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Thank you. The UK aligns itself with the statement made earlier during this cluster on behalf of the EU and its

Member States,

Mr Chairman

The UN's First Special Session on Disarmament in 1978 created the UN's Disarmament Machinery and

established the linkages between the UN General Assembly - through this First Committee, the UN

Disarmament Commission, and the Conference on Disarmament. The final document of that session also made

clear that disarmament is the responsibility of all states. The UN's disarmament machinery was the product of

a shared determination to work collectively towards disarmament in its fullest sense. We need to work

together - not against each other- to ensure that the machinery maintains its relevance.

We have seen several new resolutions tabled here at First Committee, claiming to be efforts to revitalise the

disarmament machinery fora. We are saddened however that the authors of the new resolutions made no

attempt to negotiate them and accommodate those with differing concerns. Tabling resolutions with a take it

or leave it message is not an inclusive approach and sets a worrying trend that the only views that will be

accepted are the authors' views. We do not believe this approach will prove fruitful in the long run, and we

very much hope that all states can rekindle the spirit of collaboration as we markthe 70th anniversary of the

UN's formation. Over the years we have demonstrated that when we work together collectively, we can take

make the greatest advances towards achieving our shared goals.

The UK has, for example, made clear its views on the humanitarian consequences of nuclear weapons. This is

not a debate we shy away from. We engaged in last year's conference in Vienna where a broad range of views

was expressed by participants. But we are one of the many states who felt that their views were not captured

adequately in the Chair's summary last December.

The Conference on Disarmament is the main negotiating forum of the UN Disarmament Machinery. It has an

agenda which allows the concerns of all participating states to be addressed. It includes all of the nuclear

weapon possessing states. It has a rule of consensus which should reassure states that they can enter into

negotiations where the issue is ripe, safe in the knowledge that ultimately they can act to ensure that

legitimate national security interests are protected. If there are to be meaningful multilateral negotiations on

nuclear disarmament, it is in the CD that they will take place.

Some States are calling for more discussion forums when we already have three weeks timetabled each year

into the disarmament calendar at the UN Disarmament Commission. We were disappointed that at the UNDC

in April members did not seize the opportunity of the start of a new three-year cycle to revitalise the agenda.

We run the risk of seeing a repeated three-year cycle with an agenda that has become too politicised at the

loss of practical outcomes. As a discussion forum the UNDC has a truly global membership; we therefore



should make better use of it for the purpose it was established - discussing issues, finding common ground,

and making recommendations to the First Committee. Efforts, supported by the UK, to make modest reforms

to the Disarmament Commission by very slightly expanding its agenda, were rejected.

With the Disarmament Commission prevented from being a discursive forum, it is not surprising that

discussions have moved to the Conference on Disarmament.

The UK was pleased to co-ordinate for the second year running structured informal discussions on the

Prevention of An Arms Race in Outer Space, an item that could and should have been added to the

Disarmament Commission's agenda. It is our belief that those discussions were valuable in identifying areas of

common ground as well as differences of opinion. Furthermore, we believe those discussions should continue

- and in the Conference on Disarmament, if they cannot take place at the Disarmament Commission.

We should all do everything we can to ensure the relevance of the Conference on Disarmament, as it is at the

heart of our multilateral approach to disarmament issues. We welcome the work of the FMCT Group of

Governmental Experts and its report. We call again on all members of the Conference on Disarmament to

engage in a constructive manner across the various regional and other groups. We need to make a concerted

effort to build an understanding on the key issues, including making progress towards a verifiable and

internationally acceptable FMCT, negotiated on the basis of CD document 1299 and the mandate contained

therein.

Mr Chairman,

As we have said in our statements in earlier clusters, the UK remains ready and willing to work patiently and

methodically to build trust between all states. We hope that others show a similar willingness to engage

constructively and collaboratively and put behind us the discordant and polarising approach we have noted

here. Only then can we regain the sense of shared endeavour that established the disarmament machinery.


