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The PRESIDENT: | declare open the 747th plenary neeting of the
Conf erence on Di sar nanent.

Before giving the floor to the speakers inscribed on the [ist | would
like you to recall that at our |ast plenary neeting on Tuesday, 20 August,
following the adoption of the report of the Ad Hoc Cormittee on a Nucl ear Test

Ban to the Conference as contained in docunment CD/ 1425, | stated the
fol | owi ng:
"It appears that further consultations are still required in order
to reach agreenent on the course of action to be taken with regard to the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban ... in order to

enabl e the Conference to reach a decision at the next plenary neeting on
Thur sday, 22 August."

I nt ensi ve consul tations have taken place both w thin and anong groups in
order to reach agreement on this matter. Unfortunately, it appears that there
is no consensus on any further course of action with regard to the report of
the Ad Hoc Comm ttee on a Nucl ear Test Ban

| understand that a nunber of del egations would |ike to take the floor on
this matter. First, | understand that the distingui shed Arbassador of
Paki stan would like to take the fl oor

M. AKRAM (Pakistan): The role of the Conference on Disarmanent, as the
single multilateral negotiating body, was enshrined in the Final Docunment of
the first special session on disarmanment. The role of this body in
negoti ati ng the CTBT has been consistently underlined by the Pakistan
del egati on throughout the process of negotiations of the last two and a half
years. W continue to believe that the Conference on D sarmanent nust play
its part in the conclusion of the CTBT. M del egation has al ready expressed
its regret at the inability of our Conference to take a decision on the text
of the draft treaty. W have, however, adopted the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee, which was transmitted to the Conference on D sarmanment at our | ast
neeting. It is the view of ny delegation that this report of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee, which was adopted by the Conference w thout objection, should be
transmitted for information to the General Assenbly of the United Nations
i medi ately. This action will at least retain and confirmthe role of the
Conference on Disarmanment in the negotiation of rmultilateral disarmanent
neasures. | would hope that this proposal will nmeet with the consensus of the
Conf er ence.

M. de | CAZA (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): First, of course, Sir,
we extend to you our heartiest congratul ati ons on your assunption of the
presi dency of the Conference. W have |ong known your qualities, your
dedi cation to the cause of disarmanment and your skill in the field of the
hal ti ng of nuclear tests.

Mexi co's comments on the draft conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty are
to be found in the Ad Hoc Conmittee's report which the Conference approved the
day before yesterday. It is not ny intention to repeat themhere; suffice it
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(M. de lcaza, Mexico)

to say that it does not fully live up to the hopes we had of the negotiations.
None the | ess, Mexico was in favour of the submission of the draft treaty to
this Conference on Di sarmanment for its consideration and supports its referra
by this body to the United Nations for consideration during the resuned
fiftieth session of the Assenbly. Since there was no consensus on that, ny
del egation considers it essential that the Ad Hoc Conmittee's report be
referred to the fiftieth United Nations General Assenbly, for it would be very
serious if a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty were not opened for
signature next month as was intended. |If it is not, we shall have m ssed an
hi storic opportunity. Furthernore, we would be running the risk of
encour agi ng horizontal and vertical nuclear proliferation and undernini ng
current efforts in the spheres of arns control and reduction of nuclear
stockpiles. |If the treaty is not signed, it would, of course, be very hard to
initiate, let alone institutionalize, a dynam c process |eading to general and
conpl ete nucl ear disarmanment. On the contrary, we could di mnish the present
strong worl dwi de public support for disarmanent. The cause of nucl ear

di sarmanent woul d be the first victimof our failure. Nuclear tests mnmust end
i medi ately and end once and for all; that is the denand of the internationa
conmunity. This Conference has made a conmendabl e effort to translate this
demand into a legally binding instrunent. The fiftieth General Assenbly is
entitled to be inforned of our labours. M del egation supports the proposa
made by the representative of Pakistan

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Arbassador of Mexico for his
statement and the kind words he addressed to the Chair. | understand that the
di stingui shed representative of Brazil would like to take the floor on this
guestion of the action.

M. LAMAZIERE (Brazil): Let me first congratulate you, Sir, on your
assunption of the presidency of this body and assure you of the total
cooperation of ny delegation. The interventions by the Anbassadors of
Paki st an and Mexi co have made ny task easier. M del egation also thinks that
it is only natural that after adopting the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee,
both at the level of the Cormittee and at the level of the Conference, the
natural course of action in concluding the work of the Committee would be to
send this report to the CGeneral Assenbly, and we support the proposal by the
Anmbassador of Paki stan.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of Brazil for
his statement and his kind words to the Chair. | understand that the
di stingui shed Anbassador of Egypt would like to take the floor on this
guestion of the action to be taken on the report.

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) (translated fromArabic): M. President, | welcone
your presence in the Chair of this Conference and | w sh you every success.

woul d also |ike to express ny sincere appreciation to your predecessor, the
Anbassador of Pakistan, M. Miunir Akram for his w se conduct of our
proceedi ngs during this critical period of our work, and to express simlar
appreciation to the Anbassadors of Peru and Russi a.
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M. President, with regard to the matter you have just raised, | would
like to explain our position. Wth our adoption of the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, which net under the very effective guidance
of Anmbassador Ramaker, we consider that the work of the Ad Hoc Committee has
been concl uded and that, in accordance with its nandate, the Conmittee has
negotiated a text for a conprehensive test-ban treaty. For that reason, we
consi der that the Ad Hoc Cormmittee has no nore work to do on negotiating or
finalizing this treaty. Follow ng the adoption of the report, we consider
that the work done by Anmbassador Stephen Ledogar of the United States
of Anmerica as Friend of the Chair should be subnmitted to the President of the
Conference in the plenary. 1In view of the adoption on 20 August of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee's report, | consider it is our duty and our right to transmt that
report as is to the General Assenbly in accordance with resol ution 50/65,
paragraph 6. The CGeneral Assenbly has the right to know the state of the
negoti ati ons concerning the test-ban treaty. The General Assenbly has the
right to know how those negotiations went, the Ad Hoc Conmittee Chairnan's
assessnment, and the positions of the del egati ons which spoke on the
Committee's report, including the del egation of Egypt. M. President, | have
taken the liberty of sending you a letter containing the position of Egypt on
the treaty and the transmttal of the text and show ng that Egypt shares in
the consensus to send it to the General Assenbly. W therefore support the
transmttal of the report of the Ad Hoc Cormittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban to the
Ceneral Assenbly in accordance with the Assenbly's resolution 50/65. W
consi der that could be done in the formof a decision by this neeting or by
t he Conference on Disarmanent or in the formof a letter which you would wite
as President of the Conference to the President of the General Assenbly in
order that the General Assenbly can take into account the report of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee when it takes up the question of a conprehensive test-ban treaty at
its resuned fiftieth session.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of Egypt for his
statenent and his kind words to the Chair. | give nowthe floor to the
di stingui shed representative of Peru

Ms. TINCOPA (Peru) (translated from Spanish): First of all, Sir, |
woul d I'ike to congratul ate you on your assunption of the presidency of the
Conference on Disarmanment. W know your professional qualities and wi sh you
every success.

My del egation wi shes to associate itself with the del egati ons whi ch have
requested that the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban be
forwarded to the General Assenbly as soon as possible. The Conference on
Di sarnanent, as the sole multilateral negotiating forumon di sarmanent, cannot
di sappoi nt the international community, which awaits concrete results fromit.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of Peru for her
statenent and her kind words to the Chair. | give the floor to the
di stingui shed representative of Chile.
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M. CAPDEVILA (Chile) (translated from Spanish): First, Sir, ny

del egati on wi shes to congratul ate you on presiding over the debates of the
Conference on Di sarmanent during this period. W w sh you every success in
your duti es.

The Chil ean del egation wishes to make a brief statenent on the matter
currently under discussion. The Chilean del egation supports the idea that the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment shoul d, w thout further delay, adopt a decision to
the effect that docunment CDJ 1425, which contains the report of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee on a CTBT, should be forwarded to the fiftieth session of the
General Assenmbly of the United Nations for its consideration. The politica
costs and negative repercussions for the Conference on D sarnanent should the
text not be forwarded in due time would seriously harmthe credibility of the
i nternational conmmunity's sol e disarmanment negotiating body. Accordingly, ny
del egation associates itself with the statenents to this end nmade by Paki stan
Mexi co, Brazil and Peru.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of Chile for his
statenment and his kind words to the Chair.

