








of n on-State actor s or, in some cases, rogue ac t o rs 
wit hin State structures, has f u r ther aggr avat ed existi ng 
dangers. While unil ateral, bi l ateral o r plu r i l a t e r al 
nuclear confidence buil ding measures are useful, our aim 
should be to reach in ter national understanding or 
agreements fo r reducing nuclear danger, as also the r i sk 
of accidental nuclear war . 

Any solut i on t o end the i mpasse i n the Conference on 
i t s programme o f wor k mus t be responsi ve to the concer ns 
of Member States o f t he Con f e rence , big or small, 
devel oped or developing, nuclear-weapon St ates or non­
nuclear-weapon States, wi thi n or outside alli ances and 
privileged securi ty rel ati onships. It must addr ess the 
security of a ll, f or no St at e can imperil its security or 
all ow other Stat es to impose their will on i t. The way 
out of the current i mpasse is for Stat es to agree t o deal 
with all core issues on the agenda of the Conference, as 
in the Five Ambassador' s proposal, which we have 
supported. 

The l ack o f consensus on di sarmament and non­
p r ol if e rati on par agr aphs of 2005 Worl d Summit Out come 
underscores the fact that, currently , there are sharp 
d i f ferences among States over t he goals, prioriti es and 
approaches in the field o f d i sarmament. These di ff e rences 
cannot be set aside or ignored. Such di fferences can on l y 
be overcome by rising above the pract ice f oll owed in t he 
pas t century t hat sought to perpet uate the asymmetri c 
advantage o f a handful of countr i es at t he expense of 
col lecti v e global security. Ot herwise, our i nability to 
deal with t hese fundament al questi ons would continue to 
frustrate us in vari ous disarmament forums, whether i t is 
the First Committ ee, t he Conference on Di sar mament or the 
Di sarmament Commissi on . 

A basic problem affli c t i ng the disarmament 
insti t u tions and processes i s t he lack of trust among the 
States. This erosion o f trust f ur t her beget s the l ack of 
willingn ess for mutual accommodation, making progress on 
nuclea r disarmament even more diff i cult. We believe that 
this lack o f trust also bel ied hopes f or any consensus on 
d i sar mament and non- p r oliferation i ssues at the 2005 
Wor ld Summi t . The internati onal securi t y env i ronment wil l 
be a key det erminant i n enabli ng real i sat ion o f 
p r ogressi ve and syst emic eliminat ion of nucl ear weapons . 
For any breakthrough, all States wi l l need t o s incerel y 
engage in ex changes on t heir appr oaches t o nuclear 
disar mament and underst and and accommodate each ot he r ' s 
security concerns and threat per cept i ons. Trust can onl y 
be rest ored through a reaff i r mati on of t he unequivocal 
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commitment of all n uclea r wea p o n St ates to the go a l o f 
complete e l imination of nuclear wea pons . 

A r eva l ida t ion o f th i s commi tme nt, with furthe r 
steps towards its progre ss i ve c oncretion, may be the 
r igh t way t o p r oce ed . The goal o f complete e l imina t ion o f 
nucl e ar we apons , in a systemic and p r ogres s ive manner, 
will a lso be f aci li ta t e d b y redu c ing t h e s alience of 
nuclear weapons in the s ecu r ity d octrine s o f nuclear­
weapon States. Alignment o f nuclear d oct r ines t o a 
posture o f no-fi rs t-use a nd n on- use aga i nst non - n uc lea r ­
weapon s ta t e s b y a ll nuclear-weapon States wil l b e an 
i mpor tant s tep in ach ieving this object ive . Ind i a is 
ready to ens hrine its commi tment t o no-f irs t - use and non ­
use o f nuc lear we apons again s t n on -nuclear-weap on Sta t es 
in a legally bindin g a greemen t. We are als o r eady t o 
mu l tilatera l i se our no-first-use commi tment so as t o 
reduce the s alienc e o f n uc l ear weapons in t he s trategi c 
realm. The s e measures should be wi t hin ou r grasp given 
the non-adversarial relat i ons among ma j or p owers . 

Mere t i nke ring with modalities or r evisi ting the 
divisive debates, especially those o f the past year, is 
not goi ng t o hel p . What might i s a renewed effo r t t o 
c reate a syst em o f global security ba s ed on t he 
fundamental c ha n ge s in t he i nt e rnational poli tical, 
economic a nd security e nvi ron men t , whic h coul d c ontribute 
to achi eving the goal o f tota l elimination of n uclear 
wea p ons. As mentioned before, for a n y measur e o f nuclear 
disarmament to be success f ul , it must be g loba l and non­
discriminatory and should enhance the s e curi ty of all 
State s . The cont i nu ing impasse in the Conference is out 
of tune with the a s pi r ations of t he internat i ona l 
c ommuni ty, the growing democrat i c t emper o f the world, 
and the abs o l ut e imperative o f developme nt in the a ge of 
g l obalisat i on . That is why, Mr. Pres ide nt, we mus t 
p e rseve re in our efforts i n t he Con fe rence . 
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