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1. The Group of Non-Aligned States p:~rrics 10 ~h:  i ~ ,  # ,  

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons emplias~rcs t i ~ n t  r!i~. i !  . ., 

instrument in the efforts to halt the vertical and 1101-i~on~a! ~ x - ~ ~ l . ! ~ ~ : ! ~ . ~  , % .  

weapons and an essential foundation li)r the pursu1L of n ~ ~ c l c a r  ~l~..i::!:.. , 

2. The Group of Non-Aligned States parties to the TI -~ , I ; . .  . .  , . . .: 

concerned by strategic defence docll-ines that sct out the ~-;lI~oii<;i~". . , , '  

nuclear weapons, as demonstrated by the recent po1ii.k re\ icu \I! i b ! : i .  , . 

weapon States to consider expanding the c i r c u ~ i i c  I \ ! :  .,. .! , , 

could be used. 

3. The Group of Non-Aligned States parties lo Llle Ireat! rcitc.!- t i , - .  

full implementation of the ~~nequ ivoca l  ~~nder tahing gi len  h! I!-,(! ,) . ,  

States at the 2000 Review Conference of the Partics t o  ;i!: i 

Non-Proliferation of  Nuclear Weapons to accomplish the tnta! ,*!ti\- I 

nuclear arsenals leading to nuclear d~sarmament .  T h a ~  ~ ~ r i c t c . ! i , i ! , , -  

demonstrated without delay through an acceleratcci pl-oCcsh ( 5 1  : I , , -  

through the full implementation of the I3 practical steps lo acl\ a ; l i ~ ~  

and progressively towards a nuclear-\\,capon-fr-cc \iorld us a s : - ~ * c ~ d  . 
Review Conference. 

4. The Group of Non-Aligned States parties to  he 1 real! ~ i e v i ,  , ,. ,. .i : 
continued inflexible postures of  some nuclear-weapon Starc\ rtia: I:::,, ,: : : ,. . I  c. 

Conference on Disarmalnent from establishing an ad 11oc cor!ll~:l:i-;. . .  . ,ir 
disarmament. The negotiation of a phased PI-ogramme for the cl~rnp:: . ,  ; .  : :  { \ I I  

of nuclear weapons with a specified time fi-awe. includiny ,I t i t i , . ! .  .!. . . [ I ) ,  ' I ; ,  

convention, is necessary and s h o ~ ~ l d  comlnence \ \ i r h o ~ ~ t  dela?,. l i l  :I:. .,. . '  i l  %: 

Group reiterates its call to establish. as soon as possible. arid as !ilc i. .. . ,. ., :. I ' : \ .  

an ad hoc committee on nuclear disarma~nenl.  



5 .  The Group remains cancel-ned by the continued lnabilit) oi' 111~: I. :mi.,. , .  1 ,  ,!: 

Disarmament to resume its negotia~ion 01' u n u n - d i s c r i ~ i i i . ~ ~ : ~ ~ ~ ~ : : .  ....r>7!~,i.:,~.:g ., , , ' ,  

~n~ei-n'atlonilly and effectively verifiable lrcaty banning the p l . o d ~ l c ~ ~ o ~ l  ( t .  . .  - ,  .. 

( 3  I I l l L )  :icL,?i. ) ' :  > :  materials for nuclear weapons and other explosive de\ Ices. tahin, 
nuclear disarmament and lion-proliferatio11 objectices. In tllis trq.111;i:. 

Conference on Disarmament is urged to afree on a progrnmmc ~ 1 '  \\old, ii:.i; : . 

the immediate commencement of negotiations o n  S L I C I I  ;I t r t ' ;~~? M 1111 :I \ )I\: ! 

conclusion within five years. The Group is also concernc~l hy :1llelilpl\ I,. ' I  

scope o f  the negotiations on a fissile material treaty as cont;~inetl In tile \ I : L I ~  I :  

the Special Coordinator in 1995 and the lnandatr conta~ned theri<r~i. \ !  i i i  

endorsed at both the 1995 Review and Extension C'onfcl-encc of t l ~ c  P.11.i'~. 
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation o f  Nucleus Weapon> a n d  l h C  70(1!1 i. 
Conferencc. 