M. STARR (Australia): M. President, | do apol ogise for interrupting
your flow But allow me, since | am speaking, to congratul ate you on your
assunption of the presidency. It is a great pleasure for me to see you on the
podi um and | can assure you of the full cooperation of ny del egation.

| interrupted you because | w shed to speak on the item of business which
you were discussing, nanmely, the transmittal of the NIB report to the
Ceneral Assenbly imrediately. | endorse the conments that have been nmade by
ot her speakers regarding the transmi ssion of that report. | believe the
report is a significant record of the work of the Ad Hoc Commttee. Wile ny
del egation focuses its attention on the fate of the treaty text which has been
negoti ated by that Committee, we believe that the report is an inportant
elemrent in the Conference on D sarmanent's processing of the work of the
Committee and, therefore, deserves, first of all, the adoption that it has
received within this Conference, but also the transmi ssion of that report to
the international comunity now, that is, to the General Assenbly. Therefore,
the Australian del egati on woul d support the conments that have al ready been
made regardi ng the transmi ssion of the report. | wondered, however, whether
we should not conplete this itemof business. There are undoubtedly other
speakers waiting to address the Conference, but | understand not on this
particular item and | would hope that perhaps you can review - revisit your
conclusion that there is not consensus on the transm ssion of this report,
given the list of speakers that have urged its transnmi ssion, and now put to
this Conference the transnission of the report which this Conference has
al ready adopted. | cannot see any reason why this Conference, having adopted
this report, should not now wi sh to apprise the international comunity,
t hrough the General Assenbly, of a situation which we regard as both serious
and urgent.
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The PRESIDENT: W have a formal proposal by several del egations,
including that of Australia. So, | open again the question of whether there
woul d be consensus to transnit the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear
Test Ban, which we adopted on 20 August, to the fiftieth session of the
Ceneral Assenbly. The representative of Iran has the floor

M. NASSERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Just a query. Wat precisely is
t he decision that you are putting to the floor to be adopted? Because if it
is a question of the report to the General Assenbly, we have of course rule 44
of the rules of procedure. The President would have to present to us a draft
for consideration. There is no draft, so we do not know on what precise
proposal there is a request for consideration

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of G eat Britain and
Northern Ireland): As you will know fromour consultations, the Western G oup
i s unanimously in favour of transmitting this report to the General Assenbly
and you presented the nenbers of the Conference, through the Goup
Coordinators, with a draft on Tuesday of the report which you suggested shoul d
be made to the CGeneral Assenbly. And so, certainly, as far as the Western
Group is concerned, the answer to the question of the distinguished Anmbassador
of Iran would be that you did circulate a draft report on Tuesday of this
week.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOU M (Mrocco) (translated fromFrench): | did not
really intend to take the floor. | should like, Sir, to discharge the duty of
congratul ating you on your assunption of the presidency and assuring you of
our cooperation and to thank your predecessor for the excellent work done to
dat e.

| amsurprised that the transmttal of a report that has been adopted by
t he Conference on Di sarmanment should not be follow ng the normal procedure.
This report was adopted by the Conference, it is well balanced, it reflects
the real situation; to transnit it to the United Nati ons General Assenbly
seens to ne entirely natural, since each of us was able to put all his
conmments and views in the Ad Hoc Committee's report before the Conference on
Di sarnmanent adopted it. Consequently, to bury it, so to speak, at the |eve
of the Conference on D sarmament would be at the least an arbitrary act. |
consider it entirely natural that a docunment adopted by the Conference on
Di sarmanent on such an inportant topic should, even if there is not consensus
anong the nmenbers of the Conference, be transmitted by the Conference on

Di sarmanent to the General Assenbly. It is as natural and sinple as that.
was even going to say that we could sinply say today, at this nmeeting, that in
principle we are going to transmit it and that we will leave it to you to give

us a paper reflecting that which we could perhaps adopt later. But to get the
matter over with, we just need to say that the Conference accepts the idea of
transmitting the report and ask you to draft a very sinple sentence on the
basis of the text | see before me - and | think that text is itself very
sinple - a very sinple sentence saying that the Conference on D sar nanent
transmits the Ad Hoc Committee's report to the General Assenbly and not hing
nor e.
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Morocco for his statenent and his kind words to the Chair.

(continued in English)

The di stingui shed Anbassador of Slovakia has the floor.

M s. KRASNOHORSKA (Sl ovakia) (translated fromFrench): | would like on
behal f of the Eastern European G oup to support the statenment by the
di stingui shed Anbassador of the United Ki ngdom

The PRESIDENT: So in order to make things clear, maybe | will just read
the brief draft report which was subnmitted for consultation to regiona
Goups. It reads as follows:

"1, At its 746th plenary neeting on 20 August 1996, the Conference on
Di sarnmanent adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test
Ban as contained in docunent CI¥ 1425 and Corr.1

"2. In conformity with rule 43 of its rules of procedure, and in
response to resol uti on 50/ 65 adopted without a vote by the

Ceneral Assenbly on 12 Decenber 1995, the Conference on Di sar manent
submits to the General Assenmbly of the United Nations this special report
containing the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban

whi ch reads as follows:"

and then would follow the text of the report which we have adopt ed.

That is the proposal which was discussed and | think goes along the |lines
al so proposed here by several speakers. Wuld this text be acceptable? The
di stingui shed Anbassador of China has the floor

M. SHA (China) (translated from Chinese): The Chinese del egation has
listened with attention to the statenents nade by several of mny coll eagues who
took the floor before ne. The Chinese delegation firmy supports the
transmttal to the General Assenbly of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a
Nucl ear Test Ban whi ch the plenary adopted by consensus on Tuesday.

M. NASSERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): | appreciate your clarifications
as well as the clarifications presented by Anbassador Sir M chael Wston. It
is true, of course, that apparently a non-paper or a Conference paper without
nunber, date or otherw se, has been distributed or presented by Coordinators
to various nenbers and, indeed, we have had sone di scussion on this. But
eventually it was not clear as to whether this is a proposal by a Goup, a
nunber of countries, or is this a draft that was prepared by the President and
is being proposed to the Conference for consideration? That is one of the
guestions that renmai ns uncl ear

Now, about the necessity - as resolution 50/65 calls for - or the w sdom
of transmitting a separate report to the resuned fiftieth session of the
General Assenbly, some believe that there is a relevance, a need, to have such
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a separate report. For ny delegation, that really is unclear and | am not
raising this as a political question. It is really a question of principle
and al so a question of credibility of the Conference on Disarmanent and the
way we conduct our work. Because to report separately to the General Assenbly
in an urgent nmanner, on a non-consensus situation, does set a precedent.
Presumably, this Conference is going to continue its work and have ot her

i mportant negotiations. It will be quite awkward, | think, and perhaps
unhealthy to consider that in the future as well, at any point, negotiations
coul d sonmehow conme to a halt, and a quick decision would be nade to report
non- consensus to the General Assenbly.

A precedent woul d be created by such a decision and by having a separate
report. W are considering this at a tinme when it is entirely possible to
have the full report, the annual report of the Conference on D sarmanent,
prepared very qui ckly because we have not done nuch other work. W have
item1l and item 2 which perhaps require a bit of consideration, and
consideration of item2 is not entirely unrelated to item 1 because questi ons,
for instance, that relate to nucl ear disarmanment and how t his Conference is

going to treat that question in the future - including the pendi ng proposal on
t he tabl e which has al so been demanded by the General Assenbly to establish an
ad hoc committee - is likely to have a bearing for some countries, including

mne, in the consideration of the whole issue as nucl ear disarmanment has been
one of the sticking-points in the draft treaty that has been proposed. But,
nevert hel ess, | believe you are fully aware of the rules of procedure.

Rul e 44 suggests that the drafts of such reports, that is, annual or any other
reports fromthe Conference on D sarmanent, shall be prepared by the President
of the Conference with the assistance of the Secretary-General and shall be
made available to all menber States of the Conference for consideration at

| east two weeks before the schedul ed date for their adoption. Now, this is
the proper way to exam ne and consider any proposal. That is the way, ny

del egation believes, we should consider this proposal, just as we would at any
ot her occasion any other proposal.

