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I ntroduction

1. By paragraph 10 of its resoluti®@B/27, on the establishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the region of the Middle E#s¢, General Assembly requested
the Secretary-General to continue to pursue coasahs with the States of the
region and other concerned States, in accordantie paragraph 7 of its resolution
46/30and taking into account the evolving situationttie region, and to seek from
those States their views on the measures outlinezhapters Il and 1V of the study
annexed to the report of the Secretary-GeneralDoDttober 19900or other relevant
measures, in order to move towards the establishwfea nuclear-weapon-free zone
in the region of the Middle East. By paragraph 1fitloe same resolution, the
Assembly also requested the Secretary-General bomguto it at its sixty-ninth
session a report on the implementation of the rdgsmh. The present report is
submitted pursuant to that request.

2. On 19 February 2014, the Office for Disarmamaffairs sent a note verbale
to all Member States drawing their attention togmaaphs 10 and 11 of General
Assembly resolutior68/27 and seeking their views on the matter. Repliesictvh
have been received from Australia, Cuba, Ecuadan [(Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Irag on behalf of the League of Arab States, Israebanon, Mexico, Portugal, the
Syrian Arab Republic and Ukraine, are reproduceddation Ill below. A reply from
the European Union has been received and is repextlun section 1V, in
accordance with the modalities set out in resolutib/276 Additional replies
received from Member States will be issued as addén the present report.

Observations

3. The Secretary-General deeply regrets that theente intensive diplomatic

efforts to advance the Middle East peace procese maached an impasse. While
the Middle East continues to be subject to seriche&llenges, he reiterates that it is
in the best interest of both Israelis and Paleatisito end the conflict and resolve
all final status issues, including Jerusalem, bosdeefugees and security, leading to
the establishment of a sovereign, independent, igoous and viable State of
Palestine living side by side in peace with a sec8tate of Israel. The Secretary-
General stresses that there is no substitute totiegpns to achieve this vision. In
the current fragile environment, the parties muséreise maximum restraint and
avoid further unilateral actions, which would unoéne the resumption of talks.

4.  As stated in previous reports, the Secretarye®aincontinues to call for the
full implementation of all relevant resolutions tie Security Council, including
Council resolutionsl850 (2008)and 1860 (2009) He remains deeply committed to
working towards a comprehensive Arab-Israeli peace the basis of existing
principles and agreements and to lending all theessary support of the United
Nations to that end.

5. Since the previous report of the Secretary-Galfeithe facilitator for the
postponed conference on the establishment of a Middhst zone free of nuclear
weapons and all other weapons of mass destructlaakko Laajava, Under-

1 A/45/435.
2 A/68/124 (Part 1) and Add.1 and 2.
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Secretary of State of the Ministry of Foreign Affaiof Finland, together with the

conveners for the conference, the Secretary-Gererélthe co-sponsors of the 1995
resolution on the Middle East adopted by the Revand Extension Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-ProliferatadrNuclear Weapons, the Russian
Federation, the United Kingdom of Great Britain aNarthern Ireland and the

United States of America, intensified their effoatisned at bringing the States of the
region together to discuss and reach agreement hen arrangements for the

conference, including its agenda, modalities arldswf procedure.

6. Towards that end, the facilitator and conveneetd three rounds of open-
ended informal consultations with States of theioagn Glion, Switzerland, from
21 to 22 October 2013, from 25 to 26 November 20d4ryd from 4 to 5 February
2014. These meetings gave States of the regionogortunity to engage in
constructive dialogue on the arrangements and ou¢cof the conference as well as
on matters pertaining to the establishment of theez

7. On 1 May 2014, the facilitator reported to théd session of the Preparatory
Committee for the 2015 Review Conference of thetiParto the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapo#RsStates parties took note of this report and
renewed their appreciation for the tireless effoofs the facilitator. They also
expressed appreciation for the constructive engagerof the States of region and
took note of the intention of the facilitator andetconveners to host additional
informal meetings aimed at finalizing the prepasat for the conference. States
parties recalled the importance of a process leathrnthe full implementation of the
1995 resolution on the Middle East and the prattstaps to that end endorsed at
the 2010 Review Conference of the Parties to theafyr on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons. Many States parties expressed osupfer convening the
conference as soon as possible before the end1ef.20

8. The facilitator and conveners held two subsetjussunds of informal
consultative meetings with States of the regionGaneva, on 14 May 2014 and
from 24 to 25 June 2014. The meetings allowed Stafehe region to continue their
constructive engagement and serious consideratibnthe arrangements and
outcome of the conference, including on the badisn@n-papers and proposals
circulated by the facilitator and the convenerswadl as by States of the region.
Despite these extended consultations, there coattoube differences among the
parties on several important aspects of the confaeincluding on its agenda, and
hence agreement on the modalities for the conferdraacl not yet been reached.

9. On 28 September 2013, in his statement to they-gighth session of the
General Assembly, Nabil Fahmy, Minister for Forei§jfiairs of Egypt, announced a
new initiative, including a call for all States the Middle East, as well as the five
permanent members of the Security Council, to diepdeters with the Secretary-
General confirming their support for declaring thiddle East a region free from
weapons of mass destruction, including nuclear,mdibal and biological weapons.
Pursuant to that initiative, the Secretary-Genegakived such letters from 21 Member
States from the region and from one non-memberrokssState (sef/68/787). Other
elements of the Foreign Minister’s proposal inclddecall for the States of the region
that have not signed or ratified any of the intéio@al primary instruments dealing
with weapons of mass destruction to deposit letteith the Security Council

3 NPT/CONF.2015/PC.111/18.
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affirming their intention to join those treaties a®ll as for the facilitator and the
conveners of the postponed conference to intensiBir efforts to convene the
conference.

10. The Secretary-General welcomes the removal bf daclared chemical
weapons from the territory of the Syrian Arab Relpabin accordance with its
obligations under the Convention on the Prohibitimf the Development,
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapand on Their Destruction as
well as under Security Council resoluti@i18 (2013) This achievement marks a
step towards the achievement of a Middle East zfree of weapons of mass
destruction.

