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Unilateral Security Assurances by Nuclear-Weapon States

China commitment naturally applies to any
) non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty on the
Given on 7 June 1978 [extract] Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons or any

non-nuclear weapon State that has entered into any
comparable internationally-binding commitment not
to manufacture or acquire nuclear explosive devices,
in the event of an aggression with nuclear weapons or
the threat of such aggression against such State.

For the present, all the nuclear countries, particularly the
super-Powers, which possess nuclear weapons in large
quantities, should immediately undertake not to resort to
the threat or use of nuclear weapons against the non-nuclear
countries and nuclear-free zones. China is not only read

to undertake this commitment but wishes to reiterate that a- 1 n€ Positive security assurance provided by China, as
no time and in no circumstances will it be the first to use ~ contained in paragraph 4, does not in any way
nuclear weapons. {A/S-10/AC.1/17, annex, para.7.} compromise China’s position as contained in

paragraph 3 and shall not in any way be construed as
Given on 28 April 1982 [extract] endorsing the use of nuclear weapons.

Pending the realization of completed prohibition and

thorough destruction of nuclear weapons, all nucleafrance
countries must undertake unconditionally not to use or .
threaten to use such weapons against non-nuclear countriGven on 30 June 1978 [extract]

and nuclear-free zones. , Furthermore, as regards paragraph 59 [of the Final

As is known to all, the Chinese Government has longhocument of the Tenth Special Session] concerning
declared on its own initiative and unilaterally that at no timeazssyrances of the non-use of nuclear weapons against
and under no circumstances will China be the first to Uson-nuclear States, the delegation of France would recall
nuclear weapons, and that it undertakes unconditionally NGhat France is prepared to give such assurances, in
to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons againgfccordance with arrangements to be negotiated, to States
non-nuclear  countries and  nuclear-free  zonesyyhich constitute non-nuclear zoneOfficial Records of
{A/S-12/11} the General Assembly, Tenth Special Session, Plenary
Given on 5 April 1995 Meetings 27th meeting, para. 190}

For the purpose of enhancing international peace, securit{piven on 11 June 1982 [extract]

and stability and facilitating the realization of the goal of g i1 nart it [France] states that it will not use nuclear arms
complete prohlbltlon and thorough 'destrug:yon of nUCIEE.‘ragainst a State that does not have them and that has pledged
weapons, China hereby declares its position on security,; 1 seek them, except if an act of aggression is carried
assurances as follows: i out in association or alliance with a nuclear-weapon State
1. China undertakes not to be the first to use nucleapainst France or against a State with which France has a
weapons at any time or under any Circumstances.  gecyrity commitment. @fficial Records of the General

2. China undertakes not to use or threaten to use ”“Cleﬂssembly Twelfth Special Session, Plenary Meetiigs
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States OFneeting} ' '

nuclear-weapon-free zones at any time or under any
circumstances. This commitment naturally applies toGiven on 6 April 1995

non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty onthe , )
Non-Proliferation  of Nuclear Weapons or Ihe issue of security assurances given by the nuclear

non-nuclear-weapon States that have entered into angowers_ to the non-nuclear-weapon States is, for my
comparable internationally-binding commitment not delégation, an important one: .
to manufacture or acquire nuclear explosive devices. ~ Firstly, because it corresponds to a real expectation on

3. China has always held that, pending the completdhe part of the non-nuclear-weapon States, particularly
prohibition and “thorough destruction of nuclear those which, have renounced atomic weapons by signing
weapons, all nuclear-weapon States should undertaké'e Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons;
not to be the first to use nuclear weapons and not to use Secondly, because it involves our particular
or threaten to use such weapons againsfesponsibilities as a nuclear Power;
non-nuclear-weapon States and nuclear-weapon-free Finally, because it has acquired new meaning since the
zones at any time or under any circumstances. Chingnd of the cold war, with the growing awareness of the
strongly calls for the early conclusion of an threat which the proliferation of nuclear weapons
international convention on no-first-use of nuclear represents for everyone.
weapons as well as an international legal instrument It is in order to meet that expectation, to assume its
assuring the non-nuclear-weapon States andesponsibilities and to make its contribution to efforts to
nuclear-weapon-free zones against the use or threat @ombat the proliferation of nuclear weapons that France has
use of nuclear weapons. decided to take the following steps:

4. China, as a permanent member of the Security Council Firstly, it reaffirms, and clarifies, the negative security
of the United Nations, undertakes to take action withinassurances which it gave in 1982, specifically:
the Council to ensure that the Council takes France reaffirms that it will not use nuclear weapons
appropriate measures to provide, in accordance wittagainst non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on
the Charter of the United Nations, necessary assistanddon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, except in the case
to any non-nuclear-weapon State that comes undeof an invasion or any other attack on France, its territory,
attack with nuclear weapons, and imposes strict andts armed forces or other troops, or against its allies or a
effective sanctions on the attacking State. ThisState towards which it has a security commitment, carried



K-2 SECURITY ASSURANCES

out or sustained by such a State in alliance or association The draft resolution solemnly reaffirms the need for all
with a nuclear-weapon State. States parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of

It seems to us natural that it is the signatory countries tdNuclear Weapons to fully respect their obligations. That is
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons —not apetitio principii, but a reminder of a fundamental rule.
that is to say, the overwhelming majority of countries in theThe draft resolution also emphasizes the desirable nature of
world — who should benefit from these assurances, sincéniversal accession to the Treaty.
they have made a formal non-proliferation commitment. ~ The decisions which | have just announced correspond
Furthermore, in order to respond to the request of a gred@ our intention to consolidate the non-proliferation regime
many countries, France has sought as much as possiblea®d particularly the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
harmonize the content of its negative assurances with thodduclear Weapons, which is the cornerstone of that regime.
of the other nuclear Powers. We are pleased that this effoft is our hope and firm conviction that the initiatives we
has been successful. The content of the declarationdave just taken will contribute thereto.
concerning the negative security assurances of France, the ] .

United States of America, the Russian Federation and th&oviet Union/Russia
United Kingdom .of Gr(_aat Britain and Northern Ireland are Giyen on 26 May 1978 [extract]
henceforth practically identical.

