Annex II 9 ¥av, 2003

Chairman’s factual summary

1. States parties reaffirmed that the Treaty on the Non-Proiiferation of Nuclear Weapons is the
comerstone of the global nun-proliteration regime and the essential foundation for the pursuit
of nuclear disarmament. In the current international ¢limate, where security and stability were
incressingly challenged, both globally and regionally, by the proliferation of weapons of mass
destrucrion and their means <@ delivery. preserving and strengtheming the Non-Proliferation
Treatv was vital to peace and sceurity.

3. States parties stressed their commitment to the effective implementation of the objectives
of the Treaty. the decisions and the resolution of the 1995 Review and Extension Conference
adopted without a vote, and the Final Document of the 2000 Review C unterence, adopied by
COMSENsUs.

3. States parties restfimed that the Trealy rests on three pillars: non-proliferation,
disarmament and peaceful nuclear cooperzzion. 1t was also reaffimmed that each amicle of the
Treaty is binding on the respective States parties at all times and in all eircumstances. [t is
imperative that all States parties be beid fully accountudle with respect to the st
compliance with all of their obligatons under the Treaty.

4, States parties stressed the increasingly gruve threat to the Treaty and intemanonal secunty
posed by the proliferatior. of weapons ui mass destruetion, nuctear, biological and chemical,
and ther means of delivery. us well as the possibinty that non-state actors might gain aceess
to these wespons. The tragic events of 11 Sepiember, 2001 highlighted the dange:s of
weapons of mass destruction falling into the hands of terronsts. The gravity of this threat
reinforces the peed to strengrhen the Treaty, States partics alse cxpressed the view that the
Treaty can only tulfill its role if there is confidence in 1w compliance by all States parties.
Recent challenges to the Treaty and to the nuclear non-prolileratiun regime have further
increased the necessity of full compliance and the need to actively work towards universal
adherence. [n this respect, States parties expressed the readiness W reinforee the etficiency of
the regime, as well as instruments and procedures to react o cases of non-comphiance. Some
States parties suggested that recommerdations for the 2005 Review Confercnce should be
examined in this ares. It was also remarked that all States parties have a respensibility for
addressing non-compliznce and that the price of proliferation is unacceptably high.

5. It was stressed that the best way to strengthen the nuclear non-proliferation regime was
through full compliance by all States parties with all of the provisions of the Treaty. While
recoenizing and supporting the legitimate right of all States to utilize the atom for peaceful
surposcs, ownership of the capability thar could be utilized o develop nuclear weapons places
a special responsibility on the States concemncd to bujld cenfidence with the international
community that would remove any concerns about nuclear weapons proliferation. Such States
need to ensure that the Intornational Atomic Energy Agency is able to venfy thai these
capabilities are being used for peaceful purposes only, including through the mechanisms
available under the Additional Protocol tor strengthened safeguards.

6. Multilateralism was emphasized as 2 core principle in the area of disarmament and non-
proliferation with a view to maintaining and strengthening universal norms and enlargng
their scope. Strong suppart was expressed for the enforcement ol existing multilateral reas.es.



The need to seek treaties and other intemmational agreements that respond 10 today’s threats to
peace and stability was underlined. Support was expressed for the Seeurity Counci] o take
effective action to deal with non-compliance with weapens of mass destruction undertakings.

7. States parties welcomed the accession of Cuba, as well as of Timor Leste. as State parties
to the Treaty. which brings the Treaty closer to its umversality,

8. States parties further stressed that continued support to achieve universality of the Treaty
was essential. Concern was expressed abuoat the ongoing development of nuclear weapons and
missile programmes in different regions, including those of States not parties to the Treaty.
States parties called upon States outside the Treaty — India, Israel and Pakistan — to accede
unconditionally to the Treaty as non-nuclear-weapon States, promptly and without condition,
and bring into force the required comprehensive safeguards agreements. together with the
Model Additional Pratocol, for ensuring nuelear non-proliferation, and 1o reverse clearly and
urgently any policies to pursue anv nuglear weapons development or deployment and to
refrain from any action that could undermine regional and international peace and security
and the efforts of the internatioow] community towards nuclear disarmament and the
prevention of nuclear weapons »rolilvration.

9. The view was expressed that the Trezty should be seen in its larger context of eoherent
commitments and credible progress towards nuclear disarmament. Without the tulfillment of
Article VI over time. the Treaty, in whick nen-prodieration and disarmament were mutually
interdependent and reintorcing, would luse its trye value.

