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The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | declare open the

745t h plenary neeting of the Conference on Disarmanent. The list of speakers
for today includes the distinguished representatives of Seychelles, Chile,
Bangl adesh, Cuba, Iran and Turkey. | now call on the distinguished
representative of Seychelles, M. I|seux.

M. ISEUX (Seychelles): Sir, since it is the first time that | take the
floor for a general statenent, allow nme to congratul ate you on your assunption
of the office of President of the Conference on Disarmanent at this crucia
juncture of its efforts to conplete a good CIBT. Allow ne again to thank
representatives for accepting the Republic of Seychelles' participation as
observer in the work of the Conference. W are living a significant page
of history. The |ast debates prove that the Conference on Di sar nanent
constitutes the first real strategic forumafter the deni se of the
Soviet Union: a sort of mcrocosmof what mght happen in the future in the
field of military strategy. Wat is being decided here will be decisive for
generations to conme. W have not to nmiss this incredible opportunity to pave
the way for a better world.

I wish to take this opportunity to informthe Conference of the officia
reasons for the Republic of Seychelles to participate in the work of this
assenbly. | shall read a letter witten by the Seychelles M nister of
Foreign Affairs and addressed to the forner President of the Conference
on Di sar manent :

"The Republic of Seychelles, though not a nmenber of the Conference
on Di sarmanent has been following with nuch interest the evolution of
the situation. W have noted that in all l|ikelihood the conprehensive
test-ban treaty will be signed later. Indeed, all signs seemto point
in that direction.

It isinthis context that we would like to propose a site in
Seychelles for the (international) nonitoring systeminvolving a seisnic
(station) for the detection of nuclear detonations. (...) The position
of Seychelles is ideal for such a site (in the Indian Ccean) as can
attest international experts participating in the conference (our station
al ready participated in the GSETT-3 experinments).

We do understand that the Ad Hoc Conmittee has already made its
sel ection of sites for seismc stations. Qur proposal, however, could
still be considered within the franework of the Preparatory Conm ssion.

(...)

Above all, the CGovernnent of Seychelles |ooks forward to playing
its role in the search for world peace, and will contribute to this noble
i deal by whichever way it can. (...)"

In ny capacity as the new pernmanent representative and forner nucl ear
scientist, allow ne also to give an assurance that | am doing ny best to make
the nost positive possible contribution to the progress of the Conference. |
cane late, but with fresh and objective eyes which can be crucial, especially
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inthe latter stage of a difficult negotiation. As observer in the
Conf erence, and because of our neutrality, we can play an inportant role as

nmedi at or "behind the scenes”. For historical reasons we are in an idea
position to effectively negotiate with Asian countries and within the
Indian Ccean rimconmunity. In the future we intend to actively participate

in the Preparatory Commi ssion and the CTBT Organization in Vienna. On

11 April 1996, Africa signed the Pelindaba Treaty in Cairo. The Seychelles
supported this treaty and therefore de facto supports the work of the
Conference on Disarmanment in Geneva. But, | feel it is also fair to recognize
that certain countries have sufficient legitimte reasons to worry. Wthout
touching the draft of the CIBT, it would be wise to give sone sort of agenda
for the effective inplenmentation of the CTBT and the organization of neasures
to stop any qualitative inprovenment of nuclear weapons (a tinetable, for
exanpl e, subject to renegotiation in Vienna). The ideal would be that the
participating nuclear States give a solemn declaration not to engage in any
further qualitative nuclear tests either by sinulation or by other techniques.

| also wish to take this opportunity to raise a nore personal viewpoint.
I amsurprised to note that the CIBT does not appear to be an act of nucl ear
di sarmanent, but nore an act to secure existing nuclear armanent. Therefore,
di sar manent beconmes a question of honour. In this situation, there is no
ground for healthy negotiations at the present stage. The CTBT should give
birth to an organi zati on, not a select club of five nuclear States who already
appear to be the five major conventional arns-exporting countries.

By far the youngest permanent representative here, | feel truly conmtted
to the I ong-termconcept of disarmanent. And | also feel that a step-by-step
approach to di sarmanment is necessary. | sonetines wonder if the

post - second-wor | d-war Powers are not trying to postpone the inevitable outcone
of the post-cold-war transition period: nanely a refusal to acknow edge the
new i nternational order, with Asia on one side and the Atlantic on the other
In this franmework, the disagreenents over disarmanment are fundanmental and
bypass the very subject of the Conference. Wth the countries presently
opposing the treaty we can clearly see the energence of a new form of
non-alignment. To conclude: either a linmted consensus and a confirnmation of
the past, or a conprehensive agreenent and a treaty worth for ever. Today is
t he i ndependence day of a noble and beautiful country; please let's make sure
that tonorrow remains as peaceful as today.