Secondly, and for the first time, France has decided td-rom the rostrum of the special session our country declares
give positive security assurances to all non-nuclear-weapofat the Soviet Union will never use nuclear weapons
States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation ofgainst those States which renounce the production and
Nuclear Weapons. Its accession to the Treaty made th@cquisition of such weapons and do not have them on their

decision both possible and desirable. Accordingly: territories. o ,

‘France considers that any aggression which is Weareaware of the responsibility which would thus fall
accompanied by the use of nuclear weapons would threated) US a@s a result of such a commitment. But we are
international peace and security. France recognizes that tf@nvinced that such a step to meet the wishes of

non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on thRoN-nuclear States to have stronger security guarantees is

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons are entitled to an'” the interests of peace in the broadest sense of the word.

assurance that, should they be attacked with nucleaf/€ €xPect that the goodwill evinced by our country in this

weapons or threatened with such an attack, the internationgf2nner will lead to more active participation by a large
community and, first and foremost, the United Naticmsnumber of States in strengthening the non-proliferation

Security Council, would react immediately in accordancereg'm.ei Drfficial Relcords of the General Assembly, Tenth
with obligations set forth in the Charter. Special Session, Plenary Meetingth meeting, paras. 84

‘Having regard to these considerations, France makeglnd 85}
the following declaration: Given on 12 June 1982 [extract]

‘France, as a Permanent Member of the Security . , I )
Council, pledges that, in the event of attack with nuclear[The Soviet Union assumes] an obligation not to be the first

weapons or the threat of such attack against to use nuclear weapons. This obligation shall become
P 9 Sifective immediately, atthe momentitis made public from
non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty on th

Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, France Wi”‘?he rostrum of the United Nations General Assembly. ...

immediately inform the Security Council and act within the [The question of the granting of security guarantees] could

C i hat the | Kes | di be solved by concluding an international convention. The
ouncil to ensure that the latter takes Immediate Steps tggp is also prepared to conclude bilateral agreements on

provide, in accordance with the Charter, necessary arantees with States which do not possess nuclear
assistance to any State which is the victim of such an act eapons and do not have them on their territofyffiial

threat of aggression. , , _ Records of the General Assembly, Twelfth Special Session,
‘France reaffirms in particular the inherent right, Plenary Meetings12th meeting}

recognized in Article 51 of the Charter, of individual or )
collective self-defence if an armed attack, including anGiven on 5 April 1995

attack with use of nuclear weapons, occurs against @&yssian Federation will not use nuclear weapons against
Member of the United Nations until the Security Council non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty on the
has taken measures necessary to maintain internationfjon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, except in the case
peace and security.’ of an invasion or any other attack on the Russian
In this area also, we are pleased that the content of thegederation, its territory, its armed forces or other troops, its
positive assurances has been the subject of closgllies or on a State towards which it has a security
consultations with the other nuclear Powers. commitment, carried out or sustained by such a
Thirdly, France, with the four other nuclear Powers, hasnon-nuclear-weapon State in association or alliance with a
decided to submit to the United Nations Security Council anuclear-weapon State.
draft resolution which constitutes a first in many respects,
and which reflects our intention to meet the expectations oUnited Kingdom
g;:)eecli?itc?am;“onal community globally, collectively and Given on 28 June 1978 [extract]
Globally: for the first time, a draft resolution deals with | accordingly give the following assurance, on behalf of my
both negative and positive assurances; government, to non-nuclear-weapon States which are
Collectively: for the first time, a resolution of the parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Security Council specifies the measures which the Securityeapons and to other internationally binding commitments
Council could take in the event of aggression, in the areamot to manufacture or acquire nuclear explosive devices:
of the settlement of disputes, humanitarian assistance arritain undertakes not to use nuclear weapons against such
compensation to the victims. States except in the case of an attack on the United
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Kingdom, its dependent territories, its armed forces or itghreatens such aggression must be aware that its actions are
allies by such a State in association or alliance with &o be countered effectively by measures to be taken in
nuclear-weapon State.Official Records of the General accordance with the United Nations Charter to suppress the
Assembly, Tenth Special Session, Plenary Meetitib aggression or remove the threat of aggression.
meeting, para. 12} I, therefore, recall and reaffirm the intention of the
Given on 6 April 1995 Uni?ed Kingdor_n, as a Permanent M(_ember _of the United
Nations Security Council, to seek immediate Security
The Government of the United Kingdom believes thatCouncil actionto provide assistance, in accordance with the
universal adherence to and compliance with internationafharter, to any non-nuclear-weapon State, Party to the
agreements seeking to prevent the proliferation of weapongreaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, that
of mass destruction are vital to the maintenance of worlds @ victim of an act of aggression or an object of a threat of
security. We note with appreciation that 175 States hav@ggression in which nuclear weapons are used.
become parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of ~This Security Council assistance could include measures
Nuclear Weapons. to settle the dispute and restore international peace and
We believe that the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Security, and appropriate procedures, in response to any
Nuclear Weapons is the cornerstone of the internationalequest from the victim of such an act of aggression,
non-proliferation regime which has made an invaluableregarding compensation under international law from the
contribution to international peace and security. We aredggressor for loss, damage or injury sustained as a result of
convinced that the Treaty should be extended indefinitelyjthe aggression.

and without conditions. If a non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
We will continue to urge all States that have not done sdNon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is a victim of an act
to become parties to the Treaty. of aggression with nuclear weapons, the United Kingdom

The Government of the United Kingdom recognises thatvould also be prepared to take appropriate measures in
States which have renounced nuclear weapons are entitidg@sponse to a request from the victim for technical, medical,
to look for assurances that nuclear weapons will not be usegrientific or humanitarian assistance.
against them. In 1978 we gave such an assurance. The United Kingdom reaffirms in particular the inherent
Assurances have also been given by the otheright, recognised under Article 51 of the Charter, of
nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on thédividual and collective self-defence if an armed attack,
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. including a nuclear attack, occurs against a Member of the