6. The Group of Non-Aligned States partics to  he l.~-e:~t! I K ~ ' I ; I ~ I I I :  ; . \ .  , 

concerned by the lack of progress towards acllieving the ~ o ~ a l  e l i rn~n: l~io~l  , I !  : 

weapons despite some reports of bilateral and unilateral I-educr Ions ' I  h c  ( , ! .  , 

also concerned by the exis~ence and continued deployment ol' tens 01' r l ~ t ) ~ i > ~ :  . :  

such weapons. whose exact number remains unconfirmed. owi11y. 10 l i , ~  i .  
transparency in various nuclear weapons programmes. U'li~lc' noting i l ! ~ .  - I , - : - ! .  

the Treaty betwcen the United States o f  America and the l iuss~an t :~Jc . : .~ :  
Strategic Offensive Reduction on 24 May 2007. the ( ; I . O L I ~  stl.esse> !II;II I :dl, 
in deployments and in operational slatus cannot take the placi! ol 'il-rc\t.~.s~hic . . 
and the total elimination of. nuclear weapons. The non-enrl-> 11110 li>rcc I)!' 5 : . 

is a setback to the 13 practical steps in the field of nnclcar d i s a r n ~ a m i . ~ ~ ~  :::.i . . 

the 2000 Review Conference. In that regard. thc t i r o ~ ~ p  ci~lls  ti)r rhC a[y~il:.!! 
the principles of irreversibility and increased transparcncq hy  (he I ILIC~C; I : -  , . 
States regarding nuclear disarmament and nucle:rr and other 1c1att.d al-nls L )  1.1 : 

reduction measures. 

7. The Group of Non-Aligned States parties to the I . > . .  

Non-Proliferation of huclear Weapons believes (hat the s b r o g ~ ~ t ~ o n  of liic l i ;.:. 
the Limitation of Anti-Ballistic Missile Systems has b r o ~ ~ g h t  ne\\ ~ . i : ; l ! i ~ : ~ ~ . ~  

strategic stability and the prevention of an :rrnms race in  ( I L I I ~ I -  sp:1cC ' I ' i lL ,  1. 

remains concerned that the implementation of' a national lnissilc ~ l c t ' c ~ ; ~ ~  - .  . . .  

could trigger an arms race or  arms races, the further de \c lopmen~  01' .! 

missile systems and an increase in the number of nuclear \+e:lpons. I l i  ; l i < ( . ; i . . i  

with General Assembly resolution 61/58. the Group empii;rsi/e~ 11le L I I ~ C I I !  . I L . L  : 

the commencement of substalltive work, at the Conference on I)is;~~-n~amc.ni , I  

prevention o f  an arms race in outer space. 

8. The Group of Non-Aligned States parties to the TI -~ : I I \  $ < ! ,  

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons also brlie\,es that thc possiblc clciclL,;:; . 
of new types of nuclear weapons and new largetiny o p ~ i o n s  LO \cl-\c ;122:.:. 

counter-proliferation purposes as \%ell as the lack ol'pl-ogrc.5~ in d i ~ n i n ~ x i l ~ n y  I I ! ? .  

of  nuclear weapons in security policies ful-(her undermine d~>i i t . i l i .~ . ' , .  
commitments. 

9. The Group of Non-Aligned States par-ties to  the Treat! )I. 

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons underlines the unanill~ous c o n c l ~ i s i ~ ~ '  . # .  
International Court of Justice that there e x i s ~ s  a n  obligation lo p~lrsue 111 :_'oo~; - . : ,  



and to bring to a conclusion nrgo~ia t ions  leading ro n~1cle211- Ji\.l:-i;:,: i : .  

aspecls under s t r i c ~  and effeclive in~el-na~ional conrrol. 

10. The Ciroup of Non-Aligned S L ~ I L ~ S  pal-llch to ~ I i c  ' :  a , L  

Non-Proliferation of Nucleal- Weapons has called I'oI- rlli, L..LI!.: t 

subsidiary body on nuclear disarmament LO focus on  lie i s s ~ i ~  1 1 :  i : . . !  : .  : i .  

obligations under article V1. 