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spani sh: | thank the distinguished
representative of Seychelles for his statenent and for his kind words. |
now call on the distinguished representative of Chile, Anbassador Begufio.

M. BEGUNO (Chile) (translated from Spanish): M. President, allow ne to
express ny del egation's great pleasure and ny personal satisfaction at your
skil ful conduct of our discussions and to reassure you of my appreciation and
willingness to cooperate with you

I would like to refer to sonme of the factors contributing to the
uncertainty surrounding the outconme of the consultations that have been goi ng
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on in the search for the consensus necessary for sending the draft CTBT from
the Conference on Disarmanment to the United Nations General Assembly. It is
absol utely essential that this objective be attained in a proper and tinely
manner. The raison d' étre of the Conference on Disarmanent, its politica
credibility, its institutionality and its connection with the corpus of
questions relating to disarmanment as well as with the United Nations system
woul d be jeopardized if we proved incapable of acting. It is inperative that
the Conference finds the neans to enable the fruit of its |abours to be

exam ned by the Assenbly. The basic prem se on which an agreenent can be
built is the interest of each and every one of the nmenbers of the Conference
on Di sarmanent in preserving, strengthening and inproving this single

mul til ateral disarmanent negotiating forum

Today as before we consider nuclear tests as acts inconpatible with
international |law and we therefore call for their imedi ate cessation.
The testing of a weapon whose use or the threat of whose use is, as the
International Court of Justice recently declared, unlawful cannot be
justified in any circunstances. It is, as the Anbassador of Mexico to the
United Nations at New York has said, regrettable that the Court did not pursue
its argunent to its logical conclusion

Qur point of departure is the source of the obligation. For Chile, the
Antarctic Treaty and the Treaty for the Prohibition of Nuclear Wapons in
Latin Anerica constitute the treaty source. The signing of the conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty will merely add the obligation in the second paragraph
of article | not to cause, encourage or participate in any test in
non-jurisdictional areas. Nevertheless we consider that this obligation
already exists, and for the entire international comunity, as a rule of
customary international |aw

To allude to guiding principles is not to detract fromthe inportance
of an instrument whose political and technical nachinery will help the whole
i nternational community to assune responsibility for and vigilance over its
rules. The shortcomings that exist in the non-proliferation regine will be
remedi ed through a fair, equitable and effective procedure. The Copernican
revolution initiated by the Chem cal Wapons Convention will gain strength.
The cause of disarmanment will have gained the inpetus to be able to nove to
a higher stage. To advance in a conmon direction, to have the feeling that
beyond our legitimate differences we are anchored in the sanme belief, to
| eave behind once and for all an era of sterile imobility, these are noble
aspirations that we nust not give up. Wat is at stake now is not the CIBT as
such, despite the years the concept has been ripening, but the very future of
i nternational disarmanent negotiations, which can only prosper in a clinmate of
mut ual trust.

The Governnment of Chile is prepared to participate in the treaty with a
network of stations to nonitor the huge Pacific-Antarctic sector that lies
off Chile's coasts. |n enphasizing our unlinited support for the total
elimnation of nuclear weapons, we cannot fail to nmention our disappointnment
at some of the shortcom ngs of the result of the negotiations. W think that,
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whil e perfecting the texts nmay not be feasible, there can and nust be nore
clarity through conpl enentary understandi ngs that will strengthen the basic
obligations of the treaty at their roots.

Conment s have been made concerning article XIV of the draft; their
significance should be made clear so as to narrow our differences. Attention
has been drawn to the risk of not getting all the required ratifications and
it has been said that sovereign States cannot be obliged to participate
actively in an agreenent whose ternms do not satisfy themfully. The absence
of full consensus highlights the unfulfilled aspects of our task, but it does
not invalidate the essential purpose, because no State can oppose the ai m of
a universal treaty. The time-franes envisaged for entry into force are
excessively long and neans will have to be found to reinforce the obligation
of all States not to infringe the treaty's purpose of conplete prohibition at
any tine between now and the date of full entry into force. The regime for
entry into force should be linked to express rules for the interimperiod.
Austria has advocated provisional application and Chile has asked for the
i ncorporation in the text of the noratoriumthat we supported in the
Ceneral Assenbly and which has now been accepted by the five nucl ear-weapon
States. W hope that these States will in due course formulate a specific
and cl ear statenent concerning their intentions with regard to signature and
ratification. W propose that all States that are in a position to do so
shoul d declare their willingness to respect the basic obligations of article
of the future treaty fromthe very signing of the instrument.