Recognising  the  continued  concern  of United Nations, until the Security Council has taken
non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on th@easures necessary to maintain international peace and
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that the assurance§ecurity.
given by nuclear-weapon States should be in similar terms,
and following consultation with the other nuclear-weaponynited States
States, | accordingly give the following undertaking on
behalf of my Government: Given on 17 November 1978 [extract]

The United Kingdom will not use nuclear weapons . , )
against non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty orf'€ United States will not use nuclear weapons against any
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons except in theNon-nuclear-weapon State Party to the NPT or any
case of an invasion or any other attack on the Uniteomparable internationally binding commitment not to
Kingdom, its dependent territories, its armed forces or othefCauire nuclear explosive devices, except in the case of an
troops, its allies or on a State towards which it has a securit§ttack on the United States, its territories or armed forces,
commitment, carried out or sustained by such a rits allies, by such a State allied to a nuclear-weapon State

non-nuclear-weapon State in association or alliance with &' @ssociated with a nuclear-weapon State in carrying out
nuclear-weapon State. or sustaining the attack. {A/C.1/33/7, annex}

In giving this assurance the United Kingdom emphasisegsjyen on 5 April 1995
the need not only for universal adherence to, but also for
compliance with, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of The United States of America believes that universal
Nuclear Weapons. In this context | wish to make clear thaadherence to and compliance with international
Her Majesty’s Government does not regard its assurance aonventions and treaties seeking to prevent the proliferation
applicable if any beneficiary is in material breach of its ownof weapons of mass destruction is a cornerstone of global
non-proliferation obligations under the Treaty on thesecurity. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Weapons is a central element of this regime. 5 March 1995

In 1968 the United Kingdom declared that aggressiorwas the twenty-fifth anniversary of its entry into force, an
with nuclear weapons, or the threat of such aggressiorgvent commemorated by President Clinton in a speech in
against a non-nuclear-weapon State would create #Vashington D.C., on 1 March 1995. A conference to
gualitatively new situation in which the nuclear-weapon decide on the extension of the Treaty will begin in New
States which are Permanent Members of the United Nation¥ork on 17 April 1995. The United States considers the
Security Council would have to act immediately through indefinite extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation
the Security Council to take the measures necessary tof Nuclear Weapons without conditions as a matter of the
counter such aggression or to remove the threat ofighest national priority and will continue to pursue all
aggression in accordance with the United Nations Charterppropriate efforts to achieve that outcome.
which calls for taking ‘effective collective measures forthe It is important that all parties to the Treaty on the
prevention and removal of threats to the peace, and for thhon-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons fulfil their
suppression of acts of aggression or other breaches of thabligations under the Treaty. Inthat regard, consistent with
peace’. Therefore, any State which commits aggressiogenerally recognised principles of international law, parties
accompanied by the use of nuclear weapons or whiclio the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons



K—4 SECURITY ASSURANCES

must be in compliance with these undertakings in order to The United States affirms its intention to provide or
be eligible for any benefits of adherence to the Treaty. support immediate assistance, in accordance with the
The United States reaffirms that it will not use nuclearCharter, to any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the
weapons against non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to thigeaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weaponsis a victim of an act of, or an object of a threat of, aggression
except in the case of an invasion or any other attack on thig which nuclear weapons are used.
United States, its territories, its armed forces or other Among the means available to the Security Council for
troops, its allies, or on a State towards which it has a securityssisting such a non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the
commitment, carried out or sustained by such atreaty onthe Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons would
non-nuclear-weapon State in association or alliance with §g gn investigation into the situation and appropriate

nuclear-wegpon_State. measures to settle the dispute and to restore international
Aggression with nuclear weapons, or the threat of such)asce and security.

aggression, against a non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the pjted Nations Member States should take appropriate
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons would ;a5 res in response to a request for technical, medical
create a qualitatively new situation in which the ientific or humanitarian  assistance fré)m a '
nuclear-weapon State permanent members _of the_Unite on-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Nations Security Council would have to act ImrnGd'atelyNon-ProIiferation of Nuclear Weapons that is a victim of

through the Security Council, in accordance with the n act of aggression with nuclear weapons, and the Security

Charter of the United Nations, to take the measure - . . X
necessary to counter such aggression or to remove the thre ?uncn should consider what measures are needed in this

of aggression. Any State which commits aggressior(regard in the event of Sl.JCh an act of aggression. .
accompanied by the use of nuclear weapons or which 1he Security Council should recommend appropriate
threatens such aggression must be aware that its actions &f&cedures, in response to any request from a
to be countered effectively by measures to be taken ifion-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
accordance with the Charter to suppress the aggression bion-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that is the victim of
remove the threat of aggression. such an act of aggression, regarding compensation under

Non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on thiitérnational law from the aggressor for loss, damage or
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons have a legitimateinjury sustained as a result of the aggression. _
desire for assurances that the United Nations Security The United States reaffirms the inherent right,
Council, and above all its nuclear-weapon-State permaneriecognized under Article 51 of the Charter, of individual
members, would act immediately in accordance with theand collective self-defence if an armed attack, including a
Charter, in the event such non-nuclear-weapon States araiclear attack, occurs against a Member of the United
the victim of an act of, or object of a threat of, aggressiorNations, until the Security Council has taken measures
in which nuclear weapons are used. necessary to maintain international peace and security.



SECURITY ASSURANCES

K-5

Memorandum on Security Assurances in connection with the Republic of Kazakhstan’s
accession to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

[5 December 1994]

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Welcoming the Accession of the Republic of

Kazakhstan to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of4.

Nuclear Weapons as a non-nuclear-weapon State,

Taking into account the commitment of Republic of
Kazakhstan to eliminate all nuclear weapons from its
territory within a specified period of time,

Noting the changes in the world-wide security situation,
including the end of the cold war, which have brought about
conditions for deep reduction in nuclear forces,

Confirm the following:
1. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,

and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern 5.

Ireland reaffirm their commitment to the Republic of
Kazakhstan, in accordance with the principles of the
CSCE Final Act, to respect the independence and
sovereignty and the existing borders of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.

2. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland reaffirm their obligation to refrain from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or

political independence of the Republic of Kazakhstan6.

and that none of their weapons will ever be used against
the Republic of Kazakhstan except in self-defence or
otherwise in accordance with the Charter of the United
Nations.
3. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,

exercise by the Republic of Kazakhstan of the rights
inherent in its sovereignty and thus to secure
advantages of any kind.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland reaffirm their commitment to seek immediate
United Nations Security Council action to provide
assistance to the Republic of Kazakhstan, as a
non-nuclear weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, if the Republic
of Kazakhstan should become a victim of an act of
aggression or an object of a threat of aggression in
which nuclear weapons are used.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm, in the case of the Republic of
Kazakhstan, their commitment not to use nuclear
weapons against any non-nuclear-weapon State Party
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, except in the case of an attack on
themselves, their territories or dependent territories,
their armed forces, or their allies, by such a state in
association or alliance with a nuclear weapon state.
The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland will consultin the event a situation arises which
raises a question concerning these commitments.

This Memorandum will become applicable upon signature.

and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Signed in four copies in the English, Kazakh, and Russian
Ireland reaffirm their commitment to the Republic of languages, the English and Russian texts having equal
Kazakhstan, in accordance with the principles of thevalidity. The Kazakh-language text shall be deemed to be
CSCE Final Act, to refrain from economic coercion of equal validity when its conformity with the English-
designed to subordinate to their own interests thdanguage text is established.
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Memorandum on Security Assurances in connection with Ukraine’s accession to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

[5 December 1994]

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,

Welcoming the accession of Ukraine to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
non-nuclear-weapon State,

Taking into account the commitment of Ukraine to
eliminate all nuclear weapons from its territory within a
specified period of time,

Noting the changes in the world-wide security situation,
including the end of the Cold War, which have brought
about conditions for deep reductions in nuclear forces.
Confirm the following:

1. The United States of America, the Russian Federatior.

and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to Ukraine, in
accordance with the principles of the CSCE Final Act,
to respect the Independence and Sovereignty and the
existing borders of Ukraine.

2. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their obligation to refrain from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or

political independence of Ukraine, and that none of6.

their weapons will ever be used against Ukraine except
in self-defense or otherwise in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations.

3. The United States of America, the Russian Federationr
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to Ukraine, in

Weapons as a4.

subordinate to their own interest the exercise by
Ukraine of the rights inherent in its sovereignty and
thus to secure advantages of any kind.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to seek immediate
United Nations Security Council action to provide
assistance to Ukraine, as a non-nuclear-weapon State
Party to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, if Ukraine should become a victim of an act
of aggression or an object of a threat of aggression in
which nuclear weapons are used.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm, in the case of the Ukraine, their
commitment not to use nuclear weapons against any
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, except in the
case of an attack on themselves, their territories or
dependent territories, their armed forces, or their allies,
by such a state in association or alliance with a nuclear
weapon state.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland will consultin the event a situation arises which
raises a question concerning these commitments.

his Memorandum will become applicable upon signature.

accordance with the principles of the CSCE Final Act, Signed in four copies having equal validity in the English,
to refrain from economic coercion designed to Russian and Ukrainian languages.
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Memorandum on Security Assurances in connection with the Republic of Belarus’ accession
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons

[5 December 1994]

The United States of America, the Russian Federation, and

the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Welcoming the accession of the Republic of Belarus to

the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons as

a non-nuclear-weapon State, 4.

Taking into account the commitment of the Republic of
Belarus to eliminate all nuclear weapons from its territory
within a specified period of time,

Noting the changes in the world-wide security situation,
including the end of the cold war, which have brought about
conditions for deep reductions in nuclear forces.

Confirm the following:
1. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to the Republic of 5.

Belarus, in accordance with the principles of the CSCE
Final Act, to respect the Independence and
Sovereignty and the existing borders of the Republic
of Belarus.

2. The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their obligation to refrain from the
threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or
political independence of the Republic of Belarus, and

that none of their weapons will ever be used against thé.

Republic of Belarus except in self-defense or
otherwise in accordance with the Charter of the United
Nations.

3. The United States of America, the Russian Federatio
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

to refrain from economic coercion designed to
subordinate to their own interest the exercise by the
Republic of Belarus of the rights inherent in its
sovereignty and thus to secure advantages of any kind.
The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to seek immediate
United Nations Security Council action to provide
assistance to the Republic of Belarus, as a
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, if the Republic
of Belarus should become a victim of an act of
aggression or an object of a threat of aggression in
which nuclear weapons are used.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, reaffirm, in the case of the Republic of
Belarus, their commitment not to use nuclear weapons
against any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
except in the case of an attack on themselves, their
territories or dependent territories, their armed forces,
or their allies, by such a state in association or alliance
with a nuclear weapon state.

The United States of America, the Russian Federation,
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland will consultin the event a situation arises which
raises a question concerning these commitments.

Mhis Memorandum will become applicable upon signature.

Ireland, reaffirm their commitment to Ukraine, in Signed in four copies having equal validity in the English,
accordance with the principles of the CSCE Final Act,Belarusian, and Russian languages.



K-8 SECURITY ASSURANCES

Statement by France on the Accession of Ukraine to the NPT
[le 5 décembre 1994]

La France réaffirme, a l'intention de I'Ukraine, en tant frontiéres actuelles, conformément aux principes de I'Acte
qu’'Etat partie au TNP comme Etat non nucléaire, lafinal d’'Helsinki et de la Charte de Paris pour une nouvelle
déclaration faite & I'intention des Etats non dotés de I'armd=urope. Elle rappelle son attachment aux principes de la
nucléaire et qui se sont engagés a le rester, de ne pas utilise8CE selon lesquels les frontieres ne peuvent étre
d'armes nucléaires contre eux, excepté dans le cas d’'unaodifiées que par des moyens pacifiques et par voie
agression menée en association ou en alliance avec un Etiiaccord, et les Etats participants s'abstiennent de recourir
ou d’'autres Etats dotés d’armes nucléaires contre la Fran@ela menace ou a I'emploi de la force soit contre l'intégrité
ou contre un Etat envers qui elle a contracté un engagemetsrritoriale ou l'indépendance politique d'un Etat, soit de
de sécurité. toute autre maniére incompatible avec les buts des Nations

. Unies.
La France, en tant que membre permanent du Conseil d%

Sécurité, affirme son intention d'obtenir que le ConseilLa France rappelle également, a l'intention de I'Ukraine,
prenne des mesures immédiates en vue de fournifimportance qu'elle attache au respect, par 'ensemble des
conformément a la Charte, I'assistance néssaire a I'Ukrainpays de la CSCE, de I'obligation de s’abstenir de tout acte
en tant gu’Etat non possesseur d’armes nucléaires partie @&¢ contrainte militaire ou polique, économique ou autre,
TNP, au cas ou celle-ci serait victime d’un acte d’agressiorvisant a subordonner a leur propre intérét I'exercice par un
ou ferait I'objet d’'une menance d’agression avec emploiautre Etat particpant des droits inhérents a sa souveraineté
d’armes nucléaires. et & obtenir ainsi un avantage quelconque.

