




I 
It is generally assumed there are two different types of security assurances -

positive and negative. Are negative security assurances better and stronger 
than positive? Related to this question I must ask further if a globally 
legally·binding instrument can be truly effective as opposed to regional ones 
such as those contained within Nuclear·Weapon·Free-Zones (NWFZs), in 

view of the different security environments of each country. 

Mr. President, 
In regards to negotiations on Negative Security Assurances, some countries 
have expressed doubts about whether the CD or NPT are the appropriate 
venue for negotiations, because we must be explicit about the beneficiaries of 
such assurances. But there are more fundamental questions that require 
our attention. Security assurances are to be given to non-Nuclear Weapon 
States (NNWSs), but is the concept of NNWS clear in the context of NSA? 
Are countries that allegedly possess nuclear weapons eligible for assurances? 
Similarly, is a country that neither affirms nor denies the possession of 
nuclear weapons eligible? Is a country that intends to acquire nuclear 
weapons, if there are any, eligible? Or, as the flip side of the coin, do we 
then have to grant the status of quasi· nuclear weapon state to countries that 
have conducted nuclear weapon tests, or claim to possess nuclear weapons? 
If so, wouldn't this have a devastating effect on the integrity of the NPT? I 
am uncertain what kind of position should be taken on these questions. 
These are obviously important but beyond my capacity to answer today and I 
would like to leave them as they are for the moment. 

Mr. President, 
We are of the view that the security assurances should be guaranteed not 
just through official commitments .. positive or negative, legal or political .­
but also through raising awareness of the true nature of nuclear weapons. 
In this connection, awareness of the inhumanity of nuclear weapons has 
been strongly publicized through the efforts of the 'hibakusha', living 
witnesses of the catastrophe caused by nuclear weapons, and the 
International Court of Justice's 1996 advisory opinion. Both have made 

irreplaceable contributions to awareness raising, but on the other hand there 
is an unfortunate tendency for people to forget the agonies of the past. 
Moreover the 'hibakushas' are fast disappearing, with their average age now 



reaching almost 74. Therefore, it is an urgent task for the international 

community to pass down their experiences and stories to future generations. 

We must sustain and improve our efforts to draw the attention of the people 

and decision makers to the true nature of nuclear weapons. 

In this context, I would like to reiterate the importance of disarmament 

education. Education may sound too narrow to express the broad spectrum of 

items which are required to promote disarmament education. Not only 

education in schools but also public lectures and forums, training courses for 

diplomats, seminars and other endeavors help to raise the awareness of the 

terrible nature of nuclear weapons. 

This year in Hiroshima witnessed a new activity in which a group of mostly 

amateur foreigner performers acted out the horrors of atomic bombs. Not 

only did it catch the keen attention of the public, but it also helped deepen 

understanding about the affects of nuclear weapons to those people with only 

limited text'book knowledge of the events. This year too we have the 

pleasure of inviting the United Nations Disarmament Fellows to Japan. We 

also welcome the little ambassadors for peace from Nagasaki who are 

sharing the painful experiences of 'hibakusha' and trying to warn the world 

about the threat of nuclear weapons. We all appreciate these efforts and 

reaffirm our commitment to advance awareness raising which may be a more 

rapid and practical way of attaining security assurances. 