Article I X nerely reproduces the inperfect |anguage of previous treaties.
W hope that the inprecision in the drafting will be overcone by the
application in good faith of this article so that it will becone firmy
established in people's mnds that the treaty is not only permanent and
i ndefinite but cannot be suspended at any point in tinme or in any
circunstances. Simlarly, our understanding is that a State that exercises
its right to withdraw fromthe treaty will not thereby dimnish the
obligations acquired pursuant to other treaties, in particular the obligations
i nposed by the Partial Test Ban Treaty, and that the Executive Council of the
Organi zation will be conpetent to ask for the convening of a special session
of the Conference if it thinks that the withdrawal of a State party affects
the operation of the treaty.

Above and beyond the questions of interpretation, there is the question
of the suitability of the contents of the preanble, which exhorts us to pursue
systemati c and progressive efforts with the ultimte goal of elimnating
nucl ear weapons and bringi ng about general and conplete disarmanent. |f some
peopl e are not unreasonably of the view that such provisions could be nore
explicit and others think that the text reflects a fair bal ance between
opposi ng views, would it not be nore productive to concentrate the attention
of the Conference on D sarmanent on the action that we mnmust necessarily take
to be true to the intentions expressed in the preanble that we have been able
to agree upon as a m ni mum consensus?

The di stingui shed Anbassador of Egypt has introduced a docunent that sets
forth a progranme of action for the elimination of nuclear weapons. This
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exercise is at the point of convergence of other inportant internationa
efforts. On the anniversary of the tragedy of H roshim, the M nister of
Foreign Affairs of Chile said that the best conmenoration of that tragic event
woul d be progress towards the total banning of nuclear weapons. Foll ow ng
the publication of the report of the United States Stinson Centre entitled
"An evolving United States nucl ear posture", that Centre's President spoke at
the Hiroshi ma conference of a gradual approach to the reduction of nuclear
arsenal s. The Canberra Comm ssion after holding its |last working session in
Geneva has subnitted to the Prine Mnister of Australia reconmendations for a
series of imrediate and realistic nmeasures and subsequent measures to pronote
progress towards a world free from nucl ear weapons and threats. These and
other relevant initiatives could enrich and inprove the procedure outlined

in the docunent subnmitted to the Conference on Disarnanment. The el enents,
time-frames, categories, sequences and tinme-lints m ght be questioned.
Certainly there are actions that can only be undertaken by particul ar States
unilaterally, bilaterally or regionally. To include themin the list of
actions to be carried out, as has been done in the 28-country docunent and in
the report of the Canberra Commi ssion, does not inply any preconception as to
the tineliness, enphasis or scope of these actions. Wat is inportant is
that, pursuant to the understandings enshrined in the preanble of the future
treaty, the activities of all interested States should contribute to the
conmon endeavour, the systematic and progressive process that will |ead

to nucl ear di sarmanent.

This profound comritnment to a systematic and progressive process entails
giving thought to the suitability of the chosen instrument, the nultilatera
forumthat the Conference on Disarnmanent clainms to be; to its stil
out st andi ng expansi on pursuant to the General Assenbly resolution; to its
agenda which, despite the efforts of the Anbassador of Algeria, has yet to be
established; to its methods of work, and to a matter to be discussed at the
fourth special session of the General Assenbly devoted to disarmanment, its
pl ace on the gl obal disarmanment scene. In considering what decision to adopt
concerning the transm ssion of the test-ban treaty to the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly we shall be opting for a denonstration of faith in the future
of this Conference on Disarmanent or contributing to the abdication, with very
di re consequences, of its duties.

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
Anmbassador of Chile for his statenent and for his kind words to the Chair.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Bangl adesh,
Anbassador Hashi m

M. HASHI M (Bangl adesh): M. President, taking the floor toward the
cl ose of your termof office, | would like to convey to you, on behalf of the
Bangl adesh del egation, our warmfelicitations on your skilful conduct of the
del i berations of the Conference on Disarmanent at this crucial final phase
of the conprehensive test-ban treaty negotiati ons. For Bangl adesh, your
presidency has provided us with the house-warning phase in the CD as we noved
from observer status in the wings to full nenbership of this sole nultilatera
negoti ati ng body on disarmanment matters.
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At the end of the second part of this year's session of the Conference,
the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban presented the draft
text of a possible CIBT, considering that, in his understanding, the potenti al
for convergence on certain crucial issues had peaked without there being any
possibility of resolution. W had joined our voice with 27 other nenbers of
the Goup of 21 to express our regret that the CD had not been able to agree
on a final text by 28 June and to say that we | ooked forward to the
continuation of the negotiations when the session resuned for the third part.

Bangl adesh remains conmitted to striving for the finalization of a CTBT.
This commitnent is rooted in the fundanental principle of our State policy to
pursue "the renunciation of the use of force in international relations and
for general and conplete disarmanent”, as set forth in the Constitution of
Bangl adesh. We ardently hope that the CODwll be able to finalize agreenent
on a truly conprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty in tinme for transnmittal to
the United Nations General Assenbly.

