parties in the

field of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy,
the reaffirmatjon of their firm commitment to the purposes of the
Preamble and the provisions of the Treaty,
their determination to enhance the implementation of the Treaty and
to further strensthen its authority.

Review of the Operation of the Treaty
and Recommendations

Articles I and II and preambular paragraphs 1-3
... The States Party to the Treaty remain resolved in their belief in the

need to avoid the devastation that a nuclear war would bring. The Conference
remains convinced that any proliferation of nuclear weapons would seriously
increase the danger of a nuclear war.

The Conference acknowleded the declarations by nuclear-weapons States
Party to the Treaty that they had fulfilled their obligations under Article
I. The Conference further acknowledged the declarations that non-nuclear-
weapons States Party to the Treaty had fulfilled their obligations under
Article II. The Conference was of the v\ew therefore that one of the primary
objectives of the Treaty had been achieved in the period under review.
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The Conference also expressed deep concern that the national nuclear
programmes of some States non-Party to the Treaty may lead them to obtain a
nuclear weapon capability. States Party to the Treaty stated that any further
detonation of a nuclear explosive device by any non-nuclear-weapon State would
constitute a most serious breach of the non-proliferation objective.

The Conference noted the great and serious concerns expressed about the
nuclear capability of South Africa and Israel. The Conference further noted
the calls on all States for the total and complete prohibition of the transfei
of all nuclear facilities, resources or devices to South Africa and Israel and
to stop all exploitation of Namibian uranium, natural or enriched, until the
attainment of Namibian independence.

Article III and preambular paragraphs 4 and 5
The Conference affirms its determination to strengthen further the

barriers against the proliferation of nuclear weapons and other nuclear
explosive devices to additional States- The spread of nuclear explosive
capabilities would add immeasurably to regional and international tensions and
suspicions. It would increase the risk of nuclear war and lessen the security
of all States. The Parties remain convinced that universal adherence to the
Non-Proliferation Treaty is the best way to strengthen the barriers against
proliferation and they urge all States not party to the Treaty to accede to
it. The Treaty and the regime of non-proliferation it supports play a central
role in promoting regional and international peace and security, inter alia,
by helping to prevent the spread of nuclear explosives. The non-proliferation
and safeguards commitments in the Treaty are essential alsc for peaceful
• :uclear commerce and co-operation.
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The Conference expresses the conviction that IAEA safeguards provide
assurance that States are complying with their undertakings and assist States
in demonstrating this compliance. They thereby promote further confidence
among States and, being a fundamental element of the Treaty, help to
strengthen their collective security. ...

Conference expresses its satisfaction that four of the five
nuclear-weapon States have voluntarily concluded safeguards agreements with
the IAEA, covering all or part of their peaceful nuclear activities. The
Conference regards those agreements as further strengthening the
non-proliferation regime and increasing the authority of IAEA and the
effectiveness of its safeguards system.* ...

The Conference notes with satisfaction the adherence of further Parties
to the Treaty and the conclusion of further safeguards agreements in
compliance with the undertaking of the Treaty. ...

The Conference notes with satisfaction that IAEA in carrying out its
safeguards activities has not detected any diversion of a significant amount
of safeguarded material to the production of nuclear weapons, other nuclear
explosive devices or to purposes unknown.

It should be noted that subsequently, on 24 September 1985, China
announced that it had "decided to voluntarily offer to place some of its
civilian nuclear installations under IAEA safeguards".
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The Conference notes with satisfaction the improvement of IAEA safeguards
which has enabled it to continue to apply safeguards effectively during a
period of rapid growth in the number of safeguarded facilities. It also notes
that IAEA safeguards approaches are capable of adequately dealing with
facilities under safeguards. ...

Article IV and preambular paragraphs 6 and 7
The Conference affirms that the NPT fosters the world-wide peaceful use

of nuclear energy and reaffirms that nothing in the Treaty shall be
interpreted as affecting the inalienable right of any Party 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.

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 the non-nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty, with due
consideration for the needs of the developing areas of the world. In this
context the Conference recognizes the particular needs of the least developed
countries.

The Conference confirms that each country's choices and decisions in the
field of penceful uses of nuclear energy should be respected without
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jeopardizing their respective fuel cycle policies. International co-operation
in this area, including international transfer and subsequent operations,
should be governed by effective assurances of non-proliferation and
predictable long-term supply assurances. ...

