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EXFLANATION OF VOTE - (BEFURE THE VOTE) - Resalution .21 - Rev. 1

L OUESM LT TEKe IhS 0Dpartunity o exslain the vote of Brazil or Resoiuticr L.21
“Recuting Nuclesr Danger”
vy deiggation waill vote in favour of the ~esclution basicaly beczuse we support 1
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siatement ¢entained in PP4 that nuclear disarmamens and the comuiere elimiratior of

TaCe3r wezpons are essential to remove the cange- of nuclear war, We are also
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Lonvinced (nat a review of nuclesr doctrines, as called for 'n OFL, = ndispensabie to
“ecdce e risks of unintertional and accicental use of nuclear waapons, includin

tz-alerting angd de-targeting of sucr weepo

Reduding ne so-called “rnuclear danger” cannct,. however, in any way o2 & substitute to

wwithate~sy agreed disarmamenrt measures. Oniy Erreversz‘bléity_. Transparsnoy
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vgrificetio” wou € make cisarmament Teasures fuly consistent it~ the cbigations

NPT and with the 13 practcal steps” agreac Loon by Consensus
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My ceegaiion, noreover, wouid like to gualify the view expressec in PPL of the

resdiaticr Trat e use of nuciesr wearons poses the most serious Tareat L0 mankind.
UIs Turourgerstanding that the mere existence ¢f these w=zacons - zzicre even their

use - 2oezRdy constitutes 2 grave risk o the ~noie world. VWe therefore would have
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oreferrsd the main th-ust of the resciut’en 0 be more in ire with 9P4. which is rather
siraightforwerd inmentioning the complete eliminztion of nuclear weanons,
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