La France réaffrme son engagement de respecter
'indépendance et la souveraineté de I'Ukraine dans ses
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United Nations Security Council Resolution 255 (1968)

[Adopted by the Security Council on 19 June 1968]

The Security Coungil I.  Recognizeshat aggression with nuclear weapons or
Noting with appreciatiotthe desire of a large number of the threat of such aggression against a
States to subscribe to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation  non-nuclear-weapon State would create a situation in
of Nuclear Weapons, and thereby to undertake not to ~ Which the Security Council, and above all its
receive the transfer from any transferor whatsoever of  Nhuclear-weapon State permanent members, would
nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices or of have to act immediately in accordance with their
control over such weapons or explosive devices directly or  OPligations under the United Nations Charter;
indirectly, not to manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear?: Welcomeshe intention expressed by certain States that
weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, and not to seek rce(:)é)l\’/(\glgnpt):lgv'de\/v?)t;]sup?f?ert 'mrgﬁg'r?é? ass;ztanc:h)l/n
\?vre;%%igeofg%;Ssbsctg;eei&EZ?VénggﬁiaeC;?re of nuclear non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the

Lo . ) f i of th Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that is a victim
Taking into consideratiothe concern of certain of these of an act or an object of a threat of aggression in which

States that, in conjunction with their adherence tothe Treaty  ,y,clear weapons are used:

on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, appropriate3  Reaffirmsin particular the inherent right, recognized
measures be undertaken to safeguard their security, under Article 51 of the Charter, of individual and
Bearing in mindhat any aggression accompanied by the  collective self-defense if an armed attack occurs
use of nuclear weapons would endanger the peace and against a Member of the United Nations, until the
security of all States, Security Council has taken measures necessary to
maintain international peace and security.
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United Nations Security Council Resolution 984 (1995)

[Adopted by the Security Council on 11 April 1995]

The Security Coungil

Convincedhat every effort must be made to avoid and
avert the danger of nuclear war, to prevent the spread of
nuclear weapons, to facilitate international cooperation in
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy with particular
emphasis on the needs of developing countries, and
reaffirming the crucial importance of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to these efforts,

Recognizing the legitimate interest of 4.
non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to receive security
assurances,

Welcomingthe fact that more than 170 States have
become Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and stressing the desirability of universab.
adherence to it,

Reaffirmingthe need for all States Parties to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to comply
fully with all their obligations,

Taking into consideration the legitimate concern of
non-nuclear-weapon States that, in conjunction with their
adherence to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, further appropriate measures be undertaken to
safeguard their security, 6.

Consideringhat the present resolution constitutes a step
in this direction,

Considering furthethat, in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, any
aggression with the use of nuclear weapons would endanger
international peace and security,

1. Takes notevith appreciation of the statements made
by each of the nuclear-weapon States (S/1995/2617.
S/1995/262, S/1995/263, S/1995/264, S/1995/265), in
which they give security assurances against the use of
nuclear weapons to non-nuclear-weapon States that are
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons;

2. Recognizes the legitimate interest of
non-nuclear-weapon States Parties to the Treaty on th@.
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons to receive
assurances that the Security Council, and above all its
nuclear-weapon State permanent members, will act
immediately in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations, in the
event that such States are the victim of an act of, or
object of a threat of, aggression in which nuclear9.
weapons are used;

3. Recognizes furthethat, in case of aggression with
nuclear weapons or the threat of such aggression
against a non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, any

State may bring the matterimmediately to the attentionlO.

of the Security Council to enable the Council to take

urgent action to provide assistance, in accordance with
the Charter, to the State victim of an act of, or object
of athreat of, such aggression; aecognizes alsthat

the nuclear-weapon State permanent members of the
Security Council will bring the matter immediately to
the attention of the Council and seek Council action to
provide, in accordance with the Charter, the necessary
assistance to the State victim;

Notesthe means available to it for assisting such a
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, including an
investigation into the situation and appropriate
measures to settle the dispute and restore international
peace and security;

InvitesMember States, individually or collectively, if
any non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on
the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is a victim
of an act of aggression with nuclear weapons, to take
appropriate measures in response to a request from the
victim for technical, medical, scientific or
humanitarian assistance, and affirms its readiness to
consider what measures are needed in this regard in the
event of such an act of aggression;

Expressesits intention to recommend appropriate
procedures, in response to any request from a
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that is the
victim of such an act of aggression, regarding
compensation under international law from the
aggressor for loss, damage or injury sustained as a
result of the aggression;

Welcomethe intention expressed by certain States that
they will provide or support immediate assistance, in
accordance  with the Charter, to any
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that is a victim
of an act of, or an object of a threat of, aggression in
which nuclear weapons are used;

Urges all States, provided for in Article VI of the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons,
to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective
measures relating to nuclear disarmament and on a
treaty on general and complete disarmament under
strict and effective international control which remains
a universal goal,

Reaffirmghe inherent right, recognized under Article
51 of the Charter, of individual and collective
self-defence if an armed attack occurs against a
member of the United Nations, until the Security
Council has taken measures necessary to maintain
international peace and security;

Underlinesthat the issues raised in this resolution
remain of continuing concern to the Council.
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Working Paper Submitted by Egypt to the Preparatory Committee for the Fourth Review
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation Of Nuclear Weapons

[Reproduced from NPT/CONF.IV/PC.III/19, 27 April 1990 (Extract)]

Il. The Consolidation of the Effectiveness of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty

[I.1 — Security Assurances for Non-Nuclear Weapon
States

under effective international control.

indispensable measure in this regard.

