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Mr. President, 

 

 Thank you for convening this plenary meeting. We also thank the 

distinguished panellists for their contribution and appreciate the support of the 

Secretariat in organizing this meeting. 

 

Mr. President, 

  

 As we are discussing item 2 of the CD‟s agenda titled “Prevention of a 

nuclear war, including all related matters”, my delegation wishes to take this 

opportunity to dwell on the when and what of this agenda item and to outline 

how and why this agenda item remains valid for this Conference.  

 

 I would also touch upon the efforts made by some to artificially transplant 

peripheral, instead of the core items that this body was designed to negotiate. 

 

Mr. President, 

  

 In February 1984, having just being re-designated as the Conference on 

Disarmament from Committee on Disarmament, this body also proceeded to 

bring about a bifurcation of its premier agenda item 2 entitled “Cessation of the 

nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament; prevention of a nuclear war, 

including all related matters”. 

 

 This splitting into two in 1984, to form the then new item 3 was apparently 

in response to the calls made to urgently address the threat of nuclear war within 

the larger security framing of that era. Perhaps it was hoped that some progress 

would be seen on aspects of the broader agenda surrounding nuclear disarmament 

i.e. prevention of a nuclear war. As now and even back then progress on the CD‟s 

raison d‟être was being blocked by a now familiar group of states. 

 

 



 

Mr. President, 

  

 I wish to draw attention to UNIDIR‟s 1991 extensive research entitled 

„nuclear issues on the agenda of the Conference on Disarmament‟, which had the 
following to say about this item. I quote, “agenda item 3 emerged from a debate on the 
legality of the possession and use of nuclear weapons, and on how to control, reduce or 

eliminate these weapons in order to prevent nuclear war … However, the delineation 

between agenda items 2 and 3 of the CD has remained somewhat unclear. Very often, 

similar issues have been discussed under both agenda items. Proposals have been made to 

merge the two items again.” End quote.  

 

 In 1984 the CD also established a contact group which submitted a 

proposal on this agenda item with only one consequential paragraph, and I quote 
“The Conference requests the ad hoc Committee, as a first step, to consider all proposals 
relevant to agenda item, including appropriate and practical measures for the prevention of 

nuclear war. The ad hoc Committee will take into account all existing proposals and future 

initiatives and report on its work to the Conference on Disarmament before the end of its 

1984 session”, end quote.  

 

 Even this seemingly anodyne proposal was shot down by a group of states 

belonging to a military alliance. Their rationale as documented by the CD report 
of the same year, inter alia stated and I quote “the terms in which the agenda item had 

been formulated clearly meant that the prevention of nuclear war could not be dealt with 
separately from the prevention of war itself including conventional war. The issue in their 

view was the problem of how to maintain peace and international security in the nuclear 

age. It was therefore particularly necessary to reflect upon concepts of security and to develop 

the concept of co-operative security as an essential objective of our time”. End quote. 

 

 In fact, some among these very states suggested that an appropriate framing 

of the agenda item would inter alia include: assessment of the risk of an outbreak 

of armed conflict in general and nuclear war in particular; the UN Charter‟s 

prohibition of the threat or use of force; obligation for all States to maintain a 

policy of restraint; military doctrines; security guarantees; regional security 

arrangements; significance of military balance, stability and undiminished security 

of all States; and effectiveness of measures to stop the further development, 

testing, and deployment of certain weapon categories. 

  

Mr. President, 

  

 Over the course of years, other states have also stressed on the need to see 

this particular item in the context of, inter alia, exclusions of use of force, 

avoidance of surprise attack, accidental or unauthorized use, spread of nuclear 

arms to other spheres including outer space, a need for decreasing levels of 

armaments, peaceful settlement of disputes and a larger treaty on prevention of 

war, etc. 

  



 

 Yet, this agenda item, much as its progenitor did not see any progress 

either. In fact, there has been a palpable regression, owing largely to the concerted 

efforts of a few to try and morph the item into cost free measures and illusory 

pursuits that detract from the larger goals of nuclear disarmament and prevention 

of nuclear war. 

 

 It is also clear that some militarily significant states have chosen to set aside 

the fundamental elements of the agenda item to escape scrutiny for non-

compliance with their legal obligations. 