If the Conference feels that we have to set another precedent, that we
have anot her aberration, we really should have a good reason for it. |If there
is a need, as has been suggested through these consultations through
Coordinators, that there is a date envisaged for a signing cerenony and,
wor ki ng backwards, that at a certain date this non-consensus report - for
what ever value it is - should be presented to the General Assenbly, and then
agai n wor ki ng backwards, at a fixed certain date we have to adopt that report,
all of these timng questions are not clear to us, because | believe it is
entirely possible to have this report; even if the intention is to have a
separate report presented to the fiftieth General Assenbly, it is entirely
possible to follow the rules of procedure and deliver it in tinme. Therefore,
there are questions of this nature that remain, and | would assunme that a
hasty deci sion here would probably create nore probl ens than sol ving anyt hi ng,
and in that light, perhaps it would be useful to have further consultations in
anot her form - open-ended consultations under your gui dance, M. President,
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just to clarify sone of these points, just to see what the ganme plan is, when
a signing cerenony is intended, if any, and then just work together on this
and see what it is that we precisely need to do, and when, in order to allow
this process to nove forward.

M. HOFEMANN (Germany): | will speak to congratulate you later, but
first let us do some work. W have a procedural problemon our hands really
and, of course, we all love our rules of procedure. But, to nmy nenory,

rul e 44 has never been invoked before, and during ny tine here we would never
have had a final report out in time if we had invoked this rule of procedure,
and | suppose the secretariat would agree with this assessnment. So,
therefore, | think we should deal with our business in the usual way and not
i nvoke rule 44.

Therefore, and under the circunstances that we all know about and given
that we have had the text since Tuesday, | think the tinme is ripe nowto take
a decision. But, if lran insists on rule 44, then, as a fall-back, we stil
have the proposal on the table that you wite a letter to the President of the
General Assembly. This would not be a formal report. There, in the second
par agraph, you would just take out rule 43 of the rules of procedure and the
text would go as a letter. So these are the two options | see in front of us,
but I would rmuch prefer the first option, nanely, a special report of the
Conf er ence.

Ms. GHOSE (India): For purely fortuitous reasons, over the | ast
three days | have been operating as the Coordi nator of the G oup of 21, and in
my efforts to try faithfully to reflect - a very difficult task - the views of
the Goup of 21 during the informal consultations that you held, | was
constrained in ny ability to voice ny delegation's, nmy Government's, point of
view on this issue.

I think that the issue of rules should not be so quickly dismssed. W
have been disnissing precedents, rules, |egal argunentation with too nuch
ease, and yet we keep tal king about the credibility of the Conference on

Disarmanent. | think we should really see what it is we are doing. |If the
credibility of the Conference on Disarmanent is to exist, we cannot brush
aside rules unless there are very good reasons. | am now speaking as the

representative of India, not on behalf of any other del egation or group of
del egati ons.

At the last plenary neeting, we did adopt the report of the Ad Hoc
Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban. This report, as we were told by the Chairnman
of that Committee, contained the history of the negotiations. This report
al so makes it quite clear why we were not able to agree on a treaty text.
Clearly, the General Assenbly needs to be infornmed about this fact in order
for it to decide what further action needs to be taken, inits view, to
pronote a true and genuine test-ban treaty. Obviously, then, mnmy del egation
woul d have no objection to this report being sent to the General Assenbly in
the regul ar course, as the Conference on Disarnanent is expected to report -
and as the del egate of Mdrocco said, there is nothing surprising inthis - to
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the General Assenbly on a regular basis. However, what has been proposed both
in the text and today is, in our view, somewhat extraordinary and curious;

that is, sending a report which contains a history of negotiations to a
resuned session of the CGeneral Assenbly.

Now, the curiosity and the notives behind this, the reasons behind this,
are not very clear, at least to us. The General Assenbly resolution, which
have before ne, clearly called on the Conference on Di sarnanent to negotiate a
universal and rmultilateral effectively verifiable conprehensive test-ban
treaty, and it called upon the Conference on Di sarmanent to advance the work
on the basis of the rolling text. It further called upon the Conference on
Di sarmanent to nmake all efforts to re-establish the Ad Hoc Conmittee and nmake
all efforts to conplete the final text of the treaty as soon as possible in
1996. It also declared the General Assenbly's readi ness to resumne
consi deration of the item as necessary, before its fifty-first session in
order to endorse the text of a conprehensive test-ban treaty.

Now, as we are all aware, the Conference on Disarmanent did not reach
consensus on a text of a conprehensive test-ban treaty. So | do not think
that the resuned session of the General Assenbly is expecting anything from
t he Conference on Disarmanent. The Conference on Di sarmanent has conpl et ed
its work as far as that is concerned. Yes, the results of that work need to
be conmuni cated to the General Assenbly as a part of our annual report. The
point that we are trying to make here is that the adoption of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee's report |ast Tuesday conpl eted and concluded, as far as we were
concerned, the action required by the Conference on Disarnanent on this
matter.

As | said, apart fromsending the Ad Hoc Conmittee's report as a part of
its regular annual report to the next General Assenbly, which | have no doubt
it will do - and it will be seen in the context in which these negotiations
took place - we have heard today nmuch about the credibility of the Conference
on Di sarmanent and proceeded al nbst straight away to try and undermni ne that
credibility. But | would Iike to make two other points. One is sonething
which is not reflected in the report but is reflected in the verbati mrecords
of the Conference on Disarmanent: during the course of these negotiations we
have been told that the Conference on D sarmanent is not the forumwhere
nucl ear di sarmanent can be discussed. | think that those who question our
noti vati ons about nucl ear di sarmament should recall that when we tal k about
the credibility of the Conference on Disarmanent. W believe, and we continue
to believe, that it is the sole nultilateral negotiating body on di sarnmanent.
It is not we who are saying we will not negotiate here. This is not the first
occasi on when the Conference on Disarmanent has not reached agreement; this is
not the first occasi on when one del egati on has opposed overwhel ni ng agreenent
on a particular decision of the Conference on Disarmanent. The Conference on
Di sarmanent continues in its efforts, and we intend to continue to do this.

| amputting these views forward because we still have a question. W
have a question: we are not sure why we are sending this report to the
resumed session. To send it to the General Assenbly, by all neans, that is
taken for granted, and we would clearly, having participated in the adoption
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of the report, not at all object to this report going to the General Assenbly
in normal course. Wat raises the questions in our mind is: why are we doing
this to the resuned session? The CGeneral Assenbly asked us for a text. There
is no text that the Conference on D sarmanment can recommend. W therefore -
at least for the noment - have no objection to further consultations; perhaps
this may offer clarifications and further possibilities. But for the noment,
we find this particular proposal unwarranted.

M. KREID (Austria): Apart fromour congratulations to you on having
assuned the presidency in this difficult noment of our deliberations, let nme
say that nany of us in this roomat this point experience a strong sense of
frustration, which, however, is part of our job and, therefore, we cannot
conplain. W are also aware, | think, that the reasons advanced by a few
del egati ons which do not w sh, obviously, that we cone to a conclusion - to a
fast and clear conclusion - of our work here, have not been convincing. They
are based on procedural aspects, which basically neans that we are going to
have to dally on for days, which is going to be very costly, both in ternms of
noney, if you consider the tinme and effort that goes into this, and al so,
think, in ternms of prestige for the Conference on Disarnanent. | nust adnit
bot h Anbassador Nasseri and Anbassador Chose are extremely persuasive and
certainly appreciate the skilful way they presented their argunents. However
I still nust say that what we are going to gain by del aying a decision, or by
not coming to a decision today, is nothing of substance. The report which we
are supposed to adopt is a nmere formality. It is merely endorsing another
report which has already been adopted. So | really believe that anybody who
is seriously looking at the substance of the work we are doi ng shoul d have
second thoughts in nmaking us linger on this frustrating business.

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of Geat Britain and
Northern Ireland): | would like to recall that you said at our last plenary
neeting on Tuesday, as you reninded us today, that a decision would be taken
today on whether to transnit the Ad Hoc Cormittee report to the fiftieth
session of the CGeneral Assenbly. No delegation objected to what you said
about taking a decision today. W have a nunber of del egati ons who want to
make substantive statements. Wuld it not be better if you were now sinply to
put formally to the Conference the question whether there is any objection to
what you are proposing? And, whatever is decided, we can leave it at that and
get on with our work.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOU M (Mrocco) (translated fromFrench): | wanted first
of all to restate a principle which | have upheld since | first canme here,
nanely that procedure is inportant, it is the guarantor of our rights. |
therefore appreciate the full value of the procedural argunents which have
been adduced. Nor am | going to change mny opi nion now, even though | may not
entirely share the point of view of the speakers concerned. | understand why
peopl e shoul d want to rai se procedural issues: substance is also at stake,
for procedure is often linked to substance. That having been said, | would
also like to say that the readi ng which has been given of CGeneral Assenbly
resolution 50/65 is one that | fully respect; | fully respect India' s point of
view. But other readings are possible, too, and I will now give one which, it
seens to ne, is perhaps the sinplest. It is ny belief that the first answer
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to the question why we w sh, pursuant to our rules of procedure, to transmt
the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee which was adopted by consensus to the
General Assenmbly by the next session - there is, of course, a question of
timng, but we will cone back to that later - the first answer to that
gquestion is to be found in the preanble of the General Assenbly resol ution,
where it reads, in English:

(continued in English)
"Reaffirm ng that a conprehensive nucl ear-test ban is one of the
hi ghest priority objectives of the international comunity in the field
of di sarmanent and non-proliferation".