The Conference recognizes that an armed attack on a safeguarded nuclear
facility, or threat of attack, would create a situation in which the Security
Council would have to act immediately in accordance with provisions of the
United Nations Charter. ...

The Conference considers that such attacks could involve grave dangers
due to the release of radioactivity and that such attacks or chreats of attack
jeopardize the development of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. ...

Article V
The Conference reaffirms the obligation of Parties to the Treaty to take

appropriate measures to ensure that potential benefits from any peaceful
/"•; applications of nuclear explosions are made available to non-nuclear-weapon
*"*> States Party to the Treaty. ...

Article VI and prearobular paragraphs 8-12

The Conference examined developments relating to the cessation of the
r arms race in the period under revjpw and noted in particular that the
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destructive potentials of the nuclear arsenals of nuclear-weapon States
parties were undergoing continuing development, including a growing research
and development component in military spending, continued nuclear testing,
development of new delivery systems and their deployment.

The Conference noted the concerns expressed regarding developments with
far-reaching implications and the potential of a new environment, space, being
drawn into the arms race. In that regard the Conference also noted the fact
that the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
are pursuing bilateral negotiations on a broad complex of questions concerning
space and nuclear arms, with a view to achieving effective agreements aimed at
preventing an arms race in space and terminating it on Earth.

The Conference noted with regret that the development and deployment of
nuclear weapon systems had continued during the period of review.

The Conference noted the lack of progress on relevant items of the agenda
of the Conference on Disarmament, in particular those relating to the
cessation of the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament, the prevention of
nuclear war including all related matters and effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons.

The Conference concluded that, since no agreements had been reached in
the period under review on effective measures relating to the cessation of an
arms race at an early date, on nuclear disarmament and on a Treaty on general
and complete disarmament under strict and effective international control, the
aspirations contained in preambular paragraphs 8 to 12 had still not been met,
and the objectives under Article VI had not yet been achieved.



The Conference reiterated that the implementation of Article VI is
essential to the maintenance and strengthening of the Treaty, reaffirmed the
commitment of all States Parties to the implementation of this Article and
called upon the States Parties to intensify their efforts to achieve fully the
objectives of the Article. The Conference addressed a call to the
nuclear-weapon States Parties in particular to demonstrate this commitment.

The Conference welcomes the fact that the United States of America and
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics are conducting bilateral negotiations
on a complex of questions concerning space and nuclear arms - both strategic
and intermediate-range - with all these questions considered and resolved in
their inter-relationship. It hopes that these negotiations will lead to early
and effective agreements aimed at preventing an arms race in space and
terminating it on Earth, at limiting and reducing nuclear arms, and at
strengthening strategic stability. ...

The Conference also recalls that in the Final Document of the First
Review Conference, the Parties expressed the view that the conclusion of a
Treaty banning all nuclear weapons tests was one of the most important
measures to halt the nuclear arms race. The Conference stresses the important
contribution that such a treaty would make toward strengthening and extending
the international barriers against the proliferation of nuclear weapons; it
further stresses that adherence to such a treaty by all States would
contribute substantially to the full achievement of the non-proliferation
objective.

The Conference also took note of the appeals contained in five United
Nations General '.rsnrnMy resolutions since 1982 for a freeze on all nuclear
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weapons in quantitative and qualitative terms, which should be taken by all
nuclear-weapon States or, in the first instance and simultaneously, by the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and the United States of America on the
understanding that the other nuclear-weapon States would follow their example,
and of similar calls made at this Conference.

The Conference reiterated its conviction that the objectives of Article
VI remained unfulfilled and concluded that the nuclear-weapon States should
make greater efforts to ensure effective measures for the cessation of the
nuclear arms race at an early date, for nuclear disarmament and for a Treaty
on general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international
control.

The Conference expressed the hope for rapid progress in the United
States-USSR bilateral negotiations.

The Conference except for certain States whose views are reflected in the
following sub-paragraph deeply regretted that a comprehensive multilateral
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty banning all nuclear tests by all States in all
environments for all time had not been concluded so far and, therefore, called
on the nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty to resume trilateral
negotiations in 1985 and called on all the nuclear-weapon States to
participate in the urgent negotiation and conclusion of such a Treaty as a
matter of the highest priority in the Conference on Disarmament.