The Conference on Disarmament in Geneva has a mandate
to negotiate ‘effective international arrangements’ to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use;

of nuclear weapons.

In this respect, the Third Review Conference expressed
regrets that such arrangements were not reached and called
upon all States, and in particular the nuclear-weapon States,
to continue the negotiations devoted to the search for a
common approach acceptable to all, which could be
included in an international instrument of a legally binding

character.

Hence, the Fourth Review Conference should:
[I.1.A Call upon the United Nations Security Council to

adopt a new resolution on negative security assurances.
The proposed resolution should include credible
assurances beyond what Security Council resolution

255 of 1968 provided for, in particular:
[I.1.A.i A clear indication of the mandatory action to

be adopted by the nuclear-weapon States and the
Security Council to redress a situation where a
non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty is
the object of a nuclear attack or threat of attack.

II.1.A.ii The obligation to pay reparation or
compensation to the victim.

[I.1.A.iii The obligation by States to provide
immediate assistance to the victim.

II.1.B Request a collective declaration on negative

security assurances by the nuclear-weapon States, to
replace the 1978 unilateral declarations.

The collective declaration should refer to the
unconditional commitment by the nuclear-weapon ...

States not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons
against the non-nuclear-weapon States party to the
NPT, which do not possess or place nuclear weapons
on their territories.

[1.1.C The issue of security assurances should be dealt
Egypt believes that the most effective guarantee against the
use or threat of nuclear weapons is nuclear disarmament
Pending the

attainment of that goal, negative security assurances are an

with by the Conference in light of the existing peril

emanating from the practice of certain nuclear

threshold countries of an undeclared and ambiguous
nuclear policy against their regional neighbours. The

situation is further confounded by the refusal of such

states to join the NPT, present the necessary
assurances, and allow for verification measures under
effective international control.

D Adopt an international instrument of a legally

binding character on negative security assurances to

assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or
threat of use of nuclear weapons.

This envisaged instrument could incorporate the

following ideas:

[1.L1.D.i A commitment by all States party to the NPT
not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons from
their territories against any State party to the NPT
which does not possess or place nuclear weapons
on its territories.

[1.1.D.ii All States party to the Treaty should support
the imposition of sanctions against any State,
party or non-party to the Treaty which uses
nuclear weapons against a non-nuclear-weapon
State party to the Treaty which does not place
nuclear weapons on its territories.

[1.1.D.iii All nuclear-weapon States should not allow
a non-nuclear-weapon State not party to the NPT,
but has the capability to use nuclear weapons to
attack or threaten to attack a non-nuclear-weapon
State Party to the NPT.

[1.L1.D.iv All States party to the Treaty should provide
assistance, if reguested, to any
non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty that
does not maintain nuclear weapons on its territory
and has been attacked or threatened by the use of
nuclear weapons.
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Working Paper Submitted by Egypt to the Conference on Disarmament Ad Hoc Committee
on Effective International Arrangements to Assure Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the
Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons

[Reproduced from CD/SA/WP.13, 6 August 1991 (Extract)]

Egypt attaches great importance to the issue of effectiventitted ‘Question relating to measures to safeguard
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapomn-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty on the
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weaponsn-proliferation of nuclear weapons'.

and believes that the most effective guarantee against the This resolution which was adopted by the Security
use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is nucleaCouncil with five abstentions and without the participation
disarmament under effective international control. of China culminated a process in which efforts exerted at
Pending the attainment of this goal, security assurances atke ENDC to incorporate a clause covering this issue in the
an important measure in this regard. text of the NPT, failed.

Egypt also believes that the non-proliferation Treaty, Consequently, and when the General Assembly was
which is the cornerstone of the Non-Proliferation regime,considering the adoption of the NPT in the course of its
should provide adequate security for all its parties. resumed session in May 1968, many delegations

On the basis of this understanding Egypt presented temphasized the necessity and importance of incorporating
the IV Review Conference of the Non-Proliferation Treaty provisions for security assurances for
which convened in Geneva in the summer of 1990, anon-nuclear-weapons States in the text of the NPT. This
proposal to this effect. Since then several importantdemand was, regrettably, not looked upon with favour by
developments took place. the nuclear-weapon States, and as a result the NPT did not

On 19 December 1990 the General Assembly adopted eontain a clause providing for security assurances. Instead
resolution (A/RES/45/54) on the issue of effective the Security Council adopted resolution 255 which stated:
international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon 1. Recognizes that aggression with nuclear weapons
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.or the threat of such aggression against a
The resolution contained in operative paragraph 5 a non-nuclear-weapons State would create a situation
recommendation that: in which the Security Council, and above all its

‘The Conference on Disarmament should actively
continue intensive negotiations with a view to

reaching early agreement and concluding effective

international arrangements to assure

non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account the

widespread support for the conclusion of an
international convention and giving consideration

nuclear-weapon State permanent members would
have to act immediately in accordance with their

obligation under the United Nations Charter;

2. Welcomes the intention expressed by certain
States that they will provide or support immediate

assistance, in accordance with the Charter, to any
non-nuclear-weapon State Party to the Treaty on the
non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons that is a victim

any other proposals designed to secure the same
objective’

of an act or an object of a threat of aggression in which
nuclear weapons are used,;

3. Reaffirms in particular the inherent right,
recognised under article 51 of the Charter, of
individual and collective self-defense if an armed
attack occurs against a member of the United
Nations, until the Security Council has taken
measures necessary to maintain international peace
and security.

On 24 January 1991 the Conference on Disarmament
decided to re-establish for the duration of its 1991 session,
an Ad Hoc Committee to continue to negotiate with a view
to reaching agreement on effective international
arrangementso assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons.