11. The Secretary-General remains concerned thdtailare to convene the
conference prior to the 2015 Review Conferencehef Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons may frustrdte ability of States parties to
conduct a successful review of the operation of Theaty and could undermine the
Treaty process and related non-proliferation andsadhament objectives,
particularly in the Middle East. Therefore, the Bsary-General urges all the
parties concerned to make determined efforts talifze the arrangements for the
conference on the establishment of a Middle Easezivee of nuclear weapons and
all other weapons of mass destruction so that it loa held as soon as possible in
2014. The Secretary-General hopes that the Stdtélseoregion take advantage of
the present opportunity afforded to engage direotiysecurity issues relevant to the
present circumstances in the region and throughctrderence to initiate a process
leading to the complete elimination of all weapafisnass destruction in the region,
nuclear, chemical and biological and their delivegstems. The Secretary-General
reaffirms his strong support for the facilitator darfor Finland as the host
Government for the Conference and expresses hip dgmreciation for their
continuing efforts.

Repliesreceived from Gover nments

Australia

[Original: English]
[30 May 2014]

Australia supports the outcome of the 2010 Revigonference of the Parties
to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nucleaedpons (NPT) concerning the
1995 Middle East resolution. Australia continues #trongly support the
establishment of a Middle East zone free of nucleaapons and other weapons of
mass destruction freely arrived at by regional &aincluding the early convening
of a conference. We have made this clear in ouionat statements, including at the
2014 session of the Preparatory Committee for the€52Review Conference of the
Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation afdear Weapons.

Australia has also released statements througliZhmember Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament Initiative (NPDI) (the most recénom the 12 April 2014 NPDI
Ministerial meeting in Hiroshima, Japan) regrettinge postponement of the
conference and expressing continuing support ferRhcilitator. Japan, on behalf of
the NPDI, made a further statement to this effetttlae 2014 Preparatory
Committee. Both statements call upon the Statethefregion to engage in a spirit
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of constructive cooperation that will lead to arclirsive, substantive and goal-
oriented conference and follow-up steps.

The Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiativls@a submitted a working
paper to the 2014 NPT Preparatory Committee onbéistang a weapons-of-mass-
destruction-free zone in the Middle East. It inatdda number of recommendations
to the countries of the region, the conveners amal facilitator, other interested
parties and to the international community, aiméadnaking progress on convening
a conference.

Australia will continue to support constructivefats towards progress in the
implementation of a Middle East nuclear-weapon-fzeee.

Cuba

[Original: Spanish]
[30 May 2014]

Nuclear disarmament is the main disarmament pgsiofor Cuba, because
nuclear weapons remain one of the greatest thremteuman survival and the
survival of life on our planet.

Cuba supports the establishment of nuclear-wedpsm-zones in various
regions of the world as one of the means of achigvhat goal.

The Treaty of Tlatelolco, which established thestfisuch zone in a densely
populated region and to which Cuba is a party, pate way for doing so in other
regions. Latin America and the Caribbean was ndy ¢he first region to declare
itself a nuclear-weapon-free zone; recently, at wemmit of the Community of
Latin American and Caribbean States (CELAC) heldHawvana in January 2014, it
formally proclaimed itself a zone of peace. Thigpresents an unprecedented
milestone and a substantive step on the long roadbé traversed towards
international disarmament and security.

Unfortunately, despite the demand of the overwhegmajority of States and
of many resolutions and decisions adopted by thene®d Assembly and the
Security Council and by the International AtomiceEgy Agency (IAEA), it has not
been possible to establish a zone free of weapdnmass destruction, including
nuclear weapons, in the Middle East.

Cuba considers it unacceptable that agreemennafaiseached on the convening
in 2012 of the conference on the establishment bfiddle East zone free of nuclear
weapons and all other weapons of mass destructibe.holding of that conference
was important and integral to the final outcometlod 2010 Review Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-ProliferattdNuclear Weapons (NPT).

The establishment of a zone free of weapons ofsmEstruction, including
nuclear weapons, in the Middle East region woulesides helping significantly to
achieve the goal of nuclear disarmament, give aehbgost to the peace process in
the region. It is therefore necessary for Israleg $ole country in the region that is
not a party to the NPT, to accede to the Treatyhaut delay and to submit all its
nuclear installations to the IAEA comprehensiveegafards system.

Cuba hopes that the conference will be held, wittfarther delay, in 2014.
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Ecuador

[Original: Spanish]
[9 April 2014]

In accordance with its commitment to peace antnie with article 416 of its
Constitution, Ecuador calls for the peaceful reiolu of disputes and rejects any
type of threat or the use of force to resolve thdimtherefore condemns the
development of weapons of mass destruction. In tegard, it was one of the first
countries, in the 1960s, to adopt the declarativent fed to the negotiation of the
Treaty of Tlatelolco, which established the firaictear-weapon-free zone in the
world.

Ecuador has welcomed the establishment of othetean-weapon-free zones
around the world (Africa, South Pacific, South-Eaksia, Central Asia and
Mongolia) because it believes that the more terig® that unite in the name of
nuclear disarmament, the greater awareness thdrdevdf the illegality of the use
of nuclear weapons and the more steps that willalken to build a safe world. As a
result, it regrets the failure to convene the coafee on the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, whicds agreed upon at the 2010
Review Conference of the Parties to the TreatylmnNon-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, and reiterates its call for the organizersconvene it at the earliest
possible date.

Within the regional framework of the Community aftin American and
Caribbean States (CELAC) and in accordance with 8pecial Declaration on
Nuclear Disarmament (second Summit of CELAC, Hayaha January 2014), the
member States unanimously expressed their beliaf the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East is gni§icant step for the peace
process in that region, and called for the inteioretl conference on the Middle East
to be held as soon as possible (see para. 14 Bkeial Declaration).

Ecuador is convinced that measures to advancertsathe establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East mustbased on dialogue and
political will among the countries involved. In theegard, Ecuador has joined many
countries in various declarations by the MovemehtNon-Aligned Countries in
calling on Israel, which is not a State Party te fireaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons, to accede to this instrument amdntplement control and
verification mechanisms, in the belief that this teréal act of good faith will
contribute to greater trust among the parties.

Iran (Islamic Republic of)

[Original: English]
[30 May 2014]

The idea of the establishment of a nuclear-weafpea-zone in the Middle
East was proposed for the very first time by thiearsic Republic of Iran in 1974,
which indicates its long-standing commitment to thealization of a nuclear-
weapon-free world and the establishment of a nuelesapon-free zone in this
volatile region.