10. The importance of increased rransparency with regard to the nuclear weapons capabilities
and the implementation of agreements pursuant to Article V1. and as a voluntary confidence-
building measure to support further aro gress or nuclear disarmament, was confitned. It was
emphasized that accountability and transparency of nuclear disarmamen! measures by all
States parties remained the main criteria with which 1o evaluate the Treary's vperation, The
nuclear-weapon States were called upen to Increase transparency and accountability with
regard 10 their nuclear weapons zrsenals and their implementation of disarmament measurcs,

11. States parties remained committed to implementing Article VI of the Treaty and
paragraphs 3 and 4 {c) of the 1995 Decision on “Principles and objectives of nuclear non-
proliferation and disarmament™ and the Final Document of the 2000 Review Conference, in
particular the unequivocal undenaking and the thirteen practical steps for sysiematic and
progressive efforts to implernent nuclear disarmament that were agreed to. Disappointment
continued to be expressed in the progress made in unplementing these steps, notwithstanding
the recognition of the incremental nature of the process involved. It wus also noted that the
goal of nuclear disarmamcnt could best be achieved through a serics of balanced, incremental
and reintorcing steps. States parties stressed the impertance of irreversibility in this context.
Concern was expressed that despite the intentions of. and past achievements in, bilateral and

unilateral reducrions, the total number of nuclear weapons deployed and stockpiled still
amaunts to thousands.

I3, The nuclear-wespon States reiterated their comutment to nuclear disarmament and
informed other States parties of their respective measures taken in accordance with Article VI
ot the Treaty, for example, reductions of nuclear weapons arsenals, reduced reliance on
nuclear weapons. and that new nuclear weapons were not being developed. In particular, the
Russian Federation and the United States of Ameriea made a joint submission to the




Preparatory Committee on the Treaty on Strategic Offensive Reductions {Moscow Treaty)
signed by the Russian Federation and the United States of America on 24 May, 2002. The
Treaty provides for legally binding reductions of strategic nuclear warheads by two thirds in
comparison to the level established under the START Treaty. Several States parties welcomed
the Maoscow Treatv us a significant step toward nuclear disarmament and strategic stability.
The hape was expressed that the Treaty would enter into torce at an early date. Other
achievements 1n nuclear disammament over the past 20 years through unilateral and bilateral
measures were also emphasized. France indicated that it was pursuing dismantlement of its
fissile material installations and had dismantled its nuclear weapons testing site. The United
Kingdom announced that it was taking forward work on the verificanion ol nuclear
disarmament. China presented a Working Paper on its basic posiions on  nuclear
disarmament.

13. Concern and uncertainty about existing nuclear arsenals, new approaches to the future role
of nuclear weapuns, as wel! ag the possible development of new generations of nuclear
weapons were expressed. With resard to the Moscow Treaty, the view was expressad that
reductiung in deployments and in cperational status cannot substituate for imeversible cuts i,
and the total clinunation of, nue.ar wWeapaons.

4. Stronp support was expressed for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Tes:-Ban Treaty., as
reflected in the Fipul Declaration adopted ar the Conference on Facilitating the Entry into
Force of the CTBT1 in November 2001, and in the Joint Ministerial Statement on the CTBT,
luunched by the CTBT Foreign Mimisters’™ Meeting organized by Australia. lapan and the
Netherlands in September 2002, The imparance and urgency of the early entry into force of
the T'reaty was underscored. States which had not ratified the Treaty. especially those
remaining 13 States whose ratification was necessary, and in particular those twe remaiming
nuclear-weapon States whose ratification was a prerequisite for its entry-into-force, were
urged to do so without delav. Strong hope was expressed that more countries will sign and
ratity the Treaty between now and the 2003 Conference en Facilitaring the Entry into Force to
be held un 3-5 September in Vienna. States parties reaffirmed the !mportance 6 maintaimng a
moratorium on nuclear-weapon-test explosions or any other nuclear explosions and noted the
progress made by the Preparatery Commission for the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty Organization (n establishing the intermational monitoring system.

5. The withdrawal from the Ant-Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM} by the United States of
America ard its dectsion on the development of misstle defense swstems was noted. Certain
concems were axpressed that the withdrawal has brought an additional clement of uncertainty
to intemational security, has impacted negatively on strategic stability, and will have negative
consequences on nuclear disarmament and non-proliferziion. Concern was also expressed
about the risk of 2 new arms race on earth and in outer space. It was noted that the JTont
Dectaration by the Russian Federation and the United States of America signed in May 2002
confirms close interconnection between strategic ottensive and defensive armaments.

16. The importance of further reductions in noen-strategic nuclear weapons, based on unilateral
initiati~es and as an integral part of the nuctear arms reducton ard disarmament process, was
emphasized. There were calis for the fcrmalization and incressed transparency in the
implementation of the Presicential Nuclear Imitiatives of 1991 and 1992 of the Russian
Federativn and the United States of America on reducing non-strategic nuclear weapons. It
was also pointed owt that substantial reductions of non-strategic nuclear weapons had taken
place through unilateral actions. and that the dismantling of these weapons under the 1991