At the same time, the Conference noted that certain States Party to the
Treaty, while committed to the goal of an effectively verifiable comprehensive
N'uclear Test Ban Treaty, considered deep and verifiable reductions in existing
arsenals of nuclear weapons as the highest priority in the process of pursuing
the objectives of Article VI.
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The Conference also noted the statement of the USSR, as one of the
nuclear-weapon States Party to the Treaty, recallins its repeatedly expressed
readiness to proceed forthwith to negotiations, trilateral and multilateral,
with the aim of concluding a comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty and the
submission by it of a draft Treaty proposal to this end.

Article VII and the Security of Non-Nuclear-Weapon States

The Conference considers that the establishment of nucelar-weapon-free
zones on the basis of arrangements freely arrived at among the States of the
region concerned constitutes an important disarmament measure and therefore
the process of establishing such zones in different parts of the world should
be encouraged with the ultimate objective of achieving a world entirely free
of nuclear weapons. In the process of establishing such zones, the
characteristics of each region should be taken into account.

The Conference notes the endorsement of the South Pacific Nuclear Free
Zone Treaty by the South-Pacific Forum on 6 August 1985 at Rarotonga and
welcomes this achievement as consistent with Article VII of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty. The Conference also takes note of the draft
Protocols to the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty and further notes the
agreement at the South Pacific Forum that consultations on the Protocols
should be held between members of the Forum and the nuclear-weapon States
eligible to sign them.

The Conference underlines again the importance of adherence to the Treaty
by non-nuclear-weapon States as the best means of reassuring one another of
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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 Parties 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 reiterates its conviction that, in the interest of
promoting the objectives of the Treaty, including the strengthening of the
security of non-nuclear-weapon States Parties, all States, both nuclear-weapon
and non-nuclear-weapon States, should 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.

Article VIII
The States Party to the Treaty participating in the Conference propose to

the Depositary Governments that a fourth Confernce to review the operation of
the Treaty be convened in 1990.

Article IX
The Conference, having expressed great satisfaction that the overwhelming

majority of States have acceded to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
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Nuclear Weapons and having recognized the urgent need for further ensuring the
universality of the Treaty, appeals to all States, particularly the
nuclear-weapon States and other States advanced in nuclear technology, which
have not yet done so, to adhere to the Treaty at the earliest possible date.

List of States Parties*
As of 31 December 198S, the following 132 countries were parties to the

Treaty:
Afghanistan. Antigua ar.d Barbuda, Australia. Austria. Bahamas, Bangladesh.
Barbados, Belize, Belgium. Benin, Bhutan. Bolivia. Botswana, Brunei
Darussalam. Bulgaria. Burkina Faso, Burundi. Cameroon. Canada. Cape Verde,
Central African Republic, Chad, Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire. Cyprus.
Czechoslovakia. Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
Democratic Yemen. Denmark. Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador. Egypt. El
Salvac'ur, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia. Fiji, Finland. Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic. Germany. Federal Republic of. Ghana. Greece. Grenada,
Guatemala. Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Holy See. Honduras, Hungary. Iceland.
Indonesia. Iran (Islamic Republic of). Iraq. Ireland. Italy. Jamaica, Japan.
Jordan. Kenya. Kiribati, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon. Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. Liechtenstein. Luxembourg. Madagascar,
Malaysia. Maldives. Mali, Malta. Mauritius, Mexico. Mongolia. Morocco. Nauru.
Nepal. Netherlands. Mew Zealand. Nicaragua. Nigeria. Norway. Panama, Papua New

* The 86 States represented at the Third Review Conference are
underlined.
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Guinea. Paraguay, Peru. Philippines. Poland. Portugal. Republic of Korea.
Romania. Rwanda. Saint Christopher and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino. Sao Tome a,id Principe, Senegal. Seychelles.
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia. Sri Lanka. Sudan. Surinane,
Swaziland, Sweden. Switzerland. Syrian Arab Republic. Thailand. Togo, Tonga,
Tunisia. Turkey. Tuvalu, Uganda. Union of Soviet Socialist Republic*. United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. United States of America.
Uruguay. Venezuela. Viet Warn. Yugoslavia and Zaire.
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