The consensual and constant adoption, since 198Q@he General Assembly,
of resolutions calling for the establishment of ackear-weapon-free zone in the
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Middle East signifies the particular importancetbé realization of this noble idea
for the international community. It also indicatdmt the establishment of such a
zone enjoys the long-standing strong global support

Moreover, the States parties to the Treaty onNba-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons have highlighted the establishment of suezbne in the Middle East as a
matter of priority in all consensus final documenssolutions and decisions of the
successive Review Conferences of the Parties tditbaty.

The adoption, by the Review and Extension Confesesf the Non-Proliferation
Treaty in 1995, of a separate resolution on the d\idEast as the essential and
integral part of a package for the indefinite extiem of the Treaty signifies the
importance of this goal.

Additionally, the 2000 Review Conference of thertRs to the Treaty, while
noting that all countries in the region of the MiedEast, with the exception of
Israel, are parties to the Treaty, reaffirmed “th@portance of Israel’'s accession to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap and placement of all its
nuclear facilities under comprehensive Internatioxt@amic Energy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards, in realizing the goal of universal adhee to the Treaty in the Middle
East” and paving the way for the establishment ofMiagdle East zone free of
nuclear weapons and all other weapons of massuiditn.

In an important effort to pursue the implementatmf the 1995 resolution on
the Middle East, the 2010 Review Conference ofRaeties to the Non-Proliferation
Treaty renewed the resolve of States parties tolteaty to undertake, individually
and collectively, all necessary measures aimedrampt implementation of the
resolution and, while recalling “the reaffirmatidy the 2000 Review Conference of
the importance of Israel’'s accession to the Treatg the placement of all its nuclear
facilities under comprehensive IAEA safeguards’animously decided to convene
a conference in 2012, to be attended by all Stateshe Middle East, on the
establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuckaapons and all other weapons
of mass destruction.

This decision was supported overwhelmingly by thiernational community
and significant efforts were exerted for the susfels commencement of the
conference in Helsinki in late 2012.

Consistent with its long-standing policy on andreoitment to the idea of the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Rhiedle East, the Islamic
Republic of Iran positively engaged in consultaiawonducted by the facilitator of
the conference and declared, well in advance, ésdiness to participate in the
conference.

However, it was no surprise to the Islamic Repuldf Iran that the planned
Helsinki conference was not convened solely onlyingwto the opposition of the
Israeli regime. This, of course, in no way exonesathe cosponsors of the 1995
resolution on the Middle East from their respondipifor its full implementation and
the conveners of such a conference from their nesipdity for exerting all efforts to
ensure the convening of the conference in stricbedance with the plan of action
adopted in the 2010 Review Conference of the Pattieghe Non-Proliferation Treaty.

Notwithstanding the global call for the establiggmh of a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle East, owing to the intransiggmiicy of the Israeli regime,
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including its rejection of becoming a party to theeaty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons and to place all its unsafeguandedear facilities under the
IAEA comprehensive safeguards, no progress has bhebieved so far towards the
establishment of such a zone.

It is crystal clear that the aggressive and exjmamist policies of the Israeli
regime (recent examples of which are its barbatiacks on Lebanon, the Gaza
Strip, the Syrian Arab Republic and countries adestihe region), its large arsenal of
nuclear and other mass destruction and sophistcateapons, as well as
non-adherence of this regime to international lane the sources of serious and
continuing threats posed by this regime and itslearcand other weapons of mass
destruction to regional and to international peao@ security. This in fact is the
only obstacle to the establishment of a nuclearpegafree zone in the Middle East.

In fact, peace and stability cannot be achievedhs Middle East as long as
the Israeli regime has a massive arsenal of nudedrother mass destruction and
sophisticated weapons, continues to threaten itghb®eurs and the region and
defies the repeated calls by the international comity to comply with
international principles and norms.

Against this backdrop, to promote peace and sgcurithe Middle East and to
establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone therein, thermational community has no
choice but to exert utmost pressure on the Isnaglime to compel it to accede to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap, without any precondition
or further delay and as a non-nuclear-weapon paty to place all its nuclear
facilities and activities under the comprehensiaéeguards of IAEA.

Additionally, in order to pave the way for the @&slishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the Middle East, this regimeusth be forced to become a
party, without any precondition or further delay bother international legally
binding instruments banning weapons of mass destmic

Likewise, the Islamic Republic of Iran highlightthe importance of the
position of Non-Aligned Movement that: “The effortelated to the convening of
the Helsinki conference by its conveners and tladlifator should be undertaken in
accordance with the mandate adopted by the 2010eRe@onference of the Parties
to the Non-Proliferation Treaty and should be fedi®n convening the conference
at the earliest date in 2014 and on seeking owtdivance, by the conveners and the
facilitator of the conference, credible assuranaegarding the unconditional
participation of Israel, the only country of thegren that has not declared its
participation in the conference and that the coerfiee should lead, without further
delay, to the universality of the Treaty in the Mid East and the establishment of a
Middle East zone free of nuclear weapons and allebtweapons of mass
destruction.”

For its part, the Islamic Republic of Iran, byifgihg all international treaties
banning weapons of mass destruction, namely thatyren the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons, the Convention on the Prohibitioh the Development,
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical Weapand on Their Destruction and
the Convention on the Prohibition of the Developmétroduction and Stockpiling
of Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weaponadaon Their Destruction, and
fully implementing their provisions, has demonsgdits strong resolve in support
of the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zartee Middle East.
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Such legal obligations are also enforced by strenpgportive policies at the
highest level. One example in this regard is thdradgs by the Supreme Leader of
the Islamic Republic of Iran, Ayatollah Khamenei tlae sixteenth Summit of Heads
of State or Government of the Non-Aligned Movemérghran, 30 August 2012), in
which he stated that: “International peace and ggcare among the critical issues
of today’s world and the elimination of catastroplmieapons of mass destruction is
an urgent necessity and a universal demand ... [Blemic Republic of Iran
considers the use of nuclear, chemical and simikeapons as a great and
unforgivable sin. We proposed the idea of ‘MiddlasEfree of nuclear weapons’ and
we are committed to it.”