This would require a readiness to address concerns that the draft treaty
as presented, apart fromlacking in conprehensi veness, also does not address,
some crucial issues highlighted by a good nunber of delegations. This is
however, not to undernine the comrendabl e efforts nade by Anbassador Ranaker
and the diligence with which he persevered in his challenging task as NTB
Committee Chairnman. H's text has been able to capture nuch of the energing
consensus, although we feel that in the true spirit of negotiating a fina
out come, the Conference coul d perhaps have proceeded during the second part of
its current session on the basis of the rolling text, which we feel would have
been the nost plausible, and indeed, efficient node to guarantee progress
towards attaining consensus. Neverthel ess, we consider docunent
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 to be a good basis on which further negotiations
can, and ought to, be pursued in right earnest and wi thout del ay.

The finalization of a conprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty has | ong
been a demand of the non-aligned novenent. W see a CIBT as a step towards

achieving total disarmanent. Therefore, like many in the Goup of 21, we fee
that there is an overriding need to place the CIBT in the broad frane of
nucl ear disarmanent. |n the absence of such a frame, the CIBT would be little

nore than a blind-alley instrument of nuclear non-proliferation, with the only
qualitative distinction being a cap on testing by the nucl ear-weapon States.
For a non-nucl ear-weapon State party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation

Treaty (NPT) like Bangl adesh, such a linmted scope treaty can have little
nmeaning. As a party to the NPT, our renunciation of the option for acquiring
nucl ear weapons i s unequi vocal, and since last year's Review Conference it is
formally effective for an indefinite period. This renunciation is not born of
the desire to seek protection under the nuclear unbrella of others, but to
seek the systematic dismantling of the world' s nuclear arsenal. Hence the
value we attach to article VI of the NPT.

W see article VI of the NPT as a mandate for action that would gradually
facilitate the matching of the comm tnments of both nucl ear-weapon States and
non-signatories to our level. |If a CIBT is to be read in the context of
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article VI of the NPT, it is appropriate that the treaty text provide a w ndow
on nucl ear disarmanment beyond the test ban. The decision at the NPT Revi ew
Conference of 1995 calling for the conpletion of the negotiations on a CIBT
within this year is also placed in the context of the full realization and
effective inplenentation of article VI of the NPT. W now al so have the
benefit of the advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice, which
underlines the obligations of all States to pursue in good faith and bring to
a concl usion negotiations |eading to nuclear disarmanent in all its spheres
under strict and effective international control

Bangl adesh woul d like to reiterate that the nost effective way to
achieve an end to nuclear testing is through the conclusion of a universal,
and internationally and effectively verifiable conprehensive nuclear test-ban
treaty. We would like to reiterate also that this indispensable step needs to
be seen as a part of the striving of the international conmunity for attaining
the ultimte goal of a nucl ear-weapon-free world.

Concerns expressed by various del egations regarding the provisions in
the NTB Chairman's text concerning the conposition of the Executive Counci
of the envisaged Conprehensi ve Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty O gani zation, entry
into force, and nost inportantly, on-site inspections (CSl) - especially the
envi saged rol e of national technical nmeans (NTMs) in the verification regine,
need to be addressed if we are to have a universal and effective treaty.
W strongly advocate that the verification reginme, indeed the whole
i mpl enentation of the treaty, should rely first and forenost on the
international nonitoring system (IMS). The differential in NTM capacities of
States could potentially provide scope for discrimnatory, and even abusive
practices. W would also like to stress that, should NTMs be given a role
in OSI triggering, then NTM sources nust also be made subject to the sane
scrutiny as the International Mnitoring System if not a nore stringent one.
Bangl adesh, of course, wel comes the announcenent by the NTB Chairman of the
recent devel opnents concerni ng paragraph 46 of article IV of the text. On the
guestion of environmental protection, we are happy that the Chairnan's text
has included at | east some reference in the preanble. It is also a natter of
great satisfaction that there has finally been agreenent on the text of the
report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban

We trust that our views will be received with the sanme neasure
of earnestness that these are founded on, considering that as a
non- nucl ear - weapon State party to the NPT, we are least notivated by a
nati onal nucl ear agenda, and cannot be cited for past or potential nuclear
t ruancy.

