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Introduction 

L \  b!:l * 1 .  Egypt remains convinced of tlic i~nportant  rolc of the N['.I' 11: . l i . i . . . . . :  : I  : ; ,  

and complete nuclear disarmament, halting vcrtical ; ~ n d  horirc~nt:~i i . :  1 .  .:. : I ,  '1:  . t i  

nuclear weapons and securing the inalienable right of n o n - n u c l c , ~ ~ . - : \ ~ ~ ~ , . i ~ ~ ~ ~ : ~  <..i~:'- i c !  

peaceful use of nuclear cncrgy. 

2. However, this important rolc is seriously undcr~nincd. inter ; I ~ I ; I  :?, . ' I , .  , I ; '  

universality, less than satisfactory compliance by nuclear-\reapon St::!%:.- . :  t , " :  .,:.::I 

of nuclear disarmament, thc attempts to rcintcrprct sati-gual-tls <oi~: i i l : : .2 i~x!~i . i  . i i l<l  

rcstrict the inalienable right to nuclear technology and tlic ab.;c~i,:c \ I :  i , . - , e ~ : ; ~ ;  :111<l 

effective sccurity assurances. 

3. Furthermore, policies aimed at shifting the balance G I '  pl-io~.i!; r : ,  , ' : i \ . i ' . 1 1 .  

non-proliferation against the equal priority of nuelcar d i sa r~n ;~! i i~ : i~ :  r~:,~$..:,.%i.:it ! ,  .! 

scrious conccrn and certainly do not serve tlic credibility oFTr-cat  in:!,:-r!i:ir.,iiio~i 
Egypt confirms its profound conviction that nuclear no11-pr-olii-cratli);: \ i i : ~ :  : i i ! ; l ; . . i~- 

disarmament are e q ~ ~ a l l y  important priorities and mutually rellll;)rL~;li:.: :::.)~;4-c, 
each complementing thc practical valuc of the otlicr. 

4. The serious challenges facing the rcsiliencc. cffcctivcncs~ ;11ici !I..: ii:,i~i,': l I ! ?  

of the NPT become cven more pressing on the backgrou~~d  01' i i i . :  !ili!..'lil~il< 
extension of the NPT in a packagc of so  far mostly ~ ~ n f i ~ l f i l l c d  comliiI:II-ir:l... 

5 .  Thc NPT 2010 Review Confcrcnce (and thc meetings ot' i : \  I '~ci-,,~~-;iri,i\. 
Committee) provides an exceptional opportunity to addrcbs tlic c~!t-l.:ii; . : i , , i i ~ r : i g ~ ~ \  
facing the Treaty. One first step is to rcalize tlic framcuork tor- progr-c,. ;?i..li. ; : ~ - l i  i3) 

the Review and Extension Confcrcnce of  1995 and tllc \\11' 1 ~ ~ ~ l l l  i:,.~i :<I\  

Conference. 
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Universality 

6. The current status of the indefinitely cxtcndcd yet n o n - ~ l n ~ \  cr-;~ I ', . '  ' ,.. ,b$.,,,:.., 

co~npro~nises  thc ability of the Trcaty to contribt~tc lo tlic s c ' c ~ ~ ~ i i k  i)! . i  I :- :., : :!'?t:!.,. 

as wcll as to regional and international peace ~ lnd  scz~~r i ty .  

7. Policies of cxtcnding coopcration in the nt~clc:~r I'icl~l ! o  ; : : t i j  \ . ; ' I  -i.i;;>, 

cannot run but counter to the provisions of the l'rcaty and to !Iic . i L . :  . I : . : , . :  , I :  ; i 

objectives and credibility. Policies of cooperation \vith no11-NI'! >,rLirt; , % :# .  : ! I  !I$.: 

haltcd pro~nptly and reversed with no delay. 

8. Neither during its original 25-year term nor a f c r  its i n c l ~ [ ' ! r > i ~ , .  :; ..:I : : I  

1995 was the NP'I' expccted to remain non-uni\cl-;~l .  7'11c. i ~ j ' ) ;  : ):. i .  , . . - I  

"principles and objectives for nuclear non-prolifer:~tio~i :111~1 c l i s ; i l -~~i :~~~i :  I .  _ . ..., 

stresscd that "universal adlicrcncc to the Treaty ( i , )  a n  uryc~li j l i - i ,  I : : ,  !, . : :  

"evcry effort should bc madc by all States partics to a c l ~ ~ c \ e  r i l l >  . I : . !  
I '. , 
i 

2000 Final Outcornc reaffirmed the urgcncy of this priority. 

Nuclear disarmament 

9. The NPT was undoubtedly not dcsigncd to : I I I O \ \ .  j>il.l:!.i;:~..: I - : ~ . I * , I I , ,  
capabilities for nuclcar-weapon States. Indceci. the TI-eaty ackllo\\ 1i.ii.i. ~ i .  . . ! I :  i I 11.: 

outset, military nuclear capabilities of n~~clear-u,c:~pon St:lti.. . I - .  - r ! i  j ~ ! , ~ , ~  _ i i L !  

transitional status, long ovcrduc. TIic Treaty is founclcd on :I C<)!li: j l l  ; , \ : !  :?!;I.;\ 

and collective renouncement of nuclear weapons :incl conlcl i~o t  he .-.I'r':.:i ,. .: , , ! , L , : :  : 

concept is applied partially or selectively. 