In addition, the Islamic Republic of Iran has sghmo effort in its support
for meaningful steps aimed at making progress towathe establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East in appate international forums,
including the successive Review Conferences of Plagties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and meetingjtheir Preparatory Committees.

The holding of two international conferences onsadmament and
non-proliferation, in Tehran, on 17 and 18 AprillZ®0and 12 and 13 June 2011, at
which the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-freeeziom the Middle East was also
thoroughly examined, is among the recent contringiof the Islamic Republic of
Iran towards the establishment of such a zone & Middle East. The Islamic
Republic of Iran will continue its strong suppodr fthe establishment of this zone
by taking necessary practical measures to that end.

Iraq

[Original: Arabic]
[19 March 2014]

As a matter of principle, Iraq endorses the essabhent of nuclear-weapon-
free zones as a first step towards achieving nuadéesarmament. The establishment
of such zones also strengthens the security ofcthentries concerned, bringing
them closer to realizing the lofty goal of achieyiand maintaining regional and
international peace and security. Based on thisgiple, Iraqg has endorsed and
contributed to efforts to establish a nuclear-wesfree zone in every region, in
particular, in the Middle East.

Nuclear-weapon-free zones are a vital confideneédbng measure at the
regional level and can be a key means of underporthe non-proliferation of
nuclear weapons and the nuclear non-proliferatiegime. Such zones can also
serve as a means of expressing values espousecpramtbted by many of the
parties that are involved in nuclear disarmamenicl@ar-weapon control and
non-proliferation.

Iraq affirms its unwavering belief in the importanof establishing a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the Middle East, as demongstrdtg its support for the
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly under agenda item on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone invrddle East.

Any attempt to establish a nuclear-weapon-freeezonthe Middle East must
be preceded by such key steps as Israeli nuclearmament, Israel’s accession to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap and the placement of all its
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nuclear installations under the International AtomEnergy Agency (IAEA)
safeguards regime.

Iraq calls for the implementation of Security Ceoilresolution487 (1981)
which calls upon Israel to immediately place itsclmar facilities under the
safeguards of IAEA, and Security Council resoluti687 (1991) paragraph 14,
which calls for the establishment of a zone freavehpons of mass destruction and
nuclear weapons in the Middle East.

Iraq affirms the Arab demand that the objectivéghe 1995, 2000 and 2010
Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Conferences showdrealized. It also affirms that
all States parties to the Treaty must take the mmessrequired to implement the
resolution, as agreed upon at the most recent Cenfe and at which the five
nuclear-weapon States reaffirmed their full comngithto the implementation of
the 1995 resolution on the Middle East.

Iraq is disappointed with the slowdown of intetinatl efforts to convene a
conference on the establishment of a zone free wudflear weapons and other
weapons of mass destruction in the Middle East.t Homference was meant to be
held in Helsinki in December 2012. Iraq affirms thecessity of complying with the
mandate entrusted to the facilitator, the orgamjz8tates and the United Nations in
respect of the postponed 2012 conference, in aermal with the Final Document
of the 2010 Non-Proliferation Treaty Review Confece. A further extension of the
time frame would constitute an evasion of those enments.

Irag (on behalf of the L eague of Arab States)

[Original: Arabic]
[21 May 2014]

The States members of the League of Arab Statppwst the call for the
establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones in adha of the world, including a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East, inpkeg with their commitment to
nuclear disarmament as the highest priority, asraéd by the General Assembly at
its first special session devoted to disarmameeild in 1978.

Since 1980, the item entitled “Establishment afuxlear-weapon-free zone in
the region of the Middle East” has been a standiegn on the agenda of the
General Assembly. The inclusion of that item camedsponse to the request made
in 1974 by several States, one of which was Egyjte General Assembly has
annually adopted, by consensus, a resolution aplfor the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.

The Arab States have supported the initiative akenthe Middle East a zone
free of nuclear weapons, and the international comity has committed itself to
achieving this goal. The 1995 resolution on the dMMédEast, which was sponsored
and submitted by the three depositary States offtleaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapons, became part of a package tltdded the indefinite extension
of the Treaty.
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Experience has demonstrated the commitment ofAttad States to fulfilling
their obligations under the Treaty on the Non-Heshtion of Nuclear Weapons and
the comprehensive safeguards agreements that tley ktoncluded with the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), as weak their keenness to build
optimal relations with the Agency, with the aim efisuring that nuclear energy is
used for peaceful purposes.

The Arab States affirm the need to achieve thevensality of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty and to place all nucleacifities in the Middle East region
under the IAEA comprehensive safeguards systemyTdiso stress the need for
Israel to accede to the Treaty as a non-nucleapmesState and to place all its
nuclear facilities under the Agency’'s comprehenssadeguards system. Such an
action would foster peace and security in the reggtimulate economic and social
development in the States of the region and preasnarms race that would hinder
development programmes and undermine confidenclelingi efforts.

The Arab States affirm that the action plan addptd the 2010 Review
Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Rouoliferation of Nuclear Weapons
on the implementation of the 1995 resolution on Middle East constitutes the first
step towards implementing the agreement that washed over 15 years ago to rid
the Middle East of nuclear weapons.

The Arab States affirm that the implementatiorthed resolution on the Middle
East, in accordance with the action plan contaiiredhe Final Document of the
2010 Review Conference, is not only an obligation the international community
and the organizers of the conference, but also pmfactor in achieving regional
peace, building confidence and eliminating tensiomssing from nuclear
proliferation in the Middle East. Those goals caa httained by adopting a
comprehensive and balanced regional approach thetesvs selective and biased
policies.

Given the lack of compliance with the provisiont the other resolutions
adopted at the 1995 Review Conference, the indefingéxtension of the
Non-Proliferation Treaty has come to serve as aeresion of Israel’s nuclear threat
to the security of the non-nuclear weapon Arab &tgtarties to the Treaty and a
means by which nuclear-weapon States retain poisses$ such weapons. This is
contrary to article VI of the Treaty and the pripl@s and objectives for nuclear
non-proliferation and disarmament that were adopteti995. If the 1995 resolution
on the Middle East is not implemented, the Arabt&tawill take the measures
required to protect their interests, in accordamdgéh the Doha Declaration of
27 March 2013, and they may review their approvéltlee Treaty’s indefinite
extension. They furthermore reiterate their resdlvachieve Arab national security
by all legitimate means.