In the NTB Chairnman's text, Bangladesh is included in the |ist
of 44 countries whose ratification of the treaty is Iinked to its entry into
force. W are not certain if this gives us cause to celebrate an "élite"
status with the major actors in the nuclear context, or to be concerned at
the potential notoriety that this inclusion may inpart. Since Bangladesh is
al ready bound by its broader conmitnent under the NPT, a national conmtnent
under a CTBT woul d perhaps be superfluous; and therefore cannot be a forma
condition for its entry into force.
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One of the major considerations for us on the CIBT question would be the
financial obligations that woul d devolve on the States parties, both in the
interimperiod followi ng signhature, as well as subsequently, when the treaty
enters into force. As a |east devel oped country, Bangl adesh woul d have to
base its decision, to a large extent, on this budgetary arithnetic -
especially if it should mean paying for the cost of a CIBT, which, as stressed
earlier, nerely reaffirns part of a broader conmitnent already nmade in the
context of the NPT. W have, therefore, noted with nuch interest the new
suggesti ons nmade by a few del egations at the CD on the question of neeting
the verification and overhead costs. W also feel that there is need to
take a fresh look at this issue. Options that we envi sage coul d include
the following: (a) Non-nuclear-weapon States parties to the NPT, which are
al ready bound by a broader and nore stringent reginme than the envi saged CTBT,
and which woul d therefore be parties to the treaty only to inpart a universa
character to the CTBT, could be exenpted from any financial obligation;

(b) Least devel oped countries could be required to bear only part of the fixed
adm ni strative cost of the Organization, calculated at United Nations rates.
No assessment woul d be applicable for either the standing International
Monitoring Systemor the regular verification costs; (c) Since

non- nucl ear - weapon States parties to the NPT would not in effect be naking any
new conmm tnent under the CTBT, they may be considered to have autonatically
acceded to the CIBT, and nay not be counted towards entry into force of

the CTBT. They may be considered parties to the treaty while outside,

and therefore be exenpted from any cost-sharing burden under the CTBT.

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
Anbassador of Bangl adesh for his statement and for his kind words to the

Chair. | now give the floor to the distingui shed Anbassador of Cuba,
Anbassador Cabal |l ero.

M. CABALLERO (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): As announced yesterday
by nmy del egation, | have the honour to address today's plenary of the
Conference on Di sarnmanent to nmake on behal f of ny Governnent a nationa
statement on the draft treaty subnitted by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Conmmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban in docunent CDO/ NTB/ WpP. 330/ Rev. 2

Al t hough Cuba appreciates the efforts nmade by Ambassador Ranaker, we
deeply regret that the Ad Hoc Committee was unable to produce a draft treaty
conmandi ng uni versal support. Despite the many attenpts nade to distort the
truth and represent certain countries as being responsible for this
denouernent, we del egations that have been npbst active in this exercise from
the outset are all too familiar with the intransigent position taken by
particul ar nucl ear Powers which has prevented the Ad Hoc Conmittee from
carrying out the full mandate assigned to it by this Conference. It
stens froma refusal to site this treaty in its proper context - that
of non-proliferation and di sarmanment - or to undertake to achi eve nucl ear
di sarmanent within a set period and guarantee that the qualitative devel opnent
of nucl ear weapons will not continue, as the international community has
demanded at | ength.
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What is this refusal in response to? Wat is l[urking behind the
anbiguities and om ssions in the text? Negotiations conducted in good faith
and wi t hout hi dden agendas shoul d be transparent, precise and sincere.

According to the spirit of the mandate, the basic objective of a CIBT
should be to ban all nuclear tests in all environments forever, thus hindering
the qualitative devel opment of nucl ear weapons and the creation of new
nucl ear - weapon systens.

For that reason it has for Cuba always been a matter of high priority
that the treaty should be of sufficient scope to offer some assurance that it
woul d i ndeed attain this objective.

The want of political will on the part of particular nuclear Powers has
prevented any cl ear statement on this question from being nade, even in the
preanbl e. Wat docunent COY NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 in fact contains is another
partial test-ban treaty.

It is the practice in treaty law for the preanbles of multilaterally
negoti ated international instruments to reflect the purposes and principles
of the negotiations that have taken pl ace.

Cuba, al ongside other nenbers of the Group of 21, worked intensively and
subm tted concrete proposals to try and offset, in the preanble at |east, some
of the main shortcomings in the body of the draft. Despite our efforts, we
did not obtain the results we had hoped for

The attitude of sone del egati ons was so unconstructive that it proved
difficult even to secure the insertion of an extrenely weak reference, far
renoved fromthe practice in treaty |language, to a matter of high priority for
the international commnity - the beneficial inpact on the environment of a
ban on nucl ear expl osi ons.

As regards the use of data obtained by national technical neans to
trigger on-site inspections, Cuba reiterates its concern at the way such
information m ght be used by virtue of the provisions of the draft treaty.

The rel evant clauses not only afford scope for mani pul ati on of nationa
techni cal nmeans by the main States possessing thembut omit to rule out the
use of espionage and human intelligence.