10. The 1995 Decision on "principlcs and ubjccti\cs Ibr ntrzlc;li- !.iol: 1 . 1 . :  i : . . . i ! ~ ! i t  

and disarmament" called for the "immediate comnlc~lccmcnt and ::~i-l! . ,, . .*i: .;:' 
negotiations on a non-discriminatory and i~nivcrsi~lly applic;1L71c : i i :  i , i, ': . : . n j ; . . y  , . .  

the production of fissile ~natcrial for nuclcar weapons or utlicr c \ l ~ l o ~ , ;  .. .:. . .,,. 1 1 ,  

accordance with the (Shannon mandatc)". 7'he decision al\o i:iii.:,j : , ,  . i i ; .  

"dctermined pursuit by the nuclear-wcapon Statcs of syslcrn;i(i~. . I ~ ~ L I  ;:L zF,:\-: -. 
efforts to reduce nuclear wetipons globally. with thc ulti~natz  go.^/ t : ,  c : a : '  i :  .I;;:. 

those weapons, and by all Statcs of general and complctc cii~ai.~ii;r~!ic~i! ,,.:! .:: 
and effcctive international control". 

I I .  The 13 practical steps adopted collcctivcly i n  the 2000  R c \  ;L,L; ! , ; , i 8 : .  c : I ; L ~ :  

provide a detailcd and effective workplan to move for\\ arci T , I { \  , i !  ,.:- *:. ' , . . : i  

disarmament. Egypt thus urges nuclear-weapon States to co~npi! i i ~ l l .  ,.i : i :  ri!:,;!- 

obligations under article VI of  the Trcaty. 

12. Egypt considers that the full implementation of':lrticlc I ot' thc i-!.::,~:.. ..: ,it;,.il 
to its continuing rclevance. In that context. cooperation Ihy an! : !  I: . i : : .  2 , I -  

wcapon States with any State not party to the NPT can  o n i ~  t ) ~  .i:,:i:!,:.! t - ,  

contradictory to the obligations under articlc I. 

Peaceful use of nuclear energy and 1AEA safeguards 

13. Egypt recognizes that IAEA safeguards arc a fundamental pill~lr :)! : i : i  !>i1'3:.1:- 
non-proliferation regime and that thcy play all ~ndispcns:~l>lc I - , ' : L :  : I ;  I.!:< 
implementation of thc Treaty and help to crcatc an en\'il.on~ncnt , '> i~ i : : , : .  i. 1 0  

nucleal- disarmament and non-proliferation as well as to nuclear coo\Tc!-,iI)..li I:., :;,:\!! 



context, Egypt strongly supports tlic complctc and prornpt fill filrncll! 1.: I , ',. !,. : :,,,,:# 

Statcs of their obligations under articlc I I I of the Treaty. 

14. From that perspective. Egypt stresses. :is statcs in thc 2 0 0 0  ! 1ii.l; . . ,  . I : .  ; . .  

, , that the non-proliferation and saf'eguards provision of the N P T  ;)I-c. a l \ ~ l  :- - . .  . . ,  . . I  

peaceful nuclcar conimcrce and cooperation and the IAEA sa l '~g~ l ,~ ; - i l \  : : ;  ;. a 

contribution to the environmcnt for peaccfi~l nuclear dccelopnicri( , II : ,!  i ' , . . ,  . , :  :: 
coopcration in the pcaceful uses of nilclcar cncl-gk. I t  is 1 1 1 < 1 . ~ , i ' ~ l i  : . ,  , : ' ,  : I 

, . ;  contravention with the Trcaty, as cxpresscd in the 7000 Final I>oc.~.ll!i<r?: . . .,.. . 

. , in nuclear cooperation with any State wliose nuclc:)r f~~cilitich a1.e I : < ! [  .!i ::. I '$i \ 

full-scopc safeguards. 

15. Egypt also urges the 1AEA. nuclear-wcapon Statcs and nc)ll-:i!i~.!,. . :  i iL .: 
L , , 4 , .  ' ( 1  '.I ' , ' .  States advanced in nuclear technology to assist willing non-~~uclc.;it--~..i ,. -,. 

which have completed Comprchensi\.c Safeguards !\gr.ccrncnt ; \ ; I ; ,  . ': ' : 

devclopment, research. production and use of nuclcnr cnc~.gy for pc. . i~.i ' :  !: ,~l.: ; ~ , ,  ,. 
in accordance with articlc IV of the Trcaty. 

