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1. I ndia wel cones this opportunity provided in the D sarnmanment Commi ssion to
review the Declaration of the 1990s as the Third D sarmanent Decade. This is in
accord with General Assenbly resolution 49/75 B, wherein the D sarmanent

Conmi ssi on has been requested at its current session to nmake a prelimnary
assessnment of the declaration as well as suggestions that may be put forward to
ensure appropriate progress. The halfway mark in the Decade is indeed an
appropriate time to exanm ne how much of the task has been acconplished and what
remai ns undone.

2. The Third D sarmanent Decade set for itself the goal, first and forenost,
to continue seeking urgently early reductions in, and eventual elimnation of,
nucl ear weapons. This is, in our view, an issue of the highest priority in the
field of disarnmanent for the international comunity today. As the Genera
Assenbly stated in the Programe of Action of the Final Docunment of the Tenth

Speci al Session of the General Assenbly (resolution S-10/2, sect.lll, para. 47):
"Nucl ear weapons pose the greatest danger to mankind and to the survival of
civilization. 1t is essential to halt and reverse the nuclear arns race in all

its aspects in order to avert the danger of war involving nuclear weapons. The
ultimate goal in this context is the conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons"

It is this recognition of the danger of nucl ear weapons and of the ultimte goa
in this regard that nust govern the assessnent of the Declaration of the 1990s
as the Third Di sarmanment Decade

3. The post-cold war years have regi stered sone progress in nuclear arns
control. The START | and START Il treaties between the United States of Anerica
and the Russian Federation are conmendabl e achi evenents of arnms control that
woul d ultimately reduce the depl oyed strategi c nuclear warheads to between 3, 000
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and 3,500 by the year 2003 on the part of each of the parties. Al so encouraging
are the unilateral declarations of withdrawal of tactical nuclear weapons from
nucl ear arsenals and agreenents for detargeting strategic nuclear nmissiles. The
Conference on Di sarnmanent has been engaged in serious negotiations on a
conprehensi ve test-ban treaty with the adoption of a negotiating mandate since
January 1994. Consensus has al so been reached on the formati on of an ad hoc
comittee to negotiate a ban on the production of fissile material for nuclear
weapons and ot her nucl ear expl osive devices. Another nmajor achi evenent in the
area of weapons of nmass destruction was the signature in 1993 of the Chenica
Weapons Convention which now awaits entry into force. Efforts have al so been
initiated for finding appropriate ways and neans of strengthening the Biol ogica
Weapons Conventi on.

4. These devel opnents shoul d be seen as harbi ngers of hope but should not [ul
the international community into conplacency. Despite START | and START |I, the
international security situation remains unstable as the nucl ear weapons | eft
with the United States and the Russian Federation, even after the reductions,
will be enough to destroy the world many tines over. The agreenments al so do not
prohi bit the nmobdernization of nuclear weapons, thus allowing a conpensation by
quality for the reduction in quantity of deployed weapons. It is recognized
that the withdrawal of strategic range warheads and m ssiles from operationa
deploynent is an inportant step for reducing the risks of a nuclear surprise
attack. But the possibility of storage and reuse of warheads and m ssiles

wi t hdrawn from operational depl oynent undermines the irreversibility of the
START process. Similarly, part of the tactical nuclear weapons unilaterally

wi t hdrawn fromthe nuclear arsenals of the United States of Anerica and the
former Soviet Union would be stored and not destroyed. It nust also be
remenbered that the START agreenents are between two of the nuclear Powers only
and do not include any reductions by the other three nuclear Powers.

5. Though there is an increasing recognition of the final goal of conplete
elimnation of nuclear weapons, the international community is yet to nove
i nexorably and irreversibly towards this goal. This is the |ogical conclusion

fromthe fact that the post-START scenario has yet to be defined in terns of
further reductions by the United States and the Russian Federation and simlar
action by the other three nuclear Powers. There is continued dependence on

nucl ear weapons as instruments of international terror, continued qualitative

i mprovenents in nucl ear weapons and depl oynent of higher capability systens.
Security doctrines have al so not given up the idea of nuclear deterrence but
have noved on to newer nuances |i ke mnimum deterrence and nutual assured
safety. These doctrines are being used to justify retention and possible use of
nucl ear weapons. The end of the cold war and the enmergence of an increasingly

i nt erdependent world |inked by the inperatives of econony and technol ogy shatter
the logic of any justification of the doctrine of nuclear deterrence as had been
put forward even by its proponents in the precedi ng decades.