Ridding the Middle East of nuclear weapons is andamental and
indispensable condition for achieving security,b#lity and peace. It is also an
important basis for building confidence. The esigtithent of a zone free of nuclear
weapons and all other weapons of mass destructidhe Middle East would ensure
implementation of the many relevant General Assgmbbkolutions, as well as the
implementation of Security Council resolutioA87 (1981)and 687 (1991) which
stress the importance of establishing such a zomeé placing Israeli nuclear
facilities under the comprehensive safeguards systElAEA.
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The Council of the League of Arab States adoptesolution 7718 at an
extraordinary session held on 10 November 2013hat teague headquarters in
Cairo. In that resolution, the Council endorsed Hgyptian initiative to revitalize
efforts to rid the Middle East of all weapons of seadestruction and pledged to
provide political support for that initiative andrise for its success. Accordingly,
the States members of the League of Arab Statestlndslamic Republic of Iran
sent letters to the Secretary-General of the UniMakions in support of the
initiative that Egypt presented to the General Askly on 28 December 2013
calling for the establishment in the Middle Eastaofone free of weapons of mass
destruction. In those letters, which were issuedaasocument of the General
Assembly A/68/781), the States members of the League of Arab States the
Islamic Republic of Iran supported the establishtneh a zone free of nuclear
weapons and other weapons of mass destructionenMiddle East. It should be
noted that Israel did not send such a letter.

Although they deplored the postponement of the26anference, the States
members of the League of Arab States nonetheles=eddo participate in the three
rounds of informal consultations held in Glion, $rland, that were convened by
the organizers of the 2012 conference. They did despite the uncertainty
surrounding the consultations, which were held withan established agenda and
outside the context of the United Nations. The A&thtes also participated in the
consultative meetings on this matter that were hel@eneva in May 2014.

On behalf of the States members of the Leaguerab/States, Iraq presented a
working paper entitled “Implementation of the 19@&solution on the Middle East”
at the third session of the Preparatory Committaetfie 2015 Review Conference
of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Prolifevatof Nuclear Weapons, held in
New York from 28 April to 9 May 2014. That papertseut the Arab position
regarding the establishment in the Middle East ofoae free of nuclear weapons
and all other weapons of mass destruction. The mpaints made in that paper were:

(a) Over the past three years, the Arab Statesx haade a number of
concessions and contributed positively to attempdsensure the success of
preparations to convene the postponed 2012 conderdror this reason, under no
circumstances will the Arab States be held resgidador the failure of others. Nor
will they accept any assertion that the failure wasised by the inability of the
States of the region to arrive at an understandimtgp compromise;

(b) The Arab States will continue to cooperatehwihe facilitator and the
organizing parties in the period leading up to #845 Review Conference, which
the Arab States consider to be a crossroads iptbeess, so long as the preparatory
process remains within the context of the mandate terms of reference adopted
by the 2010 Review Conference;

(c) If the postponed 2012 conference is not coedenand serious
negotiations on the implementation of the resolutan the Middle East have not
begun before the 2015 Review Conference, the AralbeS will take the necessary
measures to protect their interests;
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The working paper also included important recomdstions aimed at
achieving this goal, including:

(d) Convening the postponed 2012 conference islomger a regional
demand, but rather has become an internationabresbility, and that the decision
to convene the conference was arrived at by conserst the 2010 Review
Conference;

(e) The organizers are obliged to abide by the daten and terms of
reference set out in the action plan adopted alofd Review Conference, and that
no issues extraneous to negotiations on the estabBnt of a zone free of nuclear
weapons and weapons of mass destruction in the [®lildst are to be introduced;

(f) The postponed 2012 conference must be convessesbon as possible, so
that the implementation of its outcomes can beaweid and a comprehensive report
can be submitted 2015 Review Conference;

(9) Implementation of the agreements reached ih02@garding the Middle
East is essential to the success of the 2015 Re€iemference.

v

The Council of the League of Arab States at theamit and ministerial levels
has adopted a number of resolutions related to202 conference [a list of those
resolutions is available in the files of the Seargtt]. At its twenty-fifth ordinary
session, held in Kuwait on 26 and 27 March 2013 @ouncil of the League,
meeting at the summit level, adopted the Kuwait [Bestion, in which it stated:

“We reaffirm our long-standing position regarditige urgent need to rid
the Middle East of nuclear weapons and weapons agsndestruction and to
put an end to the arms race in the region. We sdadfirm our commitment to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weap and call for the
convening as soon as possible of an internationahference on the
establishment of a Middle East zone free of nucleaapons and weapons of
mass destruction. We furthermore call on the irdéomal community to
compel Israel to sign the Treaty and dismantlenitslear-weapon arsenal.”

| srael

[Original: English]
[28 May 2014]

In recent years, Israel has sought to lay the dation for peace in the region
based on a historical reconciliation, embodying timtions of compromise, mutual
trust and respect, open borders and good neighinesd. The foundation for
coexistence between Israel and its neighbours wak ih bilateral peace treaties
with Egypt and Jordan. Israel still hopes that meteaties will be reached with the
Palestinians, as well as other neighbouring coantim the region. In addition, after
the Madrid Conference of 1991, Israel made a sutistiaeffort to contribute to the
success of the arms control and regional secuaitiystwithin the framework of the
multilateral track of the peace process. The arorstrol and regional security talks
were the appropriate forum to promote confidence address regional security
issues and challenges. These talks were, unfortlypatiscontinued by others in the
region, instead of becoming an important channekégional dialogue.
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At present, in the Middle East there is neithegio@al dialogue nor a
mechanism to develop confidence-building measurmsvben the countries of the
region. Embarking on a process which could resulnodest arms control measures
and the eventual establishment of a zone freelof@hpons of mass destruction and
delivery systems is therefore extremely complexaises many practical questions
that emanate from the chronically unstable natufethe Middle East and the
absence of a broader regional peace. It should aksonoted that there is no
precedent for such a comprehensive weapons-of-massuction-free zone in other
less troubled parts of the world.

Despite this lack of progress both regionally gihabally, Israel attaches great
importance to nuclear non-proliferation, and hasdengreat efforts in recent years
to abide by and respect global non-proliferatiorrm®, including in the field of
export controls and enhanced cooperation regarttiagzarious supplier regimes.