On the subject of the Executive Council, we consider it inproper to
i nclude financial contributions among the criteria for the assignnent of seats
on this inportant body. This might constitute a precedent infringing the
principle of the sovereign equality of States

On another matter, Cuba deeply regrets that greater efforts were not made
to find a formula for the entry into force of the treaty that took due account
of all delegations' |egitimate concerns.
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Nor rmust we overlook the fact that the linmtations of the draft take on
added rel evance agai nst the background of the sizeable financial denmands which
it is planned to make on States by virtue of the treaty, including the poorest
of the third world States which will have to ratify the treaty before it can
enter into force.

These, briefly, are sone of the conments our Covernnment w shed to put
clearly on the record in reference to the draft treaty.

In spite of the nore exceptionabl e aspects we have listed, Cuba wll
not oppose this draft treaty, chiefly because we think that a ban on nucl ear
expl osions is suprenely inportant and represents a step forward, albeit a
nodest one, in the advance towards nucl ear di sarmanent which is our
Governnent's top priority in its disarmanent and international security

policy.

The Governnment of Cuba will make a thorough study of the contents of this
docunment and will in due course deternine on that basis its final position on
it. A copy of this statement will be subnmitted to the secretariat for its
inclusion in the report that we hope will be adopted shortly by the Ad Hoc
Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
Anbassador of Cuba for his statement. | now give the floor to the

di stingui shed representative of the Islamc Republic of Iran
Anbassador Nasseri .

M. NASSERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): | amtaking the floor today to
nmake a brief statenent reflecting our views and positions on the Conprehensive
Test Ban Treaty.

It appears that the Ad Hoc Conmittee will not be able to present a

consensus text to the Conference on Disarmanent. It is profoundly regrettable
that the |ong-awaited aspiration of the international comunity to arrest the
quantitative and qualitative devel opnent of nuclear weapons will not be net.

None of us ever underestimated the difficulties involved in the work entrusted
to the Conference on Disarmanent and through it to the Ad Hoc Committee on a
Nucl ear Test Ban. But, then, none of us anticipated a failure either.

The appalling fact here is that failure could be avoided. It was never
understood, nor | believe will it ever be, why, how and where a decision was
made that the negotiations should cease abruptly and be replaced by an
accel erated nmove towards deadl ock

We have conme a long, long way. The draft treaties proposed by the
Islamic Republic of Iran, Australia and eventually by the Chairman have
contributed to nminimzing the problemareas to a handful. Instead of dealing,
therefore, with the nore than 1,000 brackets - which had remai ned stubbornly
on the table for a long time - we are, in practical terns, faced with no nore
than three or four small brackets at this |late stage.
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One critical issue, of course, is nuclear disarmanment. Many del egations
are dissatisfied with the text, particularly after linmtations inmposed on the
scope which seriously questions the conprehensive nature of the treaty
demanded by the mandate. The mnimumhere is to reiterate a conmmtnent to a
phased progranme with agreed tine-frames to elininate nucl ear weapons. On the
verge of convening SSOD. 4, we cannot see why a conmitnent, which has already
enj oyed consensus ever since SSOD. 1, cannot be renewed.

On national technical neans, the changes that have been made in the text
inline with the Chinese proposal have been hel pful. However, the devastating
record of certain States in utilizing national neans to spread fal se
accusations as pretext for extraterritorial application of their nationa
positions rai ses serious scepticismand concern about this issue. W do not
di sagree that data received fromthe International Mnitoring Systemcould
be conbined with that fromnational technical means in requesting on-site
i nspection. What troubles us in the text is to designate a status to nationa
techni cal nmeans equal to that of an IM5s with such extensive and el aborate
net wor ks.

W stress that national technical means apply provisionally and only to
expl osions not currently covered by the IM5. W also reiterate that nationa
techni cal neans, as referred to in the text, should not and coul d not be
interpreted in any way to include information received from espi onage and
human intelligence, as this would run contrary to generally recogni zed
principles of international |aw.

On the conposition of the Executive Council, we were stunned to see in
the Chairman's text a listing that would obviously raise a political problem
not related to CTBT and therefore not called for

Let me recall here that the text that was under consideration had |Israe
listed in the Western Goup, just as is the case in nany international forumns.
For reasons unclear to us, the Wstern G oup shut the door on Israel here and
nmoved it to our group without our consent. It was only appropriate,
therefore, to nove Israel back to the West and resolve this problem However
noting the resistance by apparently one or two western States to accept
Israel's return to their group, we went along with the suggestion to allow the
Conference of the States Parties to redraw this list when it convenes, hence
renovi ng an obstacle in the way of reaching a consensus.

In short, as far as we are concerned, consensus could be easily reached
with small changes in the text, as reflected at the end of this statenent.
However, a unil ateral decision by some nuclear Powers to bl ock any change
in the text proposed by the Chairman has, so far, given rise to an inpasse.