In the course of the deliberations of the AH.C. its
chairman, Ambassador Kralik of the Czech and SlovakA closer look at 255 would reveal the following:
Federal Republic made many references to the Egyptian Thefirst operative paragraph of 255 was drafted without
proposal and included it in the Chairman’s papers. Theproper consideration to the gravity of the actual use or threat
debate also demonstrated wide support for the Egyptianf use of nuclear weapons. In fact what the resolution
proposal. One delegation expressed the conviction thadtipulates is that such an aggression or threat, would create
while some may argue that the discussion of the so-called situation in which the Security Council would have to act
positive security assurances falls outside the purview of thisimmediately. = Consequently, resolution 255 lacks an
committee, this delegation believed that the generakxplicit and unequivocal reference to this situation as one
objective of the Egyptian proposal is compatible with thethat would threaten international peace and security in
thrust of this committee’s deliberation. Additionally, a conformity with the provisions of article 39 of the Charter.
group coordinator stated on behalf of his group that theyrhe resolution also did not contain a stipulation to deter
took note with interest of the intention of the Egyptian States from using or threatening to use nuclear weapons nor
delegation to table a new proposal on this issue. does it contain assurances that the Council shall embark on

The Egyptian proposal stems from the conviction effective and immediate measures to respond to such a
underlined by the United Nations Charter that the primarygrave situation in accordance with the letter and spirit of
objective of the United Nations is to maintain internationalthe relevant articles of Chapter 7.
peace and security and to take collective effective measures Thesecondparagraph of resolution 255 welcomes, in a
for the prevention and removal of threats to the peaceather superficial manner, the intention expressed by
through a collective security system. This guided thecertain States that they will provide and supportimmediate
Security Council to adopt its resolution 255 of 19 June 196&ssistance in accordance with the Charter to any
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non-nuclear weapon State Party to the Treaty that is a For all the above-mentioned considerations it has
victim of an act or an object of a threat of aggression inbecome imperative to update Security Council resolution
which nuclear weapons are used. What is lacking is a clears5 by adopting a new resolution that would contain
cut commitment from the nuclear-weapons States to takgredible assurances and would build upon the provisions
effective measures such as the application of sanctiongyiginally contained in resolution 255 of 1968.

Furthermore, resolution 255 did not clearly indicate the = 71,4 delegation in Egypt considers that a first step is

extent and definition of ‘assistance’. As a result anynecessary to initiate a process whereby nuclear-weapon
up-dating of resolution 255 should entail acomprehenswes,[alte Party to the NPT would conduct consultations

definition of assistance so as to include technical, scientific; . o .
financial and humanitarian assistance. collectively or individually with the nuclear-weapon States

Thethird operative paragraph of resolution 255 which NOt currently party to the Treaty on security assurances
reaffirmed the inherent right recognized under article 51 ofi@king into account United Nations Security Council
the Charter, of individual and collective self-defense didresolution 255 of 1968 and to inform other States parties to
not contain, or bring about, any new addition to what haghe treaty of any progress on appropriate action by the
already been enshrined in the Charter. Security Council that may result from these efforts.
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Draft Protocol on the Prohibition of the Use or Threat of Use of Nuclear Weapons Against
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons

[Working paper submitted by South Africa, reproduced from NPT/CONF.2000/PC.111/9, 11 May 1999]

State parties to the Treaty which are in compliance with
their obligations under Article 1l of the Treat§Taken
from security assurances statements by NWS of April
1995)

The security assurance provided for in terms of article
1(1) shall cease to apply in the event of an invasion or
any other armed attack on a nuclear-weapon State’s
territory, its armed forces or other troops, its allies or
on a State towards which it has a security commitment.
carried out or sustained by such a non-nuclear-weapon
State party to the Treaty in association or alliance with
a nuclear-weapon State(Taken from security
assurances statements by NWS of April 1995)

Preamble

The States parties to this Protocol,

Being alsarties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation 3
of Nuclear Weapons opened for signature in London,™
Moscow and Washington on 1 July 1968 (hereinafter called
‘the Treaty’)

Convincedhat every effort must be made to avoid and
avert the danger of nuclear war to prevent the spread of
nuclear weapons, to facilitate international cooperation in
the peaceful uses of nuclear energy with particular
emphasis on the needs of developing countries, and
reaffirming the crucial importance of the Treaty to these
efforts, (Taken from UNSCR 984(1995))

Taking into consideratiorthe legitimate concern of
non-nuclear weapon States that, in conjunction with theirl.
adherence to the Treaty, further appropriate measures be
undertaken to safeguard their secufitigken from UNSCR
984(1995))

Recognising  the legitimate interest of
non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the Treaty to receive
security assurance,aken from UNSCR 984(1995))

Reaffirmingthe need for all States parties to the Treaty
to comply fully with all their obligations(Taken from
UNSCR 984(1995))

Reaffirming alsahe importance of the Treaty and the
need for the full implementation and achievement of all of
its provisions,

Reiterating the ultimate goals of the complete
elimination of nuclear weapons and a treaty on general an
complete disarmament under strict and effective control,

Avrticle 1l

The State parties to this Protocol undertake no
cooperate with the Security Council of the United
Nations in the event of the use or threat of use of
nuclear weapons. The Security Council shall consider
measures in conformity with the Charter of the United
Nations to address such an act or acti@aken from
UNSCR 984(1995))

Avrticle IV

This protocol shall be signed and shall be open for
signature by any State party to the Treaty. It shall be
subject to ratification.

This Protocol shall enter into force for each State party
on the date of deposit of its instrument of ratification.
This Protocol shall be of unlimited duration and shall
remain in force indefinitely.

(Tal_li<en fré)m'ghe dPriréchlesband Objecti¥e||s) _ 4. This Protocol shall not be subject to reservations.
ave decided and hereby agree as 1oflows. 5. Any amendments to the Protocol proposed by a State
Article | party shall follow the same procedure as provided for

in article VIII(1) and (2) of the Treaty.
Each State party to the Protocol shall in exercising its

1. The nuclear-weapon States parties to this protocor%;
national sovereignty have the right to withdraw from

undertake not to use or threaten to use nuclear weapons

against a non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty.
(Taken from security assurances statements by NWS of
April 1995) 7
undertake," -

the Protocol in accordance with the provisions as
provided for in article X(1) of the Treaty.
The operation and effectiveness of this Protocol shall

2. The State parties to this Protocol ) .
individually or collectively, to take appropriate be reviewed at the Review Conferences of the Treaty.
measures in response to a request for technicalpricle v
medical, scientific or humanitarian assistance from a
non-nuclear-weapon State party to the Treaty which isl. This Protocol, the English, Russian, French, Spanish
a victim of the use of nuclear weapor(aken from and Chinese texts of which are equally authentic, shall
UNSCR 984(1995)) be deposited in the Archives of the Depository
. Governments of the Treaty. Duly certified copies of
Article Il this protocol shall be transmitted by the Depository
1. The security assurance provided for in terms of article =~ Governments to the Governments of the signatory
(1) of this Protocol shall be provided by the States.
nuclear-weapon State parties as defined in terms oR. IN WITNESS WHEREOF the undersigned, duly
article 1X(3) of the Treaty. authorised, have signed this protocol.
2 The States receiving the security assurance provided. DONE in triplicate, at the cities of London, Moscow

forin terms of article I(1) shall be non-nuclear-weapon

and Washington, the ... day of ...
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Conclusion of effective international arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States
against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons

[Resolution A/IRES/54/52, adopted by the General Assembly at its 54th Session, December 1999]

The General Assembly,

Use of Nuclear Weapons, with a view to reaching

Bearing in mind the need to allay the legitimate concernagreement on this question,
of the States of the world with regard to ensuring lasting Taking noteof the proposals submitted under the item

security for their peoples,

in the Conference on Disarmament, including the drafts of

Convincedhat nuclear weapons pose the greatest threaan international convention,

to mankind and to the survival of civilization,

Taking note alsof the relevant decision of the Twelfth

Welcominghe progress achieved in recent years in bothConference of Heads of State or Government of

nuclear and conventional disarmament,

Non-Aligned Countries, held at Durban, South Africa, from

Noting that, despite recent progress in the field of 29 August to 3 September 1998, as well as the relevant
nuclear disarmament, further efforts are necessary towardecommendations of the Organization of the Islamic
the achievement of general and complete disarmamerftonference,

under effective international control,

Taking note furtheof the unilateral declarations made

Convincedhat nuclear disarmament and the completeby all the nuclear-weapon States on their policies of
elimination of nuclear weapons are essential to remove theon-use or non-threat of use of nuclear weapons against the

danger of nuclear war,
Determinedstrictly to abide by the relevant provisions

non-nuclear-weapon States,
Noting the support expressed in the Conference on

of the Charter of the United Nations on the non-use of forcdisarmament and in the General Assembly for the

or threat of force,

elaboration of an international convention to assure

Recognizinghat the independence, territorial integrity non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
and sovereignty of non-nuclear-weapon States need to b nuclear weapons, as well as the difficulties pointed out
safeguarded against the use or threat of use of forcé) evolving a common approach acceptable to all,

including the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Taking noteof Security Council resolution 984 (1995)

Consideringhat, until nuclear disarmament is achieved of 11 April 1995 and the views expressed on it,

on a universal basis, it is imperative for the international
community to develop effective measures

Recallingits relevant resolutions adopted in previous
andyears, in particular resolutions 45/54 of 4 December 1990,

arrangements to ensure the security of non-nuclear-weapo#6/32 of 6 December 1991, 47/50 of 9 December 1992,
States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapod8/73 of 16 December 1993, 49/73 of 15 December 1994,

from any quarter,

50/68 of 12 December 1995, 51/43 of 10 December 1996,

Recognizinghat effective measures and arrangements2/36 of 9 December 1997 and 53/75 of 4 December 1998,

to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use br
threat of use of nuclear weapons can contribute positively
to the prevention of the spread of nuclear weapons,

Bearing in mindparagraph 59 of the Final Document of
the Tenth Special Session of the General Assembly, the first.
special session devoted to disarmament, in which it urged
the nuclear-weapon States to pursue efforts to conclude, as
appropriate, effective arrangements to  assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons, and desirous of promoting the
implementation of the relevant provisions of the Final
Document, 3.

Recallingthe relevant parts of the special report of the
Committee on Disarmament submitted to the General
Assembly at its twelfth special session, the second special
session devoted to disarmament, and of the special report
of the Conference on Disarmament submitted to thes.
Assembly at its fifteenth special session, the third special
session devoted to disarmament, as well as the report of the
Conference on its 1992 session,

Recalling alsoparagraph 12 of the Declaration of the
1980s as the Second Disarmament Decade, contained in the
annex to its resolution 35/46 of 3 December 1980, whichb.
statesjnter alia, that all efforts should be exerted by the
Committee on Disarmament urgently to negotiate with a
view to reaching agreement on effective international
arrangements to assure non-nuclear-weapon States against
the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons,

Noting the in-depth negotiations undertaken in the
Conference on Disarmament and its Ad Hoc Committee on
Effective International Arrangements to Assure
Non-Nuclear-Weapon States against the Use or Threat of

Reaffirmghe urgent need to reach an early agreement
on effective international arrangements to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons;

Notes with satisfactiorthat in the Conference on
Disarmament there is no objection, in principle, to the
idea of an international convention to assure
non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nuclear weapons, although the difficulties with
regard to evolving a common approach acceptable to
all have also been pointed out;

Appealsto all States, especially the nuclear-weapon
States, to work actively towards an early agreement on
a common approach and, in particular, on a common
formula that could be included in an international
instrument of a legally binding character;
Recommendthat further intensive efforts be devoted
to the search for such a common approach or common
formula and that the various alternative approaches,
including, in particular, those considered in the
Conference on Disarmament, be further explored in
order to overcome the difficulties;

Recommends alsothat the Conference on
Disarmament actively continue intensive negotiations
with a view to reaching early agreement and
concluding effective international arrangements to
assure the non-nuclear-weapon States against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons, taking into account
the widespread support for the conclusion of an
international convention and giving consideration to
any other proposals designed to secure the same
objective;
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6. Decidesto include in the provisional agenda of its non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of
fifty-fifth session the item entitled “Conclusion of use of nuclear weapons”.
effective international arrangements to assure