These efforts constitute an important componenttiod overall effort to
improve the regional security climate. It was iristlspirit that Israel signed the
Chemical Weapons Convention in 1993, the Compreken®Nuclear-Test-Ban
Treaty in 1996 and the Convention on Certain Cotiogxal Weapons in 1995. In
addition, in 2004 Israel adopted the Export and émpOrder (Control over
Chemical, Biological and Nuclear Exports). This @rdprohibits the export of
equipment, technology and services designated feapmns-of-mass-destruction
programmes and establishes a control system fol-ukem items in the nuclear,
chemical and biological domain. The list of the trofled items is based on the lists
established by the Australia Group and the Nuckeappliers Group. By adopting
this Order, Israel implemented its policy of adhere to these export control
regimes. Israel’s export control legislation on siliss and related material reflects
Israel's adherence to the Missile Technology CanRegime. It is incorporated in
the 2008 Defense Export Control Act and in relatedcondary legislative
instruments. Israel welcomed the adoption of Segu@ouncil resolution1540
(2004) and the extension of the mandate of 150 (2004)Committee by the terms
of Security Council resolutioh977 (2011)

The disturbing realities in the Middle East maredat practical step-by-step
approach, bearing in mind the ultimate goal of awitg peaceful relations and
reconciliation among all the States in the regidrhis process, as has been
demonstrated by the experience of all other regianwhich a nuclear-weapon-free
zone has been established, is inherently an incnémhene. Realistically, it can only
begin with modest arrangements for confidence-bagdneasures in order to build
the necessary trust for more ambitious cooperasieurity undertakings. Effective
arms control measures can only be achieved andiisest in a region where war,
armed conflict, terrorism, political hostility anthcitement are not features of
everyday life.

Although General Assembly resolutiof7/25 on the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the region of the Med&ast does not fully reflect
Israel’'s position in relation to the complexitie$ the nuclear issue in the region,
Israel has joined the consensus on the resoluttwnafmost 30 years. Israel has
substantive reservations regarding certain elemehtdhe resolution, in particular
the modalities of achieving the goals of the retiolu Israel has acted in this way
out of its belief that, instead of highlighting fiifent positions, there is a
fundamental need for building confidence and creath common vision for all the
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States of the Middle East. Promotion of this visipiust take into account the
particular circumstances and characteristics of Rhieldle East and also recent
transformational changes in the region. It is oiawthat any resolution concerning
arms control, regional security or a zone free efapons of mass destruction in the
Middle East should be based on consensus and eemdmah arrangements freely
arrived at by the States of the region.

The region of the Middle East embodies and reflenany of the arms control
and disarmament challenges faced by the internaltioammunity. It is no coincidence
that four out of the five major violations of theehty on the Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons have occurred in the Middle Easlrag under Saddam Hussein,
Libya, the Syrian Arab Republic and the Islamic Relc of Iran, while the fifth
case, namely the Democratic People’s Republic ofeldphas been deeply involved
in nuclear proliferation to the Middle East. Thechar activities of the Islamic
Republic of Iran and the Syrian Arab Republic areer continuous investigation
by IAEA, while both countries withhold cooperaticand place every possible
difficulty in the way of the IAEA inspections andvestigations. The Syrian Arab
Republic has not yet declared the nuclear fuelidedtfor the nuclear reactor built
by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea at their al Zour site and its
whereabouts in the Syrian Arab Republic remain asteny. In addition, the Middle
East has seen several instances in living memonyhich chemical weapons have
been used by States in the region, and the Syrlemaal weapons capability
continues to cause extreme concern to Israel amdedion as a whole.

There is an urgent need to intensify efforts tét bi@e proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction and ballistic missiles to Staid non-State actors in the Middle
East. It is also crucial to limit the spread of haar fuel cycle technologies,
particularly to States that are in non-compliandéhwheir international obligations
in this sphere. There is an urgent necessity frarge of international, regional and
national efforts to promote more stringent controts sensitive exports, especially
to countries of concern that are engaged in prdiien activities and to those
involved in supporting terrorism.

One of the most central threats today in the MedBhst is hostile policies and
statements of the Islamic Republic of Iran, its quit of nuclear weapons, its
aggressive development of missile technology amsl dttive involvement in
supporting, supplying and training of terrorist angzations. It is clear that without
halting and reversing the Iranian military nucleprogramme, it will be very
difficult, if not impossible, to promote an intei@nal or regional agenda aimed at
strengthening the prevailing non-proliferation nagi.

Israel shares the concern of the international momty pertaining to
strengthening the safety and security of nucleatenials and facilities to prevent
illicit trafficking. In this spirit, Israel has joied several conventions and codes of
conduct in the field of nuclear safety and securityhas joined the Convention on
the Physical Protection of Nuclear Materials and hatified the amendment to the
Convention. It has also signed the Internationahwamtion for the Suppression of
Acts of Nuclear Terrorism. In addition, Israel ia active member of the Global
Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism. It has begarticipating in the Container
Security Initiative, the United States Megaportgiattive, the Second Line Defense
Core program and the Global Threat Reduction Ifiiteg while actively supporting
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the Proliferation Security Initiative. Israel toplart in the Nuclear Security Summits
held in Washington, D.C. in 2010, in Seoul in 2C#] in The Hague in 2014.

In regards to confidence-building in the spheregeagfional security, Israel has
positively engaged in the European Union semindrsth( in 2011 and 2012)
convened in Brussels entitled “promoting confideteglding in support of a
process aimed at establishing a zone free of weapbmass destruction and means
of delivery in the Middle East". Israel also parpiated in the forum of the IAEA
Director General in November 2011, “in which paigi&nts from the Middle East
and other interested parties could learn from tkxpeeience of other regions
including in the area of confidence-building relavao the establishment of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone”.

Israel's perspective and policy in the field ofgienal security and arms
control has always been a pragmatic and realigipr@ach. It is rooted in its belief
that all security concerns of regional members &hdne taken into account and be
addressed within the regional context. The esskpti@requisites for the eventual
establishment of the Middle East as a mutually fieglle zone, free of weapons of
mass destruction and delivery systems are, intiex, @bmprehensive and durable
peace between the regional parties and full compkaby all regional States with
their arms control and non-proliferation obligatsonThe international experience
has demonstrated that such a zone can only emématewithin a region, through
direct negotiations between regional States. Thddi#& East region is no exception.
No majority votes or one-sided resolutions in ingtional forums can be a
substitute for a broad regional dialogue and coapen. As the international
community has recognized, the establishment of apeas-of-mass-destruction-free
zone should be based on arrangements freely arratedmong all States of the
region in the context of a stable and comprehengigace. From October 2013 to
May 2014, Israel participated in four rounds of icetal multilateral consultations
that took place in Glion and Geneva, as Israelevels that a successful direct
dialogue, based on consensus between the regicardlep, could send a strong
signal that the States of the region are capablearking together towards a shared
vision of a more secure and peaceful Middle Easte ffrom conflict, wars and
weapons of mass destruction.

L ebanon

[Original: Arabic]
[7 May 2014]

The Ministry of Defence submits that Lebanon aifférthe following:

— Lebanon does not possess weapons of mass déstrugnd regards the threat
or use of such weapons as illegal,;

— Lebanon complies with General Assembly resohgjoparticularly as regards
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zonghms Middle East, and
cooperates in efforts to eliminate weapons of miesstruction. It expresses its
deep concern, however, about Israel's failure tdhemd to international
legitimacy. Israel maintains a nuclear arsenal ttaatstitutes a threat to all the
countries of the region, and consequently to irdéomal peace and security;
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— Lebanon supports and welcomes all initiatives aohieve disarmament,
particularly in the Middle East, and reaffirms tiee of the United Nations in
that regard;

— Lebanon has introduced laws and regulations allatv for the monitoring of
the export, transit and cross-border transportof type of weapon of mass
destruction or related components;

— Lebanon does not provide assistance of any komany group seeking to
acquire, manufacture, possess, transport, provideuse nuclear or other
weapons;

— Lebanon supports Arab conferences and initiatisened at eliminating the
causes of tension in the Middle East, in particudgr ridding the region of
weapons of mass destruction. It participates abtive all meetings of the
technical committee of the League of Arab Statespoasible for preparing a
draft treaty on ridding the Middle East of weapaianass destruction and, in
particular, nuclear weapons. Lebanon stresses thegetr which Israel’s
weapons of mass destruction represent for inteonati peace and Arab
national security.

Mexico

[Original: Spanish]
[27 May 2014]

As the main driver of the first nuclear-weaponefreone to be established in a
densely populated area, Mexico supports and engesréhe creation of more such
zones.

Mexico thus considers that, while militarily dene&rized zones are not an end
in themselves, they represent an intermediate tot@prds the elimination of nuclear
weapons.

The establishment of a zone free of nuclear weapmmd other weapons of
mass destruction in the region of the Middle Eastswa key component of the
commitments behind the 1995 agreement on the indefiextension of the Treaty
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons and #tgreements reached at the
2000 and 2010 Review Conferences, which were aimedhelping to reduce
tensions in the region and to create a climate @dce and security, as well as
furthering the goal of the total elimination of Hear weapons in that part of the
world and strengthening the international non-geshtion and disarmament
regime.

Mexico believes that it is crucial to convene tlwnference on the
establishment of a Middle East zone free of nuckaapons and all other weapons
of mass destruction as soon as possible. On therstahding that nuclear-weapon-
free zones can be established only on the basiarm@ihgements freely arrived at
among the countries concerned, Mexico reiteratewitlingness to cooperate with
the co-sponsors of the 1995 resolution and thdifatr of the conference, offering
its experience and lessons learned during the kshabent of the nuclear-weapon-
free zone in Latin America and the Caribbean.
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In addition, Mexico will continue to support thedaption of resolutions on this
issue by both the First Committee of the Generatehsbly and the Board of
Governors and the General Conference of the Intaymal Atomic Energy Agency
(IAEA), as well as the inclusion of the issue insdissions and resolutions
regarding the need for strict compliance with thenNProliferation Treaty, such as
the resolution submitted each year by the New Age@dalition and those drafted
by the Non-Proliferation and Disarmament Initiative

Portugal

[Original: English]
[14 May 2014]

Portugal supports and highlights the importanceéhef 1995 resolution on the
Middle East adopted by the Review and Extensionf€wmce of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear weapo(SPT), as well as the
implementation of the action plan resulting frone th010 Review Conference of the
Parties to the NPT, in what concerns the establesitnof a nuclear-weapon-free
zone in the Middle East, which underscores the irtgpce of a process leading to
the full implementation of the 1995 resolution.

In accordance with the Final Document of the 2R&view Conference, and
having desighated Ambassador Jaakko Laajava, dafdhas facilitator, there was
to have been a conference in 2012, involving thetest Parties from the region. The
Conference has yet to be held, however. Portuggiets that the Conference has
been postponed and is waiting for it to happenigmdbjectives fully pursued.

Portugal fully supports the work of the facilitatand, in line with its partners
from European Union, also lends its support to itidatives that aim to promote
the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zorteeénMiddle East.

In another area, through the European Union naiieration consortium,
Portugal has been supporting the process leadirtheastablishment of a nuclear-
weapon-free zone, through participation in someoBean think-tank networks and
research centres, as well as through its partimpatn seminars which aim to
encourage political dialogue and the discussiosedurity questions, among them
the disarmament and non-proliferation of weaponsnadss destruction, and to
promote the education in those areas. We would ftkgoint out, in this context,
two seminars, organized by the European Union irl12@&nd 2012, on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone. Paftagtended both seminars and
considers such initiatives to be of crucial impoda to foster dialogue and build
confidence among all parties concerned.

Portugal has been appealing to all Parties comekffor a fruitful result as
soon as possible.

Syrian Arab Republic

[Original: Arabic]
[29 May 2014]

The Syrian Arab Republic was one of the first 8satn the region of the
Middle East to accede to the Treaty on the Non4Rxation of Nuclear Weapons in
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1968 and firmly believes that the possession oflearcweapons by any State or
acquisition of those weapons by non-State actorsteororist groups threatens
international peace and security.

The Syrian Arab Republic believes that the esshinient of regional nuclear-
weapon-free zones is a positive and effective meéarechieve nuclear disarmament,
foster non-proliferation and promote global seguand stability. The Syrian Arab
Republic calls on the international community tkearactical and effective steps to
establish, without delay, a nuclear-weapon-freeezionthe Middle East.