Let me restate here that we are plagued by a prevailing notion in various
negoti ations at the CD that those who possess and use, or are prepared to use,
nucl ear weapons and ot her weapons of mass destruction enjoy a privileged
status. Qhers are always presuned to be ready to conpromnise on their
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national interests and positions in favour of these Powers. W have suffered
in the past, are suffering now, and are bound to suffer again in the future
fromthis notion.

| reported in my previous statement to this plenary on the precarious
situation the Cheni cal Wapons Convention has fallen into in the face of
failure so far by the two CWStates, the United States and the Russian
Federation, to ratify that treaty despite the fact that it was tailored to fit
their positions. The sane is likely to happen to the CIBT as there are now
strong indi cations of opposition to the CIBT by the existing majority in the
United States Congress. Doubts therefore exist already on the eventua
ratification of the treaty by the nucl ear-weapon States. This despite the
fact that they have been setting the terns and drawing the limts on the nost
critical issues and dictating procedures at crucial stages, particularly
during the last phase of our work.

Many del egati ons have expressed dissatisfaction in their assessment
of the draft treaty. Instead of rejoicing at the conclusion of the CTBT,
28 non-aligned nenbers of the CD have thus asked for cessation of al
nucl ear - weapon tests and closure of all nucl ear-weapon test sites within their
proposed progranmme of action for elimnation of nuclear weapons (CD/ 1419
of 7 August 1996). It is evident that they find the current text fails to
fulfil the established objective of a conprehensive test ban

W want the CTBT to succeed. W have denonstrated this by contributing
at every step to resolve outstanding problens. W also want to be able to
sign the treaty. W can go along with nearly all parts of the text presented
by Anmbassador Ramaker, although not all of it rmay be to our liking or
satisfaction. But, the remaining issues | have nmentioned prevent us from
| endi ng our support to it.

| stress, however, that the remaining issues can be resolved. It does
not require nmuch ingenuity nor nuch time. It only requires sincere will. The
Ad Hoc Conmittee was nandated to negotiate a universal treaty. That, in turn,
requires a text that is agreeable to all. No effort, therefore, should be
spared to ensure this. The Conference on Di sarmanent has, on many occasi ons
in the past, denonstrated its ability to surnmount the seemngly
i nsurnountable. It nust be allowed to do so again here and now.

The foll owi ng are our proposed changes:
1. Amend the fourth paragraph of the preanble to read as foll ows:

"Stressing therefore the need for continued systematic and
progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear weapons gl obal |y, through
negoti ati ons on a conprehensi ve phased progranme with agreed
time-frames, with the ultimte goal of elimnating those weapons,
and of general and conpl ete di sarnmanment under strict and effective
i nternational control,";
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2. Anmend paragraph 37 of article IV to read as foll ows:

"The on-site inspection request shall be based on information
collected by the International Mpnitoring System which may be
conbined with any rel evant technical information obtained by
nati onal technical neans of verification in a manner consi stent
wi th generally recognized principles of international |aw
The request shall contain information pursuant to Part |11,
par agraph 41, of the Protocol."

3. Renove |Israel fromthe Mddl e East and South Asia group and include
it inthe North Arerica and Western Europe group

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
representative of the Islamc Republic of Iran for his statenment. | now give

the floor to the distinguished representative of Turkey, Anmbassador U ugeviKk.

M. ULUCEVIK (Turkey): Sir, since this is the first time that ny
del egation is taking the floor under your presidency, | would like to

congratul ate you on your assunption of the presidency of the Conference
on Di sarmanent and assure you of ny del egation's cooperation

Today | have asked for the floor to bring to the know edge of the
Conference a statenent issued by the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs of Turkey
on 14 August 1996 on the CTBT negoti ati ons.

By your leave, Sir, | would like to read out the unofficial translation
from Turkish into English of that statement, as foll ows:

"The nost significant and priority task before the Conference on
Di sarnmanent is to expeditiously bring to conclusion the work on the text
of the conprehensive nuclear test-ban treaty, so that it could be open
for signature at the forthconmng fifty-first session of the
United Nations Ceneral Assenbly.

That draft treaty presented by the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Committee
on a Nucl ear Test Ban as a result of nore than two years of negotiations
in the Conference on Disarnmanent, is a conpronise text reflecting a
del i cate bal ance anmpbng vari ous interests.

Consul tations whi ch have been held in the CD have denonstrated the
validity of concerns that reopening the text for further negotiations
woul d j eopardi ze conprom ses achieved with great difficulty.