6. The argunments agai nst the theory of nuclear deterrence are even nore valid
in today's changed circunstances than ever before. The ultimte argunent

agai nst nuclear deterrence is the nature of the nuclear weapon itself, its
potential for mass annihilation and its |ack of proportion to any security
threat or mlitary objective. Nuclear weapons are norally indefensible as they
hold not only military targets but mllions of innocent citizens as hostages.
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Establ i shed | aws of armed conflict regulate the use of conventional weapons

whi ch may cause unnecessary excessive suffering. It is universally recognized
t hat weapons shoul d be used only against mlitary targets and that citizens and
property of neutral countries should not be harmed. Wile |aws have been
established to regulate the use of a bullet or a torpedo or a mne or poisonous
gas, none have been devel oped explicitly covering nucl ear weapons. There is no
justification for this glaring |lacuna, for nucl ear weapons, by their very
nature, are infinitely nore devastating than conventional weapons. Today nore
energy can be rel eased in one mcro-second fromone nucl ear weapon than that

rel eased fromall conventional weapons in all wars throughout history. In the
interests of humanity therefore, the same |ogic nust apply to the enornous
danger of nucl ear weapons. The indiscrimnate nature of nucl ear weapons nakes
no distinction between military or non-military objectives, conbatants or

non-conbatants. It is inpossible to confine the effects of nuclear weapons to
territories of States at war. Further, the radiation effects and danmage to the
envi ronnent woul d be severe and wi despread. |t is obvious that use of these

weapons goes agai nst the cunul atively accepted principles of armed conflict,

| aws of humanity and the guidelines of public conscience and constitutes a
violation of the Charter of the United Nations and a crinme against hunmanity.
That is the reason why the General Assenbly, in its resolution 1653 (XVI)
adopted as far back as 1961, proclainmed the use of nucl ear weapons "a crinme

agai nst mankind and civilization" and contrary to the spirit, letter and ainms of
the Charter of the United Nations. These considerations must govern our
attitude to nuclear deterrence because of any State that relies on this doctrine
nmust ultimately be prepared to enploy these weapons. |In this context, we

wel cone the adoption of CGeneral Assenbly resolution 49/75 K, sponsored by the
States nenbers of the Moverment of Non-Aligned Countries, on the request to the
International Court of Justice for an advisory opinion on whether the use of
nucl ear weapons by a State in war or other arned conflict would be a breach of
its obligations under international |aw.

7. There are other cogent reasons why there is the inperative need to search
and find lasting and credible alternatives to nuclear deterrence. One of the
nost inmportant argunents is the present unpredictability of nuclear comrand and
control arrangenents. Despite the provision of hotlines and protection agai nst
limted strikes, reports continue to appear about the possibility of errors both
in human judgenent and in conputer judgenent. As the lethality of the arsenals
has grown, such a situation has becone even nore untenable. The recent

revel ations about trade in fissile materials and | eakages have further brought
to light the dangers of nuclear terrorismas well as proliferation

8. Furt hernore, nucl ear weapons do not provide an answer to the problens that
beset the world today - the problens of economc crises, of ethnic conflicts, of
countries and societies in transition. The presence of nuclear weapons in
countries that al so possess |arge conventional forces would indicate that
mlitary establishments | ook upon nucl ear weapons nore as a currency of power.
As long as this mindset continues, these countries will find it difficult to
give up their addiction. Continued possession of nuclear weapons only increases
the chances of proliferation and hence the chance of a real security threat to

t he nucl ear-weapon States. By denying thensel ves the weapons, these States
woul d al so automatically deny themto woul d-be opponents. On the other hand, by
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retai ning these weapons, at a time when there is no justification whatsoever to
do so, the nucl ear-weapon States will only legitimze them

9. It is clear that, as long as there is an adherence to security doctrines
justifying perpetuation of nuclear weapons, a nucl ear-weapon-free world remains
a distant dream This nust be recogni zed as an inportant but sobering thought
in our assessnment of this Decade, despite the significant achievenents that the
international community has to its credit.

10. The only neaningful alternative is the eventual elimnation of nuclear
weapons. The nost propitious tinme to undertake this task is now. The end of
the second m || ennium has brought about a uni que w ndow of opportunity that
manki nd can afford to miss only at its own peril. There is no guarantee that,

if this opportunity is mssed, a simlar one with such favourable historical and
political circunmstances will arise again in the future. The renmaining part of

t he Decade must be devoted to concentrating the attention and efforts of the
international community on the ultimate goal of conplete elimnation of nuclear
weapons as only this would provide the real effective guarantee against the
danger of nucl ear war.

11. It is recognized that conplete elimnation cannot take place overnight. A
phased programre woul d have to be adopted that would lead to the ultinmate goal
but the first step and perhaps the nost inportant step woul d be an internationa
commtnment to this goal which recognizes the irrel evance of nucl ear weapons and
attendant security doctrines. One argunent against the elimnation of nuclear
weapons has been that they cannot be disinvented. Speaking at the third special
session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent, forner Prime M nister of
India, M. Rajiv Gandhi, underlined the need for elimnation when he said:

"The chanpi ons of nucl ear deterrence argue that nucl ear weapons have
been i nvented and, therefore, cannot be elimnated. W do not agree. W
have an international convention elimnating biological weapons by
prohibiting their use in war. W are working on simlarly elimnating
chem cal weapons. There is no reason in principle why nucl ear weapons too
cannot be so elimnated. Al it requires is the affirmation of certain
basi c noral values and the assertion of the required political wll,
under pi nned by treaties and institutions which ensure agai nst nucl ear
del i nquency".

Thi s statenent has been vindi cated by successful conclusion of the Chem ca
Weapons Conventi on.

12. The action plan submtted by India to the third special session of the
General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent in 1988 outlined a stage-w se

net hodol ogy | eadi ng towards conplete elimnation of nuclear weapons and the

buil ding of a new world order based not on militarization and threat but on
scrupul ous adherence to the principles of coexistence and the Charter of the
United Nations. The plan calls upon the international conmunity to negotiate a
bi nding commitnment to general and conplete disarmanment. This comm tnment nust be
total and without reservation. Besides the centrepiece of nuclear disarmanent,
the plan envi sages col | ateral and ot her neasures, including steps for precluding
t he devel opment of new weapon systens and the reducti on of conventional arns and
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forces to mininumdefensive levels. It is obvious that the logic of the action
plan is in keeping with the general direction of the disarmanent agenda today.

13. Once there is an international commtment to the elimnation of nuclear
weapons, it would be necessary to have a nultilaterally negotiated treaty to
give effect to this commtment.

14. As interimnmeasures to facilitate the goal of the elimnation of nuclear
weapons, the international commnity should undertake the necessary nmeasures to
acconplish the foll ow ng:

(a) Early and successful conclusion to the negotiations on the
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty;

(b) Early start to the negotiations in the Conference on D sarnmanent on
the Convention to Prohibit the Production of Fissile Material for Nuclear
Weapons and O her Nucl ear Expl osi ve Devi ces;

(c) Provision of negative security assurances by the nucl ear-weapon States
to all non-nucl ear-weapon States agai nst the use or threat of use of nuclear
weapons in a nultilaterally negotiated and | egally binding form

(d) Conclusion of a convention to outlaw the use or threat of use of
nucl ear weapons pending their elimnation. India has been consistently calling,
t hrough a | ongstandi ng resolution at the General Assenbly, for a convention on
the prohibition of use or threat to use nuclear weapons. The draft convention
submtted with the resolution calls on States parties to undertake not to use
nucl ear weapons under any circunstances. Such a convention would be open to al
States parties and would be of indefinite duration. The renmining years of the
Third Di sarmanent Decade should be utilized by the international community to
devel op consensus on this proposed convention

(e) Qualitative disarmanent neasures that prevent the use of new
t echnol ogi es for upgradi ng existing nucl ear weapons syst ens;

(f) Measures to ensure transfer of technology for peaceful purposes. In
this context, it nmust be ensured that export controls undertaken in the name of
non-proliferation do not become instrunents for preventing the technol ogica
devel opnent of the devel opi ng countri es.

15. The present worki ng paper has concentrated only on the nuclear goals of the
decl aration of the 1990s at the Third D sarmanment Decade. There are other

i nportant di sarmanment goal s that must al so be addressed by the internationa
comunity so that the nmomentumin arnms control and di sarnmanent that has been
gained in recent years can be driven hone to advantage. It is with this belief
that India took the initiative through a resolution sponsored by the States
nenbers of the Mouwvenent of Non-Aligned Countries at the forty-ninth session of
the General Assenbly in 1994 calling for the fourth special session of the
General Assenbly devoted to disarmanent. Resolution 49/75 | was adopted by
consensus. India believes that the fourth special session devoted to

di sarmanent shoul d be held no later than 1997 to take full advantage of the

uni que wi ndow of opportunity that has been presented to nankind after recent
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positive changes in the international |andscape and the rel axation of globa

tensions and to put into place priorities and decisions which nust be taken by
the international comrunity.



