




relations, the superpower resorted to threats and the use of force. New 
weapons were manufactured and weapons research was fostered to make 
them more powerful and destructive. The United Nations and its precarious 
system of collective security were weakened. 

But did anything really come out of all this? More power perhaps? More prestige 
and morality? The improvement of the international security environment? No, 
nothing like that. World instability and lack of security have increased with the 
fatal consequences this entails. 

Mr. Chairman, 

Nuclear weapons -with an explosive power of millions of tons of TNT- are 
powerful enough to destroy the Earth; however, they have not prevented the 
proliferation of armed conflicts; they could not prevent the condemnable terrorist 
attacks of 11 September 2001 in the United States of America and subsequent 
events that took place in different parts of the world . Nor can they stop logical 
efforts to balance other States' lack of power and security through the 
development or acquisition of weapons. 

World military expenditure amounts to almost 1 billion US dollars and it 
continues to rise. More money is spent on producing to kill rather than to save 
lives. According to UN estimates, 10 % of the current global military expenditure 
would be enough to achieve the Millennium Development Goals. It seems like a 
reasonable and even modest amount, considering what could be achieved. 
Millions of lives could be saved every day. Millions of people all over the world 
could escape poverty. It would be possible to educate every child in the Third 
World. The terrible AIDS pandemic could be addressed more effectively. 

Mr. Chairman: 

We ask ourselves: is it possible to change this state of affairs? Yes, it is 
possible. Can the CD contribute to the change efforts? Yes, the Conference has 
a significant role to play. It is not an easy task, and it will take time. It will take 
the efforts of many people around the world. This is not an issue merely limited 
to this forum either. However, we do not have another choice but to continue 
struggling towards our goals of peace and the total elimination of weapons. Not 
even the disappearance of this Conference would change the need to find a 
solution to this situation. 

Tomorrow, we may meet in a different forum, under a new structure and rules; 
but the reasons why we are here today will remain the same, and we will be 
forced to continue raising the issues we raise here today, and we will continue 
designing measures to settle them. 

Mr. Chairman: 

Cuba is firmly committed to multilateralism and the need to implement it to its 
full extent in order to achieve effective solutions towards peace and security. 
We see the Conference on Disarmament as a vital link within the multilateral 



system. However, the prevailing climate in the CD is unfavorable for the 
adoption of a program of work that does not take into account all members' 
priorities. I am sorry to say this, but it is the reality of the matter. Some powers 
do not show in practice a real commitment to the search for collective security 
that would make most countries become involved with their long-term goals 
and, as a first step, assist them in the attainment of their priorities. 

In the wake of recent failures in disarmament and international security, we 
have concluded that the prevailing climate is unfavorable for gradual solutions. 
The existing lack of mutual trust demands sudden solutions; they are seen by 
CD members as the only possible means to achieve balance of powers. Unless 
the lack of trust is resolved and there are objective and verifiable guarantees 
that collective security can be attained, we will continue to focus on fruitless 
attempts to reach a consensus on the CD program of work. 

Collective security today depends on accepting that the threats each region of 
the world perceives as most urgent are in fact equally so for all. These are not 
theoretical issues, but ones of deadly urgency. 

Cuba is convinced that the only effective solution to the problem of proliferation 
of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction is their total 
elimination; therefore, Cuba considers that the Conference should establish an 
ad. hoc Committee to negotiate on nuclear disarmament. Likewise, we welcome 
the beginning of negotiations on the prevention of an arms race in outer space. 

We join those who support the beginning of negotiations on a fissile material 
cut-off treaty that would address both non-proliferation and disarmament 
objectives. We also support, as one of the top priorities in this forum, the 
launching of negotiations on an international legal instrument on negative 
security assurances for non-nuclear-weapon states. 

Mr. Chairman, we truly hope that 2006 will be a year to move forward or, at 
least, to start moving forward. If this is the case, Cuba will be up to the 
challenges posed by the current context. 

Thank you very much. 


