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Mr. Chairman:


I would like to join others in congratulating you formally on your election, and welcoming the new Under-Secretary-General for Disarmament Affairs, Ambassador Nobuaki Tanaka, and to wish him every success in his new assignment.


My delegation associates itself with the statement of the distinguished Ambassador of Indonesia on behalf of States Members of the Non-Aligned Movement. We would like to elaborate on a few issues from our own national perspective.

Mr. Chairman, you have suggested that we should not be overly ambitious, nor should we be daunted by the difficult task ahead of this Commission. My delegation concurs with that statement. However, you have also invited the Commission to look at the future. Well, considering the series of disappointments in multilateralism we have experienced in recent years, and the continued and increasing threat posed by the accumulation and proliferation of nuclear weapons and weapons of mass destruction, who would blame us for seeking short-cuts, unrealistic as they may seem, to ultimate goal of the total elimination of nuclear weapons. Dangerous issues demand not just ambitious, but tough decisions.   Under-Secretary-General Tanaka reminded us earlier this morning, and rightly so, that the scale of the difficulties we face should not be underestimated.  

In our view while it is necessary to continue to reiterate our respective positions, policies and doctrines on the various aspects of disarmament and non-proliferation, my delegation believes that we must at the same time focus attention on the way forward. In other words, we must, where appropriate, find new strategies, new approaches to arms control and disarmament.  

In our effort to come up with concrete recommendations to the General Assembly, some poignant questions come to mind. For instance, what do we do when binding obligations, commitments and agreed steps towards nuclear disarmament are either not implemented or treated with political callousness? If indeed the world is getting more dangerous and the level of threat to human survival is increasing as a result of the development and accumulation of nuclear and other weapons of mass destruction, what else can we do to eliminate that threat?  Complacency in arms control and disarmament is no longer an option. This is why my delegation continues to support efforts to find possible alternative approaches. Last year for instance, my delegation co-sponsored resolution 60/56 entitled “Towards a nuclear-weapon-free world: accelerating the implementation of nuclear disarmament commitments. 

Mr. Chairman, my delegation would like to make it quite clear that when we speak of compliance with and implementation of binding obligations, commitments and agreed steps we do so in the context of both nuclear disarmament and nuclear non-proliferation. My delegation is therefore pleased that the title of the agenda item on nuclear weapons for this substantive session of the Disarmament Commission is “Recommendations for achieving the objective of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation of nuclear weapons.” 

In discussing and devising recommendations on the issue of nuclear weapons it is absolutely necessary for the Commission to take into account the reality that disarmament and non-proliferation are inextricably linked; that they are, so to speak, two sides of the same coin. The Commission should come up with ideas on how to maintain the necessary balance of treatment of the issues of nuclear non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament. We note for instance that the problem of perceived disproportional treatment is emerging in the Conference on Disarmament in the context of the proposed ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament. Apprehension has already been expressed that the Ad hoc committee, when established might focus its attention exclusively on reduction of the nuclear arsenals of the nuclear weapons States, with little or no consideration of issues relating to nuclear non-proliferation. The UNDC for its part should help to address the so-called balance of treatment problem which incidentally, has also created a chasm between the need for compliance and the imperative of universalization of multilateral disarmament and non-proliferation regimes. 

Mr. Chairman, my delegation would like to make the two suggestions in the general exchange of views. Aware of the existence of road blocks on the way towards the goal of disarmament, arms control and non-proliferation, our suggestions could be described as detours intended to circumvent those roadblocks and impediments to achieving our goals.

The Commission may wish to consider recommending to the General Assembly the adoption of a political declaration in which States would pledge inter alia:

· That pending the conclusion of a multilaterally negotiated and legally binding instrument to assure non-nuclear weapons states against the threat or use of nuclear weapons, they would not use or threaten to use nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction against any State.

Mr. Chairman, we subscribe to the urgency of strengthening security assurances for non-nuclear weapons states. However, as the distinguished Ambassador of Indonesia stated earlier on behalf of NAM, the total elimination of nuclear weapons is the only absolute guarantee against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

Our view is that in this day and age a nuclear threat to one State or region is a threat to all States and all regions, indeed, to all of humanity.  In the final analysis security assurances should apply not only to non-nuclear weapons States, but also to those that take pride in the possession and continued development of such weapons and their new delivery systems, as well as to those that have the capability to develop such weapons – the so-called threshold States. All States have a right to be free from the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons. 

Another element of a draft political declaration which the Commission could consider recommending to the General Assembly is that: 

· Without prejudice to the proposal for the convening of a World Disarmament Conference or the convening of a Fourth Special Session of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament (SSOD IV), request the Disarmament Commission to prepare a draft Declaration and Programme of Action for another Disarmament Decade. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the stalemate in discussions for convening the Conference and the Special Session, we may wish to consider an alternative approach. The Commission has considerable experience in the formulation and review of the implementation of the Declaration of UN Disarmament Decade.  We believe that the new Decade would also provide civil society and Parliamentarians worldwide the opportunity to lend their invaluable support in addressing all aspects of disarmament and non-proliferation. 

On the issue of improving the effectiveness of the methods of work of the Commission, my delegation is prepared to consider any proposal, including the Chair’s non-paper, on its merit. However, we would like to point out (a) that since 1989 the Commission has gone through a series of rationalization of its working methods; (b) the Commission is not the First Committee; (c) any major action for improving the working methods of the Commission would have to be taken in the context of the review of the United Nations disarmament machinery; and (d) the Commission should try to conclude consideration of this issue during the course of this year’s substantive session and make specific recommendation or recommendations to the General Assembly accordingly.   

Mr. Chairman, my delegation will cooperate with you, members of the bureau, as well as the chairs of the working groups and members of the Commission as a whole, in ensuring a successful outcome of this substantive session of the Commission. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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