(continued in French)

Thus it is an extrenely inportant matter for the international community. W
have been naking efforts throughout the year; we have not totally succeeded -
that is apparent fromthe Ad Hoc Conmittee's report - so we are forwarding to
the General Assenbly the results of our best efforts, and the report, |

beli eve, reflects our successes and our failures. |In ny view, then, there is
an answer: the answer is that the issue is such an inportant one that we w sh
to pass it on now rather than waiting to include it in the annual report of
the CDto the fifty-first session of the CGeneral Assenbly. So, for me the
answer is one which is to be found in the resolution itself and which is based
on the provision which has al ready been cited, operative paragraph 6, since
the General Assenbly declares itself prepared to resunme its work at the
fiftieth session with a viewto endorsing the text. But if we cannot, we send
themthe results of our best efforts - and the Ad Hoc Conmittee's report, |
believe, faithfully reflects the best that we could manage. W are,

therefore, within the framework of our rules of procedure and we are not in ny
opi ni on doi ng anything out of the ordinary. It is because the issue is a
fundanental one that we want to informthe international community of the
results - the admttedly unsatisfactory results - of our work. Now there is,

i ndeed, a question of timng. | think - and without going into the question
of precedents, w thout saying that some people are trying to slow things down
or not to slow themdown, wthout going into all those considerations - that
we have al ways approached the question of tinme-franes with a degree of
flexibility and we could do the sanme today. Now, of course, it is up to
everybody to deci de whet her they wi sh to subscribe to this reading that | have
just suggested, that is, to informthe General Assenbly, which represents the
entire international community, even those not here in CGeneva, of the results
of our efforts, which for themare fundanental, and to | et them deci de what
they want to do with themnow. That is the reading which | would offer of
this text.

M. AKRAM (Pakistan): | amsorry to ask for the floor again on this
guestion, but | believe that the decision that we would take on this issue is
a vital one for the future of our Conference, notw thstanding the remarks that
have been nade here in this discussion
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I would like to clarify Pakistan's approach to this issue. W are
proposi ng the transm ssion of the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee not because
we entirely agree with the outcone of the negotiations or even approve them
Qur views on that are well known. But we are all aware in this body of the
nature of the devel opnents that are likely to follow. And regardl ess of the
contents of the resolution and the rules of procedure, it is to these
realities that we nust address ourselves and see what is in the best interest
of our del egations' views and the interests of this institution which we
val ue.

Qur desire in transmtting the report of the Ad Hoc Cormittee to the
Ceneral Assenbly is to ensure, firstly, that the views that were expressed by
nmy del egation, the proposals we nmade and the negotiating positions we held,
are duly conveyed to the general nenbership of the United Nations and that
they forma part of the negotiating record of this treaty. The second, and,
we believe, equally inportant objective is to ensure that the General Assenbly
and the negotiating record of this treaty should reflect the role which has
been played by the Ad Hoc Cormmittee and by the Conference on D sarnmanent in
the evolution of the draft text of the conprehensive test-ban treaty. This
is, we believe, a vital part of the process of establishing and naintaining
and preserving the credibility of the Conference on D sarnanent.

W hold that we can, of course, enter into a |long discussion about the
rul es of procedure, and I would be the last one to ever seek to enter into an
argunent on the rules of procedure with ny distingui shed brother and
col | eague, the Anmbassador of lran. | would not feel confident in entering
into such a discussion on the rules of procedure. But the proposal that we
had nmade is not under rule 43. The proposal we nade was a very sinple one.

It was that the Conference on Disarmanent should transnmit inmmediately,

| repeat, imediately the report of the Ad Hoc Committee to the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly for information. That is all. It is not under rule 43.

Rul e 44 does not apply. It is sinply a decision which we have proposed. W
beli eve that we have adopted the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee. There is no
di sagreenment on the substance of the report. It is sinply a decision to
transmit it to the General Assenbly. W do not ascribe notives to anybody.

W have no notivations other than those we have stated in this intervention

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Pakistan for his
st at enent .

As | see the situation now - and | go back to ny statenment on Tuesday
when | said that consultations were needed in order to see whether there was
consensus to take action on the report today, 22 August - the discussion we
have here nmakes it perfectly clear that there is no consensus to take action
today. Having said that, | amperfectly willing, and I think it mght be
necessary, to conduct further consultations to see whether action on this

i ssue can be taken at a later stage. | think that, with this statement, we
coul d concl ude the discussion or debate on this today. If there is no
consensus to take action, | will conduct further consultations in whatever

form may be suggested, or | see fit, and then | would like to go to the |ist
of speakers. The United Kingdom has asked for the floor
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Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of G eat Britain and
Northern Ireland): | amsorry to take the floor yet again, but | wonder if we
do not really need to resolve this issue, and | would repeat mnmy suggestion
that you should formally ask us whether there is consensus to transmt this
report, either in the way in which you proposed on Tuesday or in the mnuch
sinpler way - which, | think, avoids any difficulty over rules 43 and 44 -
whi ch has been proposed this norning by the distingui shed Arbassador of
Paki stan. But really, it does seem to nmy delegation at |east, that we have
better things to do than go on having daily Presidential consultations which
| ead us nowhere.

While | have the floor, | would just nake one conment about rule 44 and,
really, ask if anyone is formally insisting that that rule be invoked. If
they are, it is ny understanding fromwhat the secretariat told us in those
informal consultations in the President's office that that woul d be the
precedent. It is not a question of creating a precedent by not applying
rule 44, but the precedent would be to apply it. M understanding fromthe
secretariat at those neetings is that that rule has never been applied.

Ms. GHOSE (India): As you will recall, the idea of continuing
consul tations had been nade by ne earlier. It is not always that | find what
nmy di stingui shed col |l eague from Paki stan says attractive, but | think that
what he just read out - | was not able to take it down - is sonething which we
would like to consider if there is tine to consider. | would like to do that,
if you wish, inthis forumor informally or whatever, because what we have
been working on is the so-called non-paper which you read out, so let nme cal
it the President's proposal, and that we would have difficulties with. So it
is just a query to you, M. President, that perhaps, if you wi sh, you can
concl ude today by saying that there is no consensus, or you could say that
today there is no consensus and we would Iike to continue our consultations
further. M del egation woul d be prepared to do that.

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) (translated fromArabic): |If there is insistence on
applying rule 44 of the rules of procedure, the fact is that, as was said

earlier, in the five years that | have been here in Geneva representing ny
country in the Conference on Disarmanment that rule has never been applied. In
any event, every assenbly is master of its own decisions concerning its rules
of procedure. So, if the question before the Conference is not one of
preparing a report but of transmitting the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a
Nucl ear Test Ban to the General Assenbly by neans of a letter witten by you
as | saidinm first statement, a letter fromthe President of the Conference
on Disarmanent to the President of the General Assenbly, there is no need here
to invoke rule 44. If the matter can be handl ed by sending a letter fromyou
to the President of the General Assenbly, that could be done very easily. It
woul d be good if the intention here was to informthe General Assenbly when

it neets in resuned fiftieth session to exami ne the application of

resol uti on 50/65. W support that.

M. ARMSTRONG (New Zeal and): Since | have not spoken before under your
presidency, Sir, let ne first congratulate you on your assunption of the
presi dency and say that we are, of course, prepared to | end you every support.
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| shall be brief. New Zeal and shares the view of those who have
suggested that we should nake every effort to resolve this issue today. W
beli eve that there are solid reasons, which have been advanced in this
neeting, to do so. Qhers, particularly the distingui shed Anbassador of
Morocco, have indicated that the question is one to which the General Assenbly
has attached priority. Perhaps we could invite you to take further the
proposal which was put forward by Pakistan, which seened to us to be
straightforward and direct, and to avoid sone of the difficulties which have
been raised in interventions made earlier this norning. Perhaps we m ght
invite you to read out a proposal, either the Pakistan proposal or one akin to
it, for a decision that del egations could be in a position to take here today.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of New Zeal and, and
before giving the floor to the next speakers on ny list on this issue, | cal
on the distingui shed Anbassador of Pakistan to repeat the proposal which he
made.

M. AKRAM (Pakistan): Qur proposal would read as follows: "The
Conference on Di sarmanment decides to transnmit inmediately the report of its
Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban (CD/ 1425 and Corr.1) to the
United Nations General Assenbly". That would be all.

The PRESIDENT: So there is a proposal which has been nade by the
di stingui shed Anbassador of Pakistan. Wuld there be consensus on adopting
this short and clear text now? The distinguished representative of Iran has
the fl oor.

M. NASSERI (lslamc Republic of Iran): | amconpelled to take the floor
to respond to the very kind conents by Anbassador Kreid of Austria. He
flattered me. They say flattery gets you nowhere, but it does. And | should
say that in light of the discussions that have taken place today, | note that
there is general support, at |east expressed by sonme del egations, including
del egations fromny own group, to have a separate way of transmitting this
report, aside fromthe annual report to the General Assenbly. | certainly do
not rule that out followi ng this debate and di scussion. The question remains
as to how, precisely, we should do it and, of course, to present that precise
formulation, at least as far as | amconcerned, to ny capital and then be able
to come back with a reply. Now, | have a practical problem because what | am
bei ng asked is, precisely what |ies ahead? | have been trying to collect sone
information on this basis, but | amnot quite clear about it. That is, if we
are going to the resunmed session of the General Assenbly, again, the problem
here seens to be the problemof tining. It is a problemfor us too. For
i nstance, when are we going to the resuned session? Wat dates are being
suggested? |If there is going to be a signing cerenony at some point, what
dates are being suggested for that purpose? These are things that could again
be a natter for consideration, perhaps nore politically, but also
logistically. Therefore, | think sone consultation is in order so that we can
have sone of these matters of procedure and further action in a clearer form
anongst oursel ves. W have not been able to agree on a text, but we should
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not rule out that we could agree as to - or at |east have an understanding as
to - what further action is going to be pursued and followed at the |evel of
the General Assenbly and afterwards.

| really think that consultations would be very helpful. It would be
very hel pful for ny own del egation, or at least further information on this
will be extrenely helpful. Nevertheless, the proposal as just read out by the

di stingui shed Anbassador of Pakistan is one that we could certainly consider,
and | would be quite willing to transmit that to ny capital for quick
consi derati on.

Now, while | have the floor, |I think that, as sone questions have been
rai sed about the way we apply the rules of procedure - and those questions
have been raised for the record - | think it is in order that we have some

clarification on that. Because ny inpression is that we have not been

i nvoki ng specific rules of procedure such as 43, 44 and 45 because we have
been observi ng them anyway, since we have not been in a sinilar situation
where sone countries are asking for very urgent action that woul d circunvent
those rul es of procedure and, again, ny recollection is that those rul es have
been observed, that is, the drafts have usually been prepared - the origina
draft - by the President with the assistance of the secretariat two weeks in
advance or beyond. | believe a clarification on that for the record is

per haps sonething that is relevant and in order, as this will set a precedent
for the future of our work.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished Arbassador of Iran for his
statenent. | think the situation now seens to be very clear. There is
obvi ously no consensus on any decision to be taken today on the issue of
further action concerning the Ad Hoc Conmittee. | think we can decide that we
take no action on this today. So, ny suggestion is to close the debate and
say that further consultations may be required as there is a proposal on a
text. And now | go back to the list of speakers. | have Mrocco, Argentina,
Paki stan and Romani a. The Anbassador of Mdyrocco has the floor.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOU M (Mrocco) (translated fromFrench): | just wanted
to ask you to give us an opportunity to nmake one or two coments before
sunmm ng up the discussion and proposing a decision. M proposal is as
follows. | believe that the preference of the overwhelnming nmgjority would be
to take a decision today, as you yourself stressed. There is no consensus on
that and | respect the point of view of those del egati ons which do not agree.
But, in a spirit of conpronise, and also to enable us to fulfil our mssion as
we see it, perhaps | could propose that the consultations which you intend to
conduct at the request of nmy brother fromlran and the Anbassador of India -
that today you set the date of the next plenary, which would not be Thursday,
but this afternoon or at the latest tonorrow, so that a decision can be taken
That woul d enabl e those who need instructions fromtheir capitals to tel
their capitals that the decision is going to be taken on such-and-such a day,
on such-and-such a date. That way things would be very clear anpbng us and we
woul d be able to take decisions with the agreenment of our capitals.
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M. SANCHEZ ARNAU (Argentina) (translated from Spanish): Despite the
nature of the debate in which we are engaged, allow ne to express the

sati sfaction of the Argentine del egation at seeing you presiding over our
di scussions, M. President.

In the same spirit as the Mroccan del egation, we wi sh to take the floor
to request that we take a decision on our next nmeeting and on the way we are
goi ng to conduct the consultations which seem necessary in order to clarify a
nunber of what | would call secondary aspects of a virtually obvi ous deci sion
that the Conference has to take.

W have been working for two years now on preparing a draft treaty. W
beli eve we now have a text which reflects the best that coul d be obtained
following so many efforts and delicate discussions. W believe that the
Chai rman of the Ad Hoc Committee, Anbassador Ranmker, has made the best
possible effort to achieve a text reflecting what it is possible to agree on
in the Conference at this tine. And we believe that we are not in a position
politically speaking to continue delaying the decision to transnmit a report
that we have al ready adopted to a CGeneral Assenbly which has requested us to
send it such a report. W have the inpression that we cannot continue going
round indefinitely in circles without taking a decision on the subject.

W have before us a draft which you submitted to us after consultations
and after announcing that we were to adopt a decision on this subject today.
My del egation, |like so nmany ot hers which have spoken today, came in a position
to take a decision in this respect and we were willing to go along with the
draft decision which you have presented. Wth a view to avoi di ng sone
obj ections, the representative of Pakistan has put before us another, sinpler
draft decision, and we are |ikew se prepared to go along with that. The
del egation of Iran seem ngly needs sonme nore tine so that it can get
instructions fromits capital and perhaps also be able to go along with the
deci si on proposed by Pakistan today.

Consequently, M. President, |like the Mroccan del egation, and in order
to satisfy what we believe is a growi ng demand not nerely anong the mgjority
of the nenbers of the Conference but in the international conmunity for us to
transmit the report to the General Assenbly as soon as possible, we would
request that we schedule a further neeting of the plenary for, at the |atest,
tonmorrow or Monday and that we give tine in the interimfor the del egations
whi ch do not yet have instructions to get themand for you and the secretari at
to respond to a nunber of questions that have been raised which, we think, do
not require a reply closely linked to the adoption of the decision that has to
be taken here, nanely to transmt as soon as possible a report that we have
al ready adopt ed.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Arbassador of Argentina. In
order to advance, before giving the floor to the speakers on nmy list, | would
suggest, and after consultation with the secretariat, that there is a
possibility of having informal consultations with interested del egations this
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afternoon at 3 p.m inrooml. |If consensus energes then, we can have a

pl enary neeting tonorrow at 10 a.m here in this room |If this proposal is
acceptabl e, we can decide to have informal consultations this afternoon at
3 p.m inrooml. The Anbassador of Ronmania has the floor

M. NEAGU (Ronmnia): M words of congratul ations are reserved for the
next neeting, when we shall, | hope, have a better opportunity, and | do not
want to delay the proceedi ngs of this session

Two days ago, under your presidency, we took a decision, and, as you
recal l ed at the begi nning of our neeting, we are supposed to deci de today upon
the course of action with respect to the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee, and
we were supposed today to have instructions fromour capitals with respect to
this decision. M delegation has received such instructions in due tine.

In order to sinmplify even further the debate today, the del egation of
Paki stan presented us with a very sinple text which is to the point and which
nmy del egation appreciates and is ready to adopt. | would al so agree that we
are not under rule 43 but have business as usual, and we have a proposa
before us, and we have to take a decision on it. M understanding is that we
still have resources here to have such a decision this norning.