 

Mr. President, 

  

 The notion of prevention of nuclear war, as we can see, is therefore 

grounded in two interconnected streams. The first one is nuclear disarmament as 

a means to achieve the larger objective of preventing a nuclear war. My 

delegation has delved into the salience of nuclear disarmament in detail last week.  

 

 The second aspect is measures to prevent nuclear war until the elimination 

of nuclear weapons. And this brings me to the question of how and why this 

agenda item is relevant not only to the work of this Conference but also in 

achieving the goal of preventing a nuclear war.  

 

 My delegation and indeed others have previously drawn attention to the 

rise in geopolitical tensions, growing strategic asymmetries, the pursuit of absolute 

security and domination by powerful states, the rise in global military 

expenditure, even crossing cold-war levels and the full swing modernization 

programmes of conventional and non-conventional weaponry.  

 

Concurrently, the growing pace of weaponization, integration and 

operationalization of AI, space and cyber technologies is accentuating risks, 

driving arms race and fuelling antagonism among great powers.  

 

 Together, these enhance risks and act as triggers which make nuclear war 

not just science fiction but plausibility.  

  

 These developments add to the urgency of taking up this item with the 

seriousness and focus that it deserves, as these aspects impinge on the prospects of 

preventing a nuclear war, particularly in situations with asymmetry in 

conventional and nuclear capabilities. 

 

Mr. President, 

  

 In this backdrop, it is essential that any serious effort towards preventing a 

nuclear war analyze the actual security conditions prevailing at the global and 

regional levels. The geopolitical environment shaping the security perspectives of 



 

states as well as conflict resolution have to form an important part of the 

conversations.  

  

 It is important to remember that conflicts do not exist because of nuclear 

weapons. While there may be exceptions where a State‟s pursuit of nuclear 

weapons is driven primarily by considerations of status and power, in most cases 

States have been forced to rely on nuclear deterrence in the wake of existential 

threats to security, lingering disputes and power asymmetries. 

 

Mr. President, 

  

 Let me now turn to what this Conference needs to do to avert the risks of a 

nuclear war. 

  

 First, it is paramount that this agenda item is pursued in line with its true 

intent and we discard proposals that are based on narrow national positions to 

limit the item to peripheral considerations and non-proliferation measures alone. 

  

 Second, the deliberations phase of the Conference proceedings must revert 

to the fundamentals i.e. addressing security concerns and threat perceptions – 

covering traditional military, including nuclear as well as non-nuclear, and non-

military threats. And deal with regional asymmetries and destabilizing arms build-

ups both in the strategic and conventional realms. 

 

 Third, reaffirm the effective universal application of the principle of 

refraining from the threat or use of force in international relations to reduce the 

danger of war, in particular nuclear war. 

 

 Fourth, promote commitment to the principle of peaceful settlement of 

disputes, conflict resolution and addressing longstanding disputes to prevent 

development of situations that could lead to dangerous exacerbation in relations 

of states.  

 

 Fifth, examine the nature of security doctrines, both offensive and 

defensive, and their role in strategic stability. States must refrain from adopting 

doctrines and concepts that could endanger international peace, lead to the 

deterioration of the international situation and further intensification of the arms 

race and which are detrimental to the generally recognized necessity of 

international cooperation for disarmament. Military doctrines that envisage the 

preemptory use of force; the preemptive use of nuclear weapons; the resort to 

surprise attacks against other States; fighting a limited conventional war under the 

“nuclear overhang” must be renounced.  

 

 And lastly, address the role of extra-regional players, their geopolitical 

objectives and implications for global and regional strategic stability. 

 



 

Mr. President, 

 

While risk reduction measures and TCBMs have a positive correlation with 

peace and security and we recognize their value, they should neither be used as an 

excuse not to fulfil legal obligations or as a smokescreen to deflect 

commencement of negotiations on nuclear disarmament.  

 

Complete elimination of prospects of nuclear war remain tied to pursuing 

nuclear disarmament, which despite commitments has not seen any multilateral 

progress. Till we reach that stage, work on this agenda item along the lines I have 

outlined above would be key.  

 

By working on these original fundamentals, we can hopefully start moving 

in a direction that would also enable the CD to earnestly pursue the goal of a 

nuclear weapons free world that is achieved in a universal, verifiable, time-bound 

and non-discriminatory manner. 

  

  

 

Mr. President, I thank you. 


