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Mr Chairman,

1. Please allow me to congratulate you on your election to the Chairmanship
of the First Committee My delegation is confident that under your capable
leadership, we will be able to discharge our duties efficiently and effectively. We
also extend our appreciation to the previous Chairman, Ambassador Andre
Erdos of Hungary, for his work during the 56" session of the General Assembly.

Mr Chairman,

2.  The world has moved from one era to another with differing security
settings. Dynamism and constant change clearly describes the international
security environment. However, developments in disarmament appear not to
have kept pace with the security transformations. Looking back at the work of
the First Committee since it was formed, it is reasonable to ask whether the First
Committee has been like an aeroplane on autopilot in approaching disarmament
issues. Did we tend to ignore the repeated warnings from aircraft Instruments
and air traffic controllers of the dangers ahead, and steer the aeroplane not quite
in the right direction? Now that the global security environment has taken
another major shift after 91 1, it is opportune to ask ourselves whether the First
Committee shouid conduct a strategic review of its work and re-examine the
Course that our aircraft should take?

Mr Chairman,

security, including the principles goveming disarmament and the regulation of
armaments”™. In fact, the General Assembly's very first resolution, adopted on 24
January 1946, identified the elimination of atomic and other weapons of mass
destruction as a goal. The General Assembly has had the topic of “General and
Complete Disarmament” on its agenda since 1959 And in 1978, following the
first Special Session on Disarmament, the First Committee was established.

4. The world and the international security environment have changed in many
ways since the First Committee assumed the mantle as the champion of
disarmament aimost a quarter of a century ago. Yet, in contrast, the First
Committee seemed to be somewhat “behind the curve” on the disarmament
Issues of the day. We appeared to be somewhat unresponsive to the real
situation on the ground.

9. During the Cold War, terrified at the prospect of mutually assured

' See Arts 11, 26 and 27,



destruction, the main concern of the First Committee was with weapons of mass
destruction (WMD). The international community developed an obsession with
nuclear disarmament — and understandably so. However, this was done at the
expense of addressing the threat and harm posed by other weapons. What is
ironic is that the millions of confiict-related fatalities since the Second World War
till the end of the Cold War had little to do with nuclear weapons. Most of those
who died were the victims of conventional weapons in wars of national liberation
and the proxy wars of the Cold War era. Shouldn't the First Committee have
more vigorously addressed the massive flow of conventional arms that fuel these
wars? Killings by small arms and light weapons (SALW) and other conventional
weapons continued after the Cold War in civil and ethnic conflicts and ‘resource
wars”. But it was only after an overwhelming groundswell of public sentiment, led
by the NGOs, that the UN took firm steps on several conventional disarmament
issues such as curbing the illicit SALW trade and containing the humanitarian
impact of landmines. Why then didn't the First Committee take the lead on these
issues? As the key player in disarmament, it is the duty of the First Committee to
take the front seat of the aircraft and steer it in the right direction.

Mr Chairman,

6. 911 marked the start of yet another era in the international security
environment, one that brings with it new challenges for the First Committee.
Determining the direction that disarmament should take in this new era is one of
the key challenges that this Committee must face. Our delegation does not
pretend to know the answers, nor are the answers in plain view. To ensure that
the disarmament instrument effectively addresses the security threats posed in
the post-911 period, we urge this Committee to conduct a strategic review of its
work, as it should from time to time when there are significant changes to the
security landscape.

7. Obviously, we cannot continue to discuss disarmament post-911 without
taking into account its association with the menace of terrorism. We now live in a
new world, where all of us are vulnerable to asymmetric terrorist attack on a
scale not previously thought possible. Even the most powerful country in the
world is not immune. We have seen how everyday items can be creatively
morphed into weapons for terror and destruction. What more SALW and other
conventional weapons, and what more WMD if they fall into the hands of
terrorists.

8. The llicit and uncontrolied proliferation of conventional weapons,
particularly SALW, is already contributing to terrorism. With the diversion of illicit
SALW to terrorist networks, acts of terrorism have increased in number and
magnitude around the world. Terrorist groups have used rifles and machine
guns acquired from illicit sources to carry our acts of terror against the innocent.
The UN Conference on the lllicit Trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons had
come up with a comprehensive Programme of Action (POA). Many of the