And a final point, with respect to the business of the General Assenbly
of the United Nations, | do not think that it is our business to discuss the
schedul e of the CGeneral Assenmbly. It is the right of the menbership of the
United Nations to see to the schedule of the session of the General Assenbly
of the United Nations.

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of Geat Britain and

Northern Ireland): | wondered if | might ask you whether you intended to fix
the date for the next plenary neeting before a decision is taken on whether to
hold further consultations. It was ny understanding fromthe advice we were

given by the secretariat that a decision had to be taken on this matter this
week at the very latest, preferably today, but | suppose possibly tonorrow,
since otherw se, even if agreenent were reached on sending a report, it could
not be processed in time for it to be considered by the General Assenbly, if
the General Assenbly wi shed to consider it, before the end of the fiftieth
session. And so | think ny delegation, at any rate, would find it difficult
to agree to further consultations unless we had sonme assurance that there was
a neeting scheduled within this time-scale. Having said that of course, |
have no confidence that we would actually take a decision, since you told us
on Tuesday we woul d take a decision today and we have not.

M. AKRAM (Pakistan): | believe that we have had an interesting
di scussion and that we are confident that, with a little further work, we
could reach a consensus on this matter. | amgrateful to both our coll eagues
fromlran and fromiIndia for the indications of a readiness to consider the
proposal that we had put forward. | nust add here to Anbassador Chose that it
is not always that we find Indian statenents unattractive, but we appreciate
the indications of flexibility. W hope that you will be able to hold
consul tations soon and ny del egation, for one, not only for the weighty
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reasons cited by Anbassador Weston, but for even nore personal reasons, hopes
that the decision could be taken today, if possible, but if not, we hope we
will be able to reach a decision by tonmorrow norning. So, | would suggest
that we hold consultations as soon as possible in order to try and reach a
consensus on this matter.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Pakistan. |
woul d I'ike now to give the floor to the distingui shed Anbassador of Bel gi um
and then the Chair will rule on this matter in order not to prolong it.

Baron GUILLAUME (Bel gium) (translated fromFrench): M. President, |ike
others, | will save ny congratulations for another occasion. | would just
like to refer to the proposal you nade a few ni nutes ago, which seenms to go
towards neeting the wi shes of certain delegations that want a little nore time
for additional consultations. You proposed holding a neeting today at 3 p. m
| think that is a very good idea. You said that if there were consensus at
that nmeeting, we would nmeet in plenary afterwards to take note of that. |
think that at this stage we al so have to be consistent with what you said two
days ago, nanely that we would take the decision today. Instead of hol ding
the plenary tonorrow, | would propose that we hold it at the end of the day
t oday.

The PRESIDENT: After listening carefully to all that has been said and
all the proposal s which have been made here, | would like to conclude this
debate by saying that it appears that further consultations are still required
in order to reach agreenent on the course of action to be taken with regard to
the report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, to enable the
Conference to reach a decision at the next neeting on Friday, 23 August,
at 10 a.m in this room Before that, we could have consultations in room
this afternoon at 3 p.m

Iran has asked for the floor.

M. NASSERI (Ilslamc Republic of Iran): They say in the West "never on
Sundays". In our part of the world, we say "never on Fridays". But,
seriously, apparently a decision or a statenent that you nade at the | ast
pl enary, when you stated that at the next plenary we woul d take a decision on
the course of action, has been interpreted as naking a decision on a specific
proposal which was not even presented to us in the proper form You, Sir, as
you have said, stated that the Conference woul d take a decision on the course
of action. Now, that course of action could, we have realized today, be
varied. On the basic principle that there would be a special, a separate
i nformati on provided to the CGeneral Assenbly, as | suggested, | have
noted that there is support, including fromnenbers of ny own group,
the Goup of 21. Now, | amprepared to conme to the consultations, but please,
| do not wish to be interpreted as com ng back with instructions on Friday at
a plenary neeting. | think I can say further that the intention is certainly
not to prolong this and have a del ayed decision on this. | believe that would
serve no purpose at all, but we have to consider the practicalities of this.
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Anbassador Weston has mentioned some of the things that he has been
i nfornmed of through the secretariat, for instance, that two weeks are required
for processing these papers and this report. That | cannot quite understand

because this report exists, it has been adopted. | do not know how nuch
further processing needs to be done that would require, really, two weeks from
an abl e secretariat as the one that we have. In any sense, this is
information that is not clear to us. | think this whole matter can be

di scussed during the consultations. There is good will, there is a genuine

intention to nmove forward on this, but it will be difficult to make very firm
conmitments, and certainly ny delegation is not in a position to do so for any
specific timng at a plenary where there is a nove to take a final decision

| cannot conmit nyself to that at this stage.

May | al so renew nmy query, and to this end, | will repeat this question
to the Secretary-General of the Conference. Again, it was stated on the
record that it is not the way we do things to apply the rules of procedure
that we have set out for our work. It has been on the record, so | would
really appreciate clarification, and | request clarification fromthe
Secretary- General on that. Have we been observing the rules of procedure,
including rules 43, 44 and 45 - not invoking - have we been observing them at
| east in general, or have we been always acting contrary to that?

M. LEDOGAR (United States of America): |, too, will defer nmy gratitude.
Col | eagues around this table will recall the efforts in the Ad Hoc Comittee
on a Nuclear Test Ban to pull together the report in question, including four
very difficult hours spent |late one evening drafting the final two sentences
of that report - sentences which, in effect, sinply say that we all agreed
that we could not agree on the Ramaker text. M del egation nmade inportant
concessions in the effort to achieve the resulting Commttee report, in the
belief that we were all working urgently to satisfy a deadline the
i nternational community had set and a deadline that the Conference on
Di sarmanent had accepted. Now, this is a matter of good faith. W were not,
| repeat, we were not working on a routine, year-end Ad Hoc Committee report
and | ast Tuesday we did not adopt a routine, year-end Ad Hoc Conmittee report.
In other words, if this report is killed today by unprecedented procedura
manoeuvring, it is dead and with it the statenments, the national statements
contained therein. Rule 44 concerns draft reports. W have before us a fina
report. | would like to know before there is an attenpt to concl ude that we
have no consensus whether or not there is a consensus that rule 44 applies,
and whet her or not it has been formally invoked, and once that is disposed of,
| would like to hear, now, the proposition of Pakistan formally put before us
by you. Tinme is of the essence, because we have accepted a deadline the
i nternational conmunity has set. So to push this over to next week as we have
just heard proposed, or vaguely into next week at sone time, is just not
acceptable. It is all over, and the Conference on Disarmanent will bear the
consequences, if we not only veto the substance of two and a half years' work,
but also veto an expression that sinply says "we couldn't agree"

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of the
United States. The question was asked whet her any delegation is willing to
formally invoke rule 44. 1ran has the floor.
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M. NASSERI (Ilslamc Republic of Iran): |In accordance with the text that
has been circul ated, again, wi thout any proper format, no date, no worKking
paper nunber or otherwi se, and not clear as to whose proposal this is, there
has been a reference to rule 43. If rule 43 is invoked, it follows
automatically that rules 44 and 45 that relate to the sane i ssue would al so be
i nvoked. Neverthel ess, we have noted that there have been some suggestions
today, including that by the Anbassador of Pakistan or that by the Anmbassador
of Morocco, that rule 43 does not necessarily apply - we have to exam ne
that - but that the proposed action does not necessarily invoke rule 43. And
inthat light, in the light of those proposals, it is likely that rules 44
and 45 woul d not have to be invoked either

The PRESIDENT: So, | was requested to put before the Conference the
proposal just made orally by the distinguished Anbassador of Pakistan, which
according to nmy notes, reads as foll ows:

"The Conference on Di sarmanment decides to transmit inmediately the
report of its Ad Hoc Conmmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban (CD/ 1425 and Corr. 1)
to the United Nations General Assenbly."”

That is the proposal which has been nmade by the distingui shed Anbassador
of Pakistan which | put before the Conference. Has everybody taken note of
the text? | will repeat it:

"The Conference on D sarmanment decides to transmit inmediately the
report of its Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban (CD/ 1425 and Corr.1)
to the United Nations General Assenbly."”

The di stingui shed Anbassador of India has the fl oor

Ms. GHOSE (India): W could, of course, take this up at the informa
consul tations, but what | had taken down - perhaps | was a little hasty in
doing that - was that the proposal ended with two nore words, "for
information". | amnot sure. WAs that in the proposal, or maybe we coul d
di scuss this this afternoon?

M. BENJELLOUN-TOQUIM (Mrocco) (translated fromFrench): | amvery
sorry to be taking the floor again. | believe that an even sinpler proposa
is needed. M ght you not schedule a plenary for this afternoon to take a
deci si on on Paki stan's proposal ? You schedule the plenary for 5 p.m and cal
us together at 3 p.m to clarify what can be clarified and for us to be able
to informour capitals that we shall be taking a decision at 5 p.m on the
matter and | think we can break off the debate on this proposal right now

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): M thanks to the Anbassador of
Morocco. | believe that this proposal will enable us to resolve the problem
So, we shall decide to resune the plenary neeting of the Conference on
Disarnanent at 5 p.m in this same roomand at 3 p.m we can conduct inforna
consul tations on the basis of the proposal by Pakistan that | have just put
bef ore you.

It was so deci ded.
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M. NASSERI (Ilslamc Republic of Iran): You have just taken a decision
to resunme the session this afternoon followi ng the informal consultations.
understand that the purpose of this would be perhaps to informthe plenary of
the results of the informal consultations if there are any or, otherw se, we
wi || probably convene another neeting. However, if we are going to take a
decision, | would then appreciate it if you would find a way of comrunicating
the results of the consultations to Tehran, on a holiday, and receiving a
reply before 5 o' clock as well. | do not think I have that possibility, Sir.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Iran. So now we
can go to the list of speakers for today's neeting, and | have on ny list
representatives of the Russian Federation, the Syrian Arab Republic, China,
Australia, Ireland and Germany. | call now on the distingui shed Anbassador of
the Russian Federation to deliver his statenent.

M . BERDENNI KOV (Russian Federation) (translated from Russian): First of
all, Sir, allow nme to convey to you the congratul ati ons of the Russian
del egati on on your accession to the post of President of the Conference on
Di sarnmanent and to wi sh you luck and every success in your activities at such
a crucial tine for our forum You can count on our support and cooperation

The negotiations on the text of a CIBT, which had been going on for quite
sone time, are now over. W have a draft treaty which, although it was tabled
on behalf of the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on an NIB, is the result of
the collective efforts of the participants in the negotiations.

The fact that this is a conpronmi se text and that it does not reflect the
position of any one del egation or group of del egations is shown by, in
particular, the provision in the Ad Hoc Conmittee's report to the effect that
none of the del egations of the countries that support this draft was able to
declare itself fully satisfied with its contents. This is normal, this is the
essence of conprom se: nobody is fully satisfied, but the overwhel m ng
majority is able not to object to the text. W regret that not all nenbers of
t he Conference on Di sarmanent were able to take such a reasonabl e conprom se
stand. That is all the nore regrettable as the treaty has, we are profoundly
convi nced, significant objective positive features that any unbi ased observer
coul d hardly deny.

First, this treaty frees humanity for ever from nucl ear explosions in any
environnent. Second, the treaty will nake an effective contribution to the
strengt heni ng of the nuclear non-proliferation regine. It represents the
i mpl enentation by the parties to the NPT of the decision by the Conference for
the Revi ew and Extension of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons, which, as we know, called for the conpletion of negotiations on a
uni versal and internationally and effectively verifiable conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty no later than 1996. This treaty will, we are certain,
make t he spread of nucl ear weapons over the planet still nore difficult.
Third, the conprehensive and threshol dl ess ban on all nucl ear expl osions wll
undoubt edly serve as an effective brake on the qualitative inprovenent of
nucl ear charges, and will prevent the appearance in arsenals of new types of
nucl ear charges as well as nucl ear weapons based on new physical principles.
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Fourth, the CTBT will becone a new point of departure, an effective stinulus
to the continuation of the negotiating process ained at the further reduction
of nuclear armanents to the point of ultinate conplete elinmnation. W are
certain that the CIBT is a necessary stage on this road, one w thout which we
cannot hope to achi eve even nore far-reaching agreenents. |[|f anyone believes
that it is possible to conbi ne movenment towards the ultimate goal of the
elimnation of nuclear weapons with their appearance in nore and nore States,
they are, in our view, wong.

In view of the foregoing, the Russian delegation regrets that the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment was not able to approve the treaty text
tabl ed by the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Cormittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban
Anmbassador Ranaker, and contained in docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, and to
forward it to the United Nations General Assenbly. | wi sh to nake clear that
t he del egati on of the Russian Federation supports this treaty text as it is.
| also wish to make clear that the Russian del egation has carefully considered
the continuing difficulties which some other del egations have with this treaty
text, but has reached the firmconclusion that further negotiations or
attenpts to amend the text will not bring us closer to a consensus. On the
contrary, the Russian del egation believes that the text contained in
docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 offers the only possibility of achieving a
conpr ehensi ve nucl ear-test-ban treaty at this time. W call on those
del egati ons whi ch have not yet done so to join us in support of this text.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of the Russian
Federation for his statenment and kind words addressed to the Chair, and | now
give the floor to the distinguished representative of the Syrian Arab
Republic.

M. KHOURY (Syrian Arab Republic) (translated from Arabic):

M. President, | would first Iike to extend our congratulations to you and say
how pl eased we are to see you presiding over this neeting.

Al t hough the draft conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty presented by the
Chai rman of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban in docunent
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 has not secured agreenent and is not contained in the
report by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee to the Conference, our
del egation would like to reaffirmour position with respect to annex 1
attached to article Il, paragraph 28 of the draft treaty. This concerns
geogr aphi cal distribution among States. A nunber of del egations have
expressed opposition to this distribution. W consider that this distribution
or breakdown is contrary to all the custons and practices applied within the
United Nations. It was inposed on the Ad Hoc Committee w thout consultation
wi th, or approval by, the States concerned in the Mddl e East and South Asia
region. It does not contain the possibility for cooperation, coordination,
consul tation or deliberations anong those States either. W would nention
that |Israel continues to develop its military arsenal, in particular a nuclear
arsenal, thus threatening security in the region, and refuses to adhere to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons or to submit its nuclear
facilities to International Atom c Energy Agency supervision. Simlarly,
| srael does not respect international law or legality and instead inpedes the
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establishnent of a just and | asting peace in the Mddle East. For all these
reasons our delegation is opposed to Israel's inclusion in the Mddle East and
South Asia group. We will reaffirmthis position if the draft treaty is
submtted for consideration in any international forum W request that our
staterment be included in full in the record of this nmeeting and in any report
transmitted by the Conference on Disarmanent to the General Assenbly.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of the Syrian
Arab Republic for his statenent and the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
| give nowthe floor to the distinguished representative of China,
Anbassador Sha.

M. SHA (China) (translated from Chinese): Sir, it gives the Chinese

del egation great pleasure to see you presiding over the CD at such an unusua
time. We are confident that your experience and diplomatic skill will not

fail to help you live up to the expectations of the nmenber States and that
work in the CD will proceed snoothly under your presidency. Here | would al so
like to thank your distinguished predecessor, Anbassador Urrutia of Peru, and
express our deep appreciation for the work whi ch he acconplished during the
final stage of the negotiations on the CIBT here in the CD

At a norment like this | would Iike to pay a special tribute
to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban
Anbassador Jaap Ramaker of the Netherlands. As the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Conmmittee, M. Ranmaker contributed in a significant way to the progress of the
negoti ati ons on the CTBT. Besides expressing our heartfelt thanks to him we
woul d also Iike to convey to M. Ramaker our highest esteemfor the patience
the sense of commitment, the zeal and the consunmate diplomatic skill which he
denonstrated in presiding over the negotiations. W also appreciated deeply
the excellent cooperation which M. Ranaker extended to the Chi nese del egation
t hroughout the negotiations. The Chinese delegation would [ike to express the
conviction that history will not forget the contributions nmade by M. Ramaker
and the Netherl ands del egation to the CTBT.

Here, | would also like to express ny thanks to the other officials,
anong them the Chairnman of Wirking Goup 1, Anbassador Berdenni kov of the
Russi an Federation; the Chairman of Wrking Goup 2, Anbassador Zahran of

Egypt; and the other Friends of the Chair and noderators. | thank each and
every one of themfor their inportant contributions to the treaty. The
seasoned di pl omatic skill which they brought to bear in presiding over their

neetings during the session benefited all of us in no snall neasure.

I would also like to express ny thanks to you, M. President, to the
forner Anmbassador of Mexico, M. Marin Bosch, Anbassador Hoffmann of Gernany,
Anmbassador Norberg of Sweden, and all those who have nade i nportant
contributions to the negotiation of the treaty since 1994. It was you who
laid a sound basis for the final stage of the work on the treaty. Since
M. Marin Bosch is no longer with us, we would like to convey to himthrough
t he Mexi can del egati on our thanks and appreciation. Finally, | would also
like to thank the Personal Representative of the Secretary-Ceneral and
Secretary-Ceneral of the CD, M. Petrovsky, the Deputy Secretary-General
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M. Bensnail, and the other officers of the secretariat, the interpreters and
the translators. Thanks to your hard work and untiring support, the
Conference proceeded in a snmooth and orderly manner

Chi na has always held that a conprehensive ban on nuclear testing is a
significant step towards the conplete prohibition and thorough destruction of
nucl ear weapons. W believe firmy that the conclusion of the CIBT will
contribute to nucl ear disarnmanent and nucl ear non-proliferation. W certainly
understand that the CTBT will have a direct inpact on the security of al
States, especially that of China. However, for the purpose of facilitating
the realization of the above-nentioned objectives, the Chinese del egati on,
under the instructions of its Governnent, participated in the negotiations in
a positive, serious and responsi ble nanner, and showed flexibility and
conprom se on alnost all the key provisions of this treaty text.

Al though the draft treaty text contained in CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 does not
totally satisfy us and does not cover all the concerns of nany devel opi ng
countries, including those of China, the Chinese del egation believes that the
current treaty text represents the achievable result of negotiations in the
past two and a half years, and that by and large it reflects objectively the
state of negotiations and is bal anced in general

The NTB Ad Hoc Conmittee Chairnan, Anbassador Jaap Ramaker of the
Net herl ands, concluded in his report to the Ad Hoc Conmittee that under the
present circunstances substantive work on the draft treaty had resulted in the
best attai nable outcome. Having considered all the related aspects, the
Chi nese delegation is prepared to accept his concl usion

W understand that some del egations still have difficulties with this
treaty text. Their difficulties should have been resol ved t hrough continued
negoti ations or consultations. However, in the light of the time-line set for
us by United Nations General Assenbly resolution 50/65, adopted w thout a vote
on 12 Decenber 1995, and proceeding fromthe reality we all face, it is the
belief of ny delegation that continued negotiation on or amendnment of this
treaty text does not seemto be very practical. Should negotiations be
reopened, the intricate and fragile bal ance of the current treaty provisions
m ght be destroyed. |In such a case, there would be little chance to restore
t he bal ance and to reach a consensus within a short period of tine. Wrse
still, should the situation be mshandled or affected by certain devel opnents
in the international situation, we mght even be pushed further away fromthe
prospect of a CTBT which has been | ong cherished by the internationa
communi ty.

Proceedi ng fromthese considerations, my del egation, though not totally
satisfied with the treaty text, supports this text as it is and regrets that
the CD was not able to approve this treaty text and forward it to the
United Nations CGeneral Assenmbly for endorsenent.
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My del egation has all along hoped that a fair and reasonabl e CIBT woul d
be ready and open for signature before the end of this year. W are convinced
that all the efforts of the CD and the international conmunity for the
conclusion of a CIBT will not have been in vain.

Lastly, | would |ike on behalf of the Chinese delegation to thank all the
different parties for their cooperation with the Chi nese del egation during the
negoti ati ons.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Arbassador of China for his
staterment and his kind words to the Chair. | now call on Anbassador Starr,
t he di stinguished representative of Australia.

M. STARR (Australia): Earlier this nmorning, | sought to accelerate the
progress of this Conference's report, the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee to
the international community. | did so, as | said, because |I believe the
i nternational community deserved to have before it, urgently, the outcone of
the Ad Hoc Comm ttee's work, which was non-consensus. \Wat we nust not
overl ook, what no del egati on here can overl ook, in what was a nost interesting
procedural debate on rules 43, 44, 45 and whatever el se, what we cannot
overlook is the fact that that report did not contain the text of a treaty.

It was a report shorn of that text. It was a report that registered

non- consensus, despite our belief that the overwhelming najority of

del egations in the Ad Hoc Conmittee were prepared to accept that text despite
percepti ons of inperfections.

My del egation is pleased that you are going to continue consultations on
the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee which was endorsed here and which is now a
guestion of a very sinple sentence of transmi ssion. You nay be able to reach
agreenment this afternoon, or holidays may intervene. You nmay be able to reach
a deci sion tonmorrow or Mnday, but the weekend may intervene. But no natter
how [ ong and how successful your efforts, this Conference and the Ad Hoc
Conmi ttee which has been convened year after year will not be able to transm't
the text of the treaty which has been devel oped over years and which carries
t he expectations of decades.

It was with the deepest regret that ny del egati on was forced to recogni ze
the fact - and it is a fact - that the achievenent of the Ad Hoc Conmittee,
that is the draft treaty text, will not be fornally advanced through this
Conference to the wider, waiting, conmunity. Al though warned of the
possibility of a veto by one menber State of the Conference, we continued to
hope that through accommodati on and reassurance, that menber woul d have found
itself able to nake the choice to allow the treaty text to nove uni npeded
t hrough the Conference on Disarmanent and on to the General Assenbly, even
whil e retaining reservations about the substance of the text. Many of us have
expressed our views on the entry-into-force provision which is the cause of
this veto. Watever its limtations, it is sinply not accurate to suggest
that it is illegal or coercive. It inplies no international |egal obligation
on any State to sign or ratify the treaty. The entry-into-force provision is



CDY PV. 747
27

(M. Starr, Australia)

nerely nechanical, setting out the preconditions of the treaty's entry into
operation. |In each case, the timng of signature will inevitably be judged by
the State in question in accordance with its national requirenents.

To focus, and continue focusing, on the heart of the problemand the
heart of our work and the heart of our achievenent, throughout al nost three
years of negotiation, all delegations have worked hard to secure solutions
that represented a bal ance between the diverse views of participants in the

negotiations. In our view, the treaty neets the requirenments of the mandate.
Any extension to the reach of the treaty's aspirations, or its scope, were not
achi evabl e negotiating objectives at this point in history. In the view of

Australia and many others, the text of the treaty is as reasonable a
conprom se as was possible for us to achieve. Extra tinme spent on
negoti ati ons now would threaten its very existence. Any attenpt to reopen the
draft brings with it the certainty of its unravelling - and a sl ow,
dispiriting drain of the political effort and support that has fuelled these
negoti ati ons.

What we have after 40 years of intention and expectation and 2 years or
nore of intense negotiation is a valuable instrunent. It is conposed of
serious conprom ses and conmitnents. Further, |ike the Chenical Wapons
Convention, this treaty is evidence of substantial achievenment by the
Conference on Di sarmanment - especially inmportant after the underachi evenent
foi sted upon this Conference and its predecessors during the cold war. This
treaty will inpose, for the first time, constraints on the qualitative
i mprovenent of nucl ear weapons and bring the nuclear arns race to a definitive
end. It will make a key contribution to the programe of action on
non-proliferation and di sarmanment agreed at the NPT Revi ew and Extension
Conference. It is a crucial step in the process towards conpl ete nucl ear
di sarmanent. A concluded treaty will make it possible to tackle
authoritatively the next inmportant step towards this goal

The Ad Hoc Committee's work on this treaty is finished.
Anbassador Marin Bosch of Mexico, its nmbst distinguished first Chairman, hoped
to conplete a treaty text of this scope and al ong these |ines by 1994.
Australia joined with many ot her del egations in working for, and hoping for,
conpl etion of the negotiations in 1995 under your nost distingui shed

| eadership. 1In the event, the negotiations concluded under the chairmanship
of your successor, Anbassador Jaap Rameker, and | pay great respect to his
tireless, dedicated efforts. In fact, the tireless and dedicated efforts of

all of the Chairmen of the Ad Hoc Committee have earned you honoured places in
the history of this achi evenent.

W have a workable treaty. Al of the debates about procedure, all of

t he debates about whether or not we have to sign it or not, do not obscure the
fact that we have with us a workable treaty, and we have a commitnent by the
five nucl ear-weapon States to endorse and sign it. | ask you to consider that
achi evenent, an achi evenent that we have sought and yearned for for years. W
have worked for this situation for years and years and years. W cannot give
up. The opportunity is here and now It will not last. W nust grasp it or
lose it, and with it the whole critical step forward towards nucl ear
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di sarmanent. W should not, indeed nmust not avoid this responsