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Switzerland

Regarding draft resolution L.30 entitled “Steps to building a common roadmap
towards a world without nuclear weapons”, we appreciate Japan’s efforts to find
common ground in the wake of the 10th Review Conference on the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT RevCon) and a number of amendments to the
text compared to the version submitted last year. If we voted in favour of the
resolution, we remain concerned by part of its framing, as well as the wording of
certain paragraphs. Some could be read as conditioning the fulfilment of nuclear
disarmament obligation. Others introduce ambiguities, notably pp6, which seem to
suggest that the quantitative and qualitative developments of nuclear arsenals would
not raise concern if done in a transparent manner. We invite its author to reassess
such ambiguities going forward.

Mexico:

We are convinced of the necessity of establishing a roadmap towards a world without
nuclear weapons and maintaining peace through effective multilateralism and the
primacy of international law. Therefore, we agree in general terms with the objective
of draft 1..30. Mexico values this initiative because it seeks to achieve agreement in the
General Assembly on a set of issues of great importance in order to move towards the
goal of achieving a nuclear-weapon-free world. Mexico commends Japan for continuing
to seek paths of convergence, especially in the current critical international context.
For all these reasons, and because of the excellent bilateral relations with Japan,
Mexico supported draft resolution L..30. However, we regret that the draft resolution
once again omits concrete actions on nuclear disarmament, focusing too much on risk
reduction measures, and continues to condition the fulfillment of disarmament
obligations and commitments undertaken by nuclear-weapon States.

These are among the reasons why we could not explicitly support some paragraphs in
the draft. The wording in several paragraphs reinterprets, weakens, or backtracks on
previous agreements undertaken by the Parties to the NPT, especially the obligations
and provisions contained in Article VI of the Treaty, and actions where Nuclear-
Weapons States bear special responsibility. While we notice a slight improvement in
operative paragraph 2, it does not explicitly refer to negative security assurances
(NSAs) and opens the door to assurances for military alliance, to the detriment of one
of the pillars of Nuclear Weapon-Free zones (NWFZs). Mexico will continue to
advocate that NSAs should be the subject of a legally binding instrument, negotiated
in the most appropriate multilateral forum.

Regarding operative paragraph 11, Mexico has supported the denuclearization of the
Korean Peninsula as set out in Security Council resolutions. However, we must be
clear in our opposition to the use of the term "status" in this year's text. Mexico rejects
the 1dea that nuclear weapons grant a special status to countries simply for possessing
them. The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) does not establish any status or
category, and therefore the use of this word is contrary in legal - and political - terms
to the NPT. We express our willingness to continue dialoguing with the authors of this
resolution, to strengthen the regime established by the NPT, through the
implementation of all obligations and commitments, by all parties to the NPT, starting
with the Nuclear-Weapon States, without any conditions. Thank you.



Arab Republic of Egypt

Mzr. Chairperson,

1- My delegation wishes to explain its vote before the vote on draft resolution L.30
entitled “Steps to building a common roadmap towards a world without nuclear
weapons”, as presented by its main sponsor Japan.

2- I need to underline at the outset our traditional positive engagement with our
friends and partners, Japan. Japan with its most compelling history, as the only victim
of the use of nuclear weapons, is in an outstandingly qualified position to carry the
torch and lead global efforts towards a world free of nuclear weapons.

3- While we take note the good intentions on the side of the main sponsor, very
regretfully this draft resolution continues to be challenging to this delegation and
several other delegations under the roof of this chamber. Albeit the severe
disagreements around last year's text, this year's draft resolution brings additional
levels of complexities. Mr. Chairperson,

4- Since it 1s extremely difficult to touch on each and every paragraph and language
that we disagree with across this lengthy and substantively dense text, we will do our
utmost to summarize our reservations and concerns in the following:

5- First: Once again we are not in a position to support any language which can be
perceived as dilution or backtracking of responsibilities of Nuclear Weapon States and
their existing legal obligations and political and moral commitments to eliminate their
nuclear arsenals. Examples are: pp4, ppl5, opl and op8.

6- Second: Egypt is and will continue to be a fierce defender of the quest to preserve
the integrity and credibility of the Non-Nuclear Weapons Proliferation Treaty NPT,
and the quest to achieve its universality as a matter of urgency. As the cornerstone of
nuclear disarmament and nonproliferation regime, the essence of the NPT bases itself
on the balance between the three pillars of nuclear disarmament, non-proliferation
and facilitation of peaceful uses of nuclear energy without discrimination. These
pillars are interrelated and mutually reinforcing, and must be implemented in a
comprehensive and balanced manner. Some paragraphs of this draft resolution fail to
capture this crucial balance or arbitrarily addresses issues of nuclear safety and
security. Case in point are: pp3, pp20 and op10.

7- Third: The language of PP12 on new nuclear weapons free zones does not reflect the
most commonly used expressions in this regard. This Committee should be
encouraging new nuclear weapons free zone where they do not exist, not where
appropriate. The language in PP14 on the Nuclear Weapon Free Zone in the Middle
East, should have certainly been stronger and matching the ambition by dozens of
NPT review and UN outcomes.

8- Fourth: We are also concerned with paragraphs that either endorse procedural or
institutional un-agreed practices, or insensitively mix ideas in an incoherent manner. I
am referring to pp5, pp6, pp7, ppl0, op4, op5, and op7.

9- In summary we are occupied that the consistent growing divergence of views
around this text can undermine the objective of the total elimination of nuclear



weapons, and can complicate the preparatory process of the upcoming review of the
NPT. A meaningful outcome of the next NPT review conference is an absolute must.

10- For these reasons, Egypt will, once again, abstain on draft resolution L.30, and
will abstain and vote against a handful of its paragraphs subject to separate vote. Our
sincere wish, that this would be the last time we are compelled to be in this position,
and that next year brings a fresh start. Thank you.

Regarding draft resolution L.30 entitled “Steps to building a common roadmap
towards a world without nuclear weapons”, we appreciate Japan’s efforts to find
common ground in the wake of the 10th Review Conference on the Treaty on the Non-
Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT RevCon) and a number of amendments to the
text compared to the version submitted last year. If we voted in favour of the
resolution, we remain concerned by part of its framing, as well as the wording of
certain paragraphs. Some could be read as conditioning the fulfilment of nuclear
disarmament obligation. Others introduce ambiguities, notably pp6, which seem to
suggest that the quantitative and qualitative developments of nuclear arsenals would
not raise concern if done in a transparent manner. We invite its author to reassess
such ambiguities going forward.

South Africa:

Chairperson, I take the floor in explanation of vote on draft resolution L.30 entitled
“Steps to building a common roadmap towards a world without nuclear weapons.”
Chairperson, The NPT remains the cornerstone of the global nuclear disarmament
and nonproliferation architecture, and the framework for international cooperation in
sharing the benefits of the peaceful uses of nuclear energy, science, and technology.
The key to the future, strength, credibility and vitality of the NPT rests on the
fundamental bargain across its three mutually reinforcing pillars, which must be
recognized and upheld. The current framing of the proposed resolution L.30 relegates
the fundamental pillar of nuclear disarmament while attempting to renege on the
grand bargain itself. This poses a significant threat that is slowly but surely
destroying the Treaty’s integrity, while it suffers from consecutive failures of Review
Conferences. South Africa is concerned that the draft resolution, in a number of key
paragraphs, conspicuously and deliberately omits the obligations of nuclear-weapon
States related to their unequivocal undertakings to disarm while reinforcing
conditionalities for nuclear disarmament.

Chairperson, In essence, the proposed resolution uses unbalanced and incorrect
citation of agreed NPT language that creates distance between nuclear disarmament
commitments and ever reaching a world without nuclear weapons. It tries to make
retaining nuclear weapons more palatable by reducing the risk of keeping,
maintaining and modernizing them. It still maintains levels of qualifications on
security assurances to non-nuclear-weapon States in the context of nuclear-weapon-
free zones, while favouring security assurances and commitments construed in favour
of nuclear alliances and extended nuclear security guarantees.

Chairperson, We have taken note of the efforts of the delegation of Japan to adjust
this resolution since last year. However, this effort was very limited and did not take
into account almost all proposals made during informal consultations. However, this
has resulted in a number of inconsistencies, the inclusion of language that we are not



accustomed to, and consequently would create more of a challenge than assist us in
taking forward the work on nuclear disarmament. Given the catastrophic impact of
the testing, use and threat of use of nuclear weapons, there is only one step that is
required on nuclear disarmament, and that is urgent actions with clearly defined
benchmarks and timelines.

Chairperson, If this is the basis on which to move towards the next Review
Conference of the NPT, it does not bode well for the future of the Treaty and calls into
question the credibility of its indefinite extension. It is for this reason, and in order to
defend the nuclear taboo that has been eroded by more and more States becoming part
of extended nuclear security guarantees and buying into the deterrence doctrine, that
South Africa is voting against this resolution and key paragraphs contained therein. I
thank you.