Turkey, in keeping with its policy on the issue of
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons, supports the Ad Hoc Conmittee
Chairman's draft treaty, which constitutes an inportant milestone from
the perspective of nuclear disarmanent, and al so endorses the objective
of its submission for signature to the fifty-first session of the
United Nations Ceneral Assenmbly. Turkey believes that in order not to
fail justified expectations of world public opinion, it is the task of
CD nenbers to achieve this objective.”
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The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
representative of Turkey for his statement and for his kind words to the

Chair. | give the floor to the distinguished representative of Australi a,
Anbassador Starr

M. STARR (Australia): | wanted to take the floor to express
appreciation to nmy coll eague the Anbassador of Chile for the reference to the
Canberra Comm ssion report. | think my colleagues in the Conference would be

interested to know - if they don't already of course - that the Conm ssion's
report, that is, the report of the Canberra Commi ssion on the Elimnation of
Nucl ear Weapons, was delivered to the Australian Governnent this week. This
report, which was produced by an i ndependent group of em nent people with

ext ensi ve know edge and experience of the subject-matter of disarnanent,
contai ns nuch thought-provoking material of a practical and realistic kind and
whi ch we expect will prove to be a constructive contribution to the debate on
di sarmanent and non-proliferation

The report is now publicly available. Gven its scope, | will not
attenpt to sunmmarize it here, but intend to circulate shortly a paper
contai ni ng an executive summary and associated material. | can nmention for
t hose who are conputer-literate anongst us that the report is on the Internet,
but | would warn them before they rush to download this report that it runs
to 120 pages. | will have hard copies available for the non-conputer-literate
later this nonth.

May | conclude by saying that the Australian Government intends to
present the report to the General Assenbly later this year and to the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment at the beginning of its 1997 session

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): | thank the distinguished
Anmbassador of Australia for his statement and for the infornation that he

provi ded.

I have no nore speakers on the list for today. Wuld any ot her
del egation like to take the floor? Apparently not. Wth your perm ssion,
then, I will make a closing statenent, as Peru's termof office as President
is conng to an end.

As this is the last plenary neeting that | shall have the honour
of chairing, allow ne to nmake a few brief comments. Wen | assuned the
presidency of the Conference on Disarmanent, | said that this Conference was
at a crucial stage in its history because the negotiations on a conprehensive
test-ban treaty had entered the honme stretch. Now, sone six weeks |ater,

consi der that the Conference is still at a crucial stage because it will have
to decide within the next few days and hours on the course that the draft
test-ban treaty should follow. In this context, | cherish the hope that the

i nternational community will be able to have a treaty like the CTBT, although
| understand and respect the concerns expressed by sone del egati ons which
consi der that the draft text that we have before us does not correspond to
their national interests. It is inportant to enphasize that the Conference,
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as the sole nultilateral negotiating forumon disarmanment, must respond to the
aspirations of the international comunity, an international community that is
expecting fromthis body real and concrete results.

| al so spoke on the same occasion of ny firmresolve to continue the
consultations initiated by ny predecessors on natters of prine inportance
for the future work of the Conference. Wth regard to nucl ear disarmanent,
| felt it necessary to continue consultations in order to find consensus on
this subject. Wth regard to the agenda and future programe of work of
t he Conference, we have before us the report subnmitted |last May by the
di stingui shed Anbassador of Al geria, Anbassador Meghl aoui, special coordi nator
on this subject, and we are awaiting the outcone of the consultations that are
still going on with the various groups. Likew se, under ny presidency | began
consul tations on the possibility of appointing a special coordinator or Friend
of the Chair to deal with the consideration of a possible future expansion of
nmenbershi p of the Conference. These consultations will have to go on because
they are still in a prelimnary phase

| regret having to hand over these outstanding i ssues to ny successor
the incoming President, Anbassador Denbi nski of Poland, and | hope that the
efforts that have been nade thus far will bear fruit under his presidency.
| wi sh Anbassador Denbi nski every success in his office and | offer himny
del egation's full support.

Lastly, | wish to thank M. VMV adimr Petrovsky, Secretary-Genera
of the Conference and Personal Representative of the United Nations
Secretary-Ceneral, M. Abdel kader Bensnmil, Deputy Secretary-General, and
the teamin the secretariat for their valuable support and their services
to the CD

At ny request, the secretariat has distributed the tentative tinetable of
neetings for next week. This tinetable has been drawn up in consultation with
the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban; as usual, it is
nmerely indicative and subject to change if necessary. My | take it that this
tinmetable is acceptabl e?

It was so deci ded.

The PRESI DENT (translated from Spanish): According to this tinetable,
the next plenary neeting of the Conference on Disarnanent will be held on
Tuesday, 20 August at 10 a.m Before adjourning this neeting, | would like
to rem nd del egations that yesterday the Ad Hoc Committee decided to neet
i medi ately after it in this room

The neeting rose at 11.30 a.m