The Syrian Arab Republic affirms that the only way establish a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in the Middle East and to reithimthreat of nuclear proliferation
is for Israel to accede to the Treaty on the NoaHRaration of Nuclear Weapons as
a non-nuclear party and to submit all its nucleaities to an International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) comprehensive safeguards agerg.

The Syrian Arab Republic reiterates its grave @ncover the obstacles to
establishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Mideast posed by Israel, which
persists in its refusal to accede to the Treatyttosmn Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons as a non-nuclear party and to submit allniiclear installations to
inspection by IAEA, in violation of the internatialy recognized resolutions
adopted by the Security Council, notably Councdaleition487 (1981) and by the
General Assembly, IAEA, and review conferenceshaf Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

The Syrian Arab Republic affirms that the creationthe Middle East of a
nuclear-weapon-free zone should not be linked in way to the peace process in
the region because the principal aim of creatinghsa link is to impede and delay
the establishment of that zone. Moreover, any dedign of the States of the
Middle East does not constitute a definition oftthegion.

The Syrian Arab Republic has constantly strivenAirab and international
forums to make the Middle East into a zone frealbfveapons of mass destruction
and, above all, nuclear weapons. On behalf of th@bAGroup, in April 2003 the
Syrian Arab Republic proposed to the Security CaoluimcNew York an initiative to
make the Middle East a zone free of weapons of mlassruction and, in particular,
nuclear weapons. However, the position of certaifituential States of the Council
blocked the initiative. In December 2003, the Sgriwrab Republic resubmitted the
same initiative to the Security Council as a dra&olution in blue, and continues to
wait for the Council to take action for its adoptio

By acceding to the Convention on the Prohibitioh the Development,
Production, Stockpiling and Use of Chemical WeaponsTheir Destruction, the
Syrian Arab Republic has demonstrated once againdinmitment to the creation in
the Middle East of a zone free of all weapons ofssnaestruction, particularly
nuclear weapons. That step discredits Israeli cdagancerning the dangers posed
by the possession by certain Arab States of otheapans, claims that Israel uses as
a pretext for refusing to establish a Middle Eashe free of nuclear and other
weapons of mass destruction.

The Syrian Arab Republic affirms that it is essehto uphold the provisions
of the Final Document of the 2000 Treaty Review f@oence. That Review
Conference declared that the 1995 resolution onMiddle East will remain valid
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until its goals and objectives are achieved and thes an essential element of the
outcome of the 1995 Review Conference.

The Syrian Arab Republic regrets the failure tonwene an international
conference in 2012 on the establishment of a nuelempon-free zone in the
Middle East, as called for in the Final Documentlod 2010 Review Conference of
the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-ProliferatadirNuclear Weapons. It had been
decided that all States of the Middle East woulgtrad the conference with a view
to establishing a zone free of nuclear weapons alhdother weapons of mass
destruction in the region. The Syrian Arab RepuliBfects all of the pretexts put
forward by the United States of America, a depayitstate of the Convention and a
convening State of the 2012 conference, which preagt the conference from
taking place. The Syrian Arab Republic underscamese again the responsibility of
the Security Council to put pressure on Israel watlview to establishing such a
zone in the region, particularly as the depositStgites of the Treaty are permanent
members of the Council. Pressure must also be Wriotagbear on Israel to accede to
the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weagp, to eliminate its nuclear
stockpiles and their means of delivery and to plalenuclear activities under an
IAEA comprehensive safeguards agreement in accamlamith Security Council
resolution487 (1981) The Syrian Arab Republic requests that the ftatitir and the
sponsors of the resolution on the Middle East comevea conference on the
establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in Niddle East at the earliest
possible time and before the end of 2014.

The Syrian Arab Republic affirms yet again thatstands ready to cooperate
with the Secretary-General of the United Nationghwa view to establishing a
nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.

Ukraine

[Original: Russian]
[30 May 2014]

Ukraine has been a non-nuclear-State party to ffreaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons since 1994tHa 20 years since signing the
Treaty, Ukraine has faithfully fulfilled all of itprovisions and has also undertaken
and successfully met additional obligations as mdrthe nuclear summit process,
including by renouncing the use of highly enrichgdnium. In a joint statement by
Ukraine and the United States issued at the Hagudear summit in March 2014,
Ukraine reaffirmed its commitment to the principé& non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons, firmly establishing its leadership in raegt of nuclear security and
non-proliferation.

All of these steps are being taken against thedtap of a criminal violation
by the Russian Federation of its obligations to &lke under the Budapest
Memorandum, according to which the Russian Fedemnatmade a political
commitment to guarantee the security and territoinéegrity of Ukraine and the
inviolability of our State borders.
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Reply received from the European Union

[Original: English]
[29 May 2014]

Since 1995 the European Union has been a staunphoster of a process
aimed at establishing a zone free of nuclear andotiiter weapons of mass
destruction, and means of delivery, in the MiddesE

In 1995, the European Union and its member Stategether with all the
countries of the Middle East and Northern Africaagion, committed in the
Barcelona Declaration to the pursuit of “a mutuabyd effectively verifiable
Middle East Zone free of weapons of mass destractiouclear, chemical and
biological, and their delivery systems”.

Following the 2010 Review Conference of the Partie the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, which emphadi the importance of a
process leading to the full implementation of i895 resolution on the Middle East,
the European Union organized a seminar in Brusselsn 6 and 7 July 2011 — in
order to create a conducive atmosphere with theddisupporting the process leading
to the establishment of a zone free of all weapminmass destruction in the Middle
East. After the appointment of the facilitator fille 2012 conference, the European
Union’s Non-Proliferation Consortium of think-tanks close consultation with the
facilitator’'s team and with the participation ofetHacilitator Jaakko Laajava of
Finland, organized a second seminar in BrusselS and 6 November 2012.

The full support, role and contribution of the Bpean Union to the process
have been widely recognized, including by the fsatbr, with whom the Union has
maintained close contact. Since the postponemettteotonference, which the Union
regrets, it has consistently expressed its readit@eprovide further assistance to the
facilitator and to the conveners of the Conferesbteuld it be asked to. In this
regard, a capacity-building workshop for diplomd®m the region is being
prepared by the European Union Non-Proliferatiom&wmtium for June 2014.
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