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Mr. President, 

My delegation is most happy to see you in the Chair. 
We wo u l d l ike to congratula te you, t h e four i ncoming 
Presidents, as a l so Ambassador Rapacki, fo r organising 
discussions on key issues on the agenda of the 
Conference. You shall hav e ou r full and e arnest 
coope ra t ion. 

I n my sta t emen t today I shall attempt t o provide 
India's assessment of t he present situation in t he fi eld 
of nu c lear dis arma men t and the way a he a d t o accompl ish 
the goal of a nuc l e a r-weapon free world . Thi s is the most 
c ritical and d iffi cu l t issue on the global d i sarmament 
agenda. 

Efforts to address nuclear disarmament began as soon 
as nuc lear weapons were first tested and used . Eve r 
since, the int ernational c ommuni t y has a c corded t he 
highes t priority to the goal of the total e liminatio n of 
nuclear weapons. The very first resolution of t he UN 
General Assembly, Res o lution l(l} of 1946, adopted 
u nanimously , sought the elimination of atomic weapons and 
a ll othe r major weapons adaptable to mass destruction 
from na t i ona l armaments, and the use of atomic energy 
only for peace f u l purposes. 

The Final Document of t he First Spec ial Session of 
the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament in 1 978 
constitutes the b a sic terms of reference of the 
Conference on Dis a rmament. The agenda o f the Conference, 
which we a re i n the proce ss of addressing, derives fr om 
it. The Special Session accorded the highest priority to 
the goal of nuclear disarmament. It outl i ned c on c r e te 
s te ps t o a chieve tha t objective . It affirmed that the 
ultimate goal was the complete elimination of nuclear 
weapons. 

Some five years ago, the unanimously adopted UN 
Millennium Declaration reiterated the commitment of the 
Member States o f the Un i t ed Nati o ns to strive fo r t he 
elimination of weapons o f mass destruction, in particular 
nuclear weapons, a nd t o keep all options open for 
aChieving t hi s aim . 

The objective factors for t he increa s ing 
mili t a r i sation of international relations , a feature of 
the Cold War yea r s , n o longe r exist. Yet, we are very f ar 
from realising the goa l of total e l imination of nuc l ear 
weapons. India welc omes steps taken so f ar by the Russian 
Fede ration and t h e United States to reduce t he i r nuc l ear 



we apons stockpiles , as a l so their me ans o f delivery . 
India a l so welcomes the Russian Federation's willingness 
to cons i der f urther reducing i t s s t o c kpil e s of nuc lear 
weapons to levels lower than those s peci f i ed in the 
Mo s cow Treaty. We hope the proces s o f b ilatera l 
reductions wi l l be f urthe r c onti nued. 

Ind i a shares the be lie f tha t t he very e x i stenc e of 
nuc l e ar we a pons, and of thei r possibl e u se or t h reat o f 
their us e , poses a threa t to human i t y . I n d i a has remaine d 
c ommi t ted to t he g oal of a nuclear -wea pon free world, t o 
be achieved thr oug h global, verifiable and non ­
dis c riminatory nuclear d i sarmament . My delegation 
be l i e v e s that t here is no reason why nuclear weapons too , 
like bio l ogica l we a p ons and chemi c a l wea pons , can not be 
el iminate d . The Conference and i ts p r edecessor body 
successfully ne go t iated c onven t ions to prohibit 
bio l o g ical and c hemical weapons and i t ha s now to f ind 
practic al ways of address in g the issue of nuclear 
disarmame n t i n a comprehensive and non-discriminato r y 
manner. 

Whil e India wil l contin ue t o ma intain a c r edible 
minimum nucle a r deterrent, there i s n o dilution o f 
Ind i a' s commi t ment to n uclear d i sa rmament , "'hich r ema i ns 
a c o re conce r n o f Ind ia's fo reign policy . India cont i nue s 
t o believe that security o f India and that o f the entire 
world would be e n hanced in a world f ree o f nuclear 
weapons . Ou r posi tion i s based on the fa c t that India is 
not see king a nuclea r a rms ra ce with any o t he r nucl e a r 
powe r. Ind ia 's nuclear do c trine is we ll de f ined a nd based 
on a posture of no-fi rs t use and non-use of nuclea r 
weapons against non - nuclea r-weapon Sta t es. Our doctr ine 
a ls o reaffi r ms I ndia' s readine ss to j o in mul t ila te r a l 
n e gotiat i ons for reduction a nd eliminat i on o f nuclear 
we apons. Ind ia has continued to obse r ve a morator ium on 
nucle a r explos ive tests. We a re ready to participate in 
negotiations , in t his Conference, on a non­
d i scriminatory , multilatera l and int ernationa ll y and 
e ff e ctively verifiable tre aty b anning the produ c tion of 
fi s s ile material f or nuc lear we apons o r o ther nuclear 
explosive devices . 

India a t t aches t h e h i ghes t pr i ority t o es t a blishment 
of an Ad- Hoc Commi t tee on Nuclear Disarma me nt . The Group 
o f 21 p r opos e d t his a lmost a decade ago . It sou ght t o 
c ommenc e negot i at i ons on a phased p r ogramme o f nuclear 
d i sarmame n t, fo r t he eventual e limina t ion of n u clea r 
\oIeapons within a spe c ified frame\olork o f t ime. Indi a , 
togethe r with 27 ot her membe r s o f the Gro up, a l so p u t 
f orward a p r op osa l , in August 1 996 , f or a p rogramme of 
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act i on for the e limination o f n ucl e ar wea p ons, as 
contained in docume n t CD 141 9 . 

I ndia's pre ferred pos i ti on has, thus , always be e n 
for negotiations on nuclear disarmament, as c ontain ed in 
d o cume nts CD 157 0 and CD 157 1 . Ne vertheless, India 
decide d t o support the Amorim proposal and t he prop osal 
of the Fi ve Ambassadors, hoping that they c ould b e come a 
basis f or c onsensus on a p rogramme o f work f o r the 
Conference. We recognize tha t g i ven the cu r rent impass e , 
it may be unrealistic to expect con s ensus o n a 
negotiating mandate for the Ad Hoc Committee on nuclear 
disarmament, but a n ything le s s than what is contained in 
t he proposal of Five Amba s sadors wo u ld be unacceptable t o 
u s . 

India's r esolution in the Ge ne r al Assembly on a 
" Convention on the Prohibition of the u s e o f Nuclea r 
Weapons H

, first presented i n 1982, request s the 
Conferenc e on Disarmament to commence negot iations for an 
international c onvention prohibi t ing t he u s e o r thre a t o f 
use of nuc l ea r weap o ns under any circumstances. The 
r e solut ion r eflec ts Indi a's belie f that a mu l tilate r al , 
unive r sa l and bindi ng a greeme nt p rohibiting the use o r 
threat of u se o f nuclear weapons would cont ribute t o the 
mitigatio n of the nuclear threa t as a n impo rtant interim 
measure . It would also help create the c l imate for 
negotiations leading to the elimination o f nuclear 
weapons, thereby strengthenin g inte r national peace and 
s ecurity. 

Pending the t o tal e l imination o f nucl ear weapons , 
India acc ords high priority to the need f or steps to be 
t aken to r e duce the risk of unintentional or acc idental 
use of nuc l ear weapons. The Final Document of SSOD-I had 
recommended that, to ensure t hat mankind's su r viva l was 
not endangered, all States , i n particular nuclear we a pons 
States, should c onsider various propo s al s de signed t o 
secure the avo idance o f the use of nuclear weapons and 
the preve ntion o f nucle ar war. The residual threats of 
accidental and unauthor ized use of nuclear weapons can be 
addressed by moving toward s a p rogressive de-al e rt o f 
n u c lear forces. 

India's resolut i on on "Re du c ing Nu c lear Dange r H
, 

f ir s t presente d in 1 9 98, ma n ifes t s our conv ict i on that 
t he hair-trigger p ostu re o f nucle ar for ces car rie s the 
una c c e ptabl e risk o f unint e n tional or acc idental use of 
nuclear weapons, which wou ld have catastrophi c 
c o ns equences. The danger pos ed by the inc r e a sed risk o f 
nuc l ear weapons o r its c omponents falling i nt o th e h and s 
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of n o n-State acto r s or, in some cases, rogue a c t o rs 
within State structure s, has f u r ther agg r ava t ed exist i ng 
d a ngers . While unil a teral, b i l a te ra l o r plu r i l a t e r a l 
nuclear c onfidenc e building me a s u res are useful, our aim 
should b e to reach in te r national understanding o r 
agreements fo r reducing n uclear d a nger , a s als o the r i sk 
of acci d e ntal nuclear war . 

Any s olut i on t o e n d the i mpa s se i n the Confere nc e on 
i t s programme o f wo r k mus t be r espons i ve to the conce r n s 
o f Membe r States o f t he Con f e rence , big or small, 
deve l oped o r dev eloping, n uclea r-weapon St ate s o r n on­
nuclear-weapo n States, wi th i n o r ou tsid e alli a n ces and 
privileged secu rity re l at i on s hips . It mus t add r e s s the 
security of a ll, f o r no S t a t e can imperi l its s e c urity o r 
all ow o ther Stat es to impo s e thei r will on i t. The way 
out of the current i mpasse is for Sta t e s to agre e t o deal 
with all core issues o n the a genda o f the Conference, as 
in th e Five Ambassador ' s proposal, which we have 
supported . 

The l ack o f con s ensus on d i sarmament and n on ­
p r ol ife ra tion pa r a g r a phs of 2005 Worl d Summit Ou t c ome 
und ersc o re s the fact that , cur ren tly , there are s harp 
d i f ferenc e s among States over t he goals , prio ritie s a nd 
approache s in the field o f d i sarmament. The se d i ffe rences 
cannot be s e t aside or igno red. Such d i fferences can on l y 
be overcome b y ris ing above the pract ice f ollowed in t he 
p a s t cen tury t hat s ough t to perpet uate the as ymme tri c 
advantage o f a handful of countr i es at t he e xpens e o f 
c ol lect i v e globa l s ecurity. Ot he rwise, our i nability to 
deal with t h ese fun d ament al que st i ons wou ld continue to 
frustrate us in va rious disarmame nt forums, whe the r i t is 
the First Commit t ee , t h e Conference on Di sa r mamen t or the 
Di sa rmamen t Commiss i o n . 

A basic problem af fli c t i ng the disarmament 
insti t u tion s and process es i s t he lack of trust among the 
States. This erosion o f tru st f u r t her beg e t s the l ack of 
willingne ss for mutua l accommodation , making progress on 
nuc lea r disarmame nt even more diff i cul t. We bel ieve that 
this lack o f trust also bel ied h ope s f or a n y consensu s on 
d i sa r mame n t a nd non - p r oliferation i s sues at the 2 005 
Wo r ld Summi t . The int e rnat i ona l se cur i t y e n v i ronmen t wil l 
b e a key d e t e rminant i n e nabl i n g rea l i s a t ion o f 
p r ogre ss i ve a nd sys t emic elimina t ion of n uc l e ar wea pon s . 
For any bre akthrough, all States wi l l need t o s incere l y 
eng a ge in e x chang e s on t hei r appr oach e s t o nuclear 
disar mament and unders t and and a c commodate each o t he r ' s 
security c oncerns and threat pe r c ept i ons. Trust c a n onl y 
be res t ore d th rou gh a reaf f i r ma ti on of t he unequivo c a l 
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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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