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Mr. Chairman, 

1. It gives m e  great pleasure, on behalf of the League of Arab States (1,,4S), to join those 
who preceded me in congratulating you on your election as chairman of' thi4 
preparatory Committee. We are fully confident that Four \ast expertise and wise 
steering of the proceedings of the committee will lead us at1 touards achie\ing the 
desired goals. 

Mr. Chairman, 

2. Since the end of the 2000 Review conference, challenges and obstacles have hindered 
progression of international Forums relevant to nuclear disarmilment and arms control. 
to the extent that the efficiency and credibility of our institutions were seriousl! 
questioned. Development s at the international level during the last five ytJars led man? 
States to doubt the possibility for any real progress in these fields. ;rnd has shaken their. 
confidence in the whole non-proliferation regime. 

3. Review conferences, undoubtly, bear the responsibility of' providing clear outcolnes and 
practical mechanisms that would restore confidence in the 'I'r-eatj on the \on-  
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), assure us that the ef'fol-ts exerted in this Iieltl 
over the last three decades were not wasted, and that the main objectives oi'the l ' r e a t ~  
were not diverted to serve the interest of some parties at the expense ol'others. This lack 
of confidence in the effectiveness of the NPT and Review C'onfc.rence is the product r s t  
many factors that need to be addressed. Among these factors art1: 
First: the NPT was founded on the basis of the interdepenclencj arnong its three rn;tilr - 

components, namely nonproliferation, disarmament. and cooperation in t t , t >  
peaceful uses of nuclear energy and the right of non-nuclear States to ol)iairr arrd 
develop this technology for peaceful uses. 
Therefore it was unavoidable that that any lack of progress in anjone of chest1 
areas would hamper progress in the others. This is w h ?  rnanj States wera 
concerned that attempts are made to achieve progress in the area of horizontal nci- 

proliferation while no progress whatsoever in the area of disarniament t t .  

eliminate nuclear weapons in a verifiable and irreversihtt. manner. h'uclear St;rlrba 
still maintain huge arsenals of nuclear weapons, and some are de\eJoping n e w  
generations of it, some are declaring that the option of using these \\.thijr)on\ 
remains part of their defense policies and securitj str;~trgies. even aga in~t  rrops 
nuclear States. Though the 2000 Review Conference txpre4sed concern o\ er t h ~  
policies, yet no real progress was achieved in the area of' rruclear disarmanlent. 



Secondly: this failure to achieve the universality of tile treat! renuins a n  
insurmountable obstacle. The original inherent propo\ition i h  that joini~lg tire 
NPT, provides non-nuclear States ~ i t h  security guarantiti\ that its neighhori~rg 
States would also join the Treaty and would not a b u x  ~ ~ u c l e a r  technologj f r ~ r  
armament purposes. This guarantee is missing in the 51itldle East as long as Israel 
refuses to join the NPT and refuses to place all it,$ nuclviir installations u n d e ~  
IAEA safeguards while it maintains the so called amhiguit! polic!. 
Although, all the Arab states, as a result of the adoption of' the Middle f.:asr 
Resolution in the 1995 Review and Extension conf'el.enc.tb. 11ave agreed to thc 
indefinite extension of the Treaty and became, without tbxcc.ption, parties to thv 
Treaty, yet Israel continues, under various pretexts, to rc.fuse to  join the XI''!'. in 
spite of the weak calls by the International Forunis. par-tic-ularlj the K t ~ \ i t -  

Conferences, on Israel to join the Treaty. 

4. This situation has compromised the security supposed to he ~) ro \ id t~d  by the Tre:rt? 
and has contributed to increasing tension in the Rliddle East. If tL do not ht~lievtl thiil i t  
is in the interest of the non-proliferation regime that some State\. due to this situirtitb~:. 
would feel alarmed and doubt the wisdom of their deci\ion to accept the indcfi~lilt. 
extension of the Treaty in 1995 or  even being party to it. Thi\ !'etaling will spread as I4~cg 

as there are States not party to the Treaty that are Ireing rewardtld through 
technological cooperation by States that obtain advanced nuc.lt1a1- technology. 

Mr. Chairman, 

5. The 1995 Review and Extension Conference adopted the I\liddlr I.;ast Resolution, and rri 

2000 Review Conference considered this Resolution as part of the re\iew proce\\ until I P  

was fully implemented . Therefore it is the responsibilit? ol'the three nuclear State4 tir.11 
introduced the Resolution, to propose practical mechanism for inlplthmeliting it. 

6. The dangers of nuclear proliferation in the Rliddle East i s  undoubtedl! a 4ourc*e 
major concern to the Arab States, particularly in light of the lack of an? propt..% 
towards implementing international resolutions relelant to transforming the \lidtilt. 
East into a Nuclear Weapons Free Zone (NM'FZ). 'l'he ('ouncil of the ],AS at Ihr 
Summit level, in its last Summit in the Kingdom of Saudi Zr~r l~ia  last March, re\ ic.\+r cf 
the implications of these issues. The Arab leaders and Head of' States expre\sed tl\trtrlatb 
concern over these negative developments, especially the lack of' positive responw to t l ~  
Arab initiatives of creating a NWFZ in the Middle East. 'l'ht. A rah Summit dt*cidrct i l l , i  i 
the Arab policies regarding this issue requires comprehen\i\ r re\ ision and pr:tg~)~;rtrc 
re-evaluation under the current adverse conditions and in ligl~t of' the interr~atic~rt~ti 
silence over Israel's possession of nuclear weapons. 

7. Since the mid seventies, the Arab States have adopted thc initiati\e to nlakr the Ilitidit 
East a zone free of nuclear weapons. Although the initiatike re(-ci\ ed moral support itrrd 

was greatly welcomed in karious international Sora. \\ i t  hout an! progres,r r n 
implementation. The main responsibility for implementation renlains ~ i t h  the He! 4c.w 

Conference. 

8. The LAS adopted a clear stance on the issue of nuclear prolil'cariition in the Rliddlr I. ; r \ !  

and how it should be handled. The LAS has stressed rel~c.;rtedl! that its mt.mbt~l- Slirtk 



oppose t h e  acquisition of these weapons by any State in the region ~ i l h o u t  trxcr~)ti(~n. 
and believe that the proper approach to this issue is to handle jrroliferation through ;x 

regional approach. The present approach of dealing ~ i t l ~  the problem on a statc i,! 
state basis is selective and biased, and will only lead to the cro\ion of conliddencct in ?h( 
possibility of applying one set of standards on all States of' the Region. 

Mr. Chairman, 

9. Many States believe that the 2010 Review Conference, particularl! after the f;iilu~-t 
the 2005 Review Conference in adopting any positive ootconlcs, is at a cro\srtritrj\ 
Either we manage to face up  to the challenges and achieve the rlccessary balance. or- w t  

will end up with a non-proliferation regime that is inlalid and loid of a n  rneaningtt~: 
substance. The LAS is confident that the majority of the <tales party to the YP'I ;~r.c 
aware of the extend of the challenges ahead, and believe that ~nultilateralism is the amit 
possible way ahead to provide a credible collective hecurit) en\  irotinient v orldlvidc. 

Mr. Chairman, 

10. allow me to conclude by thanking the committee for prokidinp this opportutlitj !trs 
regional organizations to speak on issues that g r a~e l ?  i~npwct iis work ancl ; t f l r x f  x 
regional and international security. 

Thank you 