16. Egypt urges States Parties to cxert scrious cff'ol-ts to \ \ :~ r t i~  i . ~ k ~ ; : : ~ . i ' :  ..:. 

universalization of cornprehensivc safegui~rds. Egypt also bclicich t i i ~ l i  : I,:.- : I 

urgent need to rcverse policies which scck imposing acicl~tioil.~i ...;.,:::.,t,..! 
commitments and nuclear technology rcstrictions on non-nuclc.:~~--:\~:al?t. .  < , I . : , :  . . 
contrast to the letter and spirit of  the Trcnty and the inalicnablc ~.iy!il . I  :.: I :  . ! .  

non-nuclear-weapon States in accordance with article I\': 

Security assurances 

17. Noting Security Council resolution 984 (1095) and the ilccla!-;ili~)li.- , ,  : . ! . $  : . i ;  

weapon States on negativc and positive s e c ~ ~ r i t y  assilranccs. L ~ C I - e  ri'rii.~!:::. ::. 1 . .  1 :!.: 

necd for nuclear-wcapon States to takc concrete liicasures to ahsc1r.c. r i ; ; r . - . , ! < :  .: I :  

weapon States parties to the NPT against the usc 01- threat 01' ! I \ >  z , .  *,:., 

weapons. 

18. Thc issue of security assurances should bc dealt with by tiic. 2 : :  ! $ I  :1:. :\ 

Conference and its Preparatory Committcz in tlic light of I!icr.c:l-:r:,: ,:!.I- ; -  

emanating from the threat poscd by the presence of ~~niaIL'?~l.~l .~ii ; j  I: . \  ; . t i  

programmes of non-NPT members to tlic security o t ' n o n - n u c I c a r - \ \ ~ ~ a ~ ~ c ~ ~ i i  >i::i:-. . , ! )  

. . .  
the one hand. and the delay on thc part of nilclear-\vcapon-Sti~ti'\ i c )  :.. . I :  .::L : r  

disarmament obligations on the other. Concrete stcps to :lddrcss scc~11.11:. 1 . -  : ::;L.:,. 

effectively could, as decided by thc 1995 Decision on “principles r ~ ~ l i i  ,)(-,;ci. \ L, - ; O L  

nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament". takc tlic f'orln of a11 li!:.': . : , :" ' .  i :  i : ' . .  

legally binding instrument. 

T h e  significance of the 2010 review cycle 

19. Despite the failurc of the 2005 NPT rcvicw cycle, such i';~ili:r~. 1 1 ;  ::.! . \ . i ,  

affects the significance and validity of agrcemcnts rcaclicd ; i t  c~I:- '  :- y.1. i :  

conferences, in particular those of 1995 and 3000. 

20. As the 2005 Review Conference reprcsentcd thc sccond such ~ i ) n i t . l . ~ , ! ! ~ - .  il,':cr 

the indefinite extension of thc Trcaty, every effort nccds to be cxcrtcct r c l  ..L,- :i 2 

success of the 2010 rcview cycle in ordcr to avoid any indication t11i11 ~ l i ~  ; ! ! < i : ~  : 'i::.!$: 
extension of a non-universal NPT, lacking full and balanccd i r n p l c r n c n ! . ~ ~ ; ~ ~ ~  I , :  !.., 



thrce main pillars, resulted in a collective inability to sc\ic\ \  T I - ~ . I ; \  :!;,;.. . . : .  , - 1 : 8  

assess its effectivcncss and nddrcss cuisting sl101-tcor~~ings. 

21. This gives particular- proliiincncc. nt thi: 7 0  10 Re\. ic\\ C'OI:!~::.:,~:: . . :  - 
Preparatory Co~nmittcc. for the necd for rcnen.cd colnm~t~iic'lrl\ ,il:;. * !  .', : I  . ,  I . ! :  

measures aiming at the fill1 implc~ncntation ot' tlic 1905 i ~ l c l ~ r ' i : ~ , '  ..I .. I , , . . i 3 .  , 

package, and further advancing the rcalirrltion of agreed s t e p  ,I! : t i c  .I,): i ;. :! . > - $ .  

Conference. Such measurcs can include. inter alia.  the c l c ' \ ~ c l o j ~ : ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ! ~  . >  .>: l!,: 

reportirig ~nechanisms. in  accordance with guidclincb to bc ;igrc.c.,i !, i . r , . ! .  . - ! : ~ : * ~ ~ l . ~ ~ : : .  

States, allowing effective scrutiny of measures takcn by eitcli Stlli: I,! .#,:. ~, . :-. 
, .  . co~npliancc with all Treaty articles anci stcps takcn by each St212 i t )  , I t : .  . i : . .  .- . .. :ii 

univcrsality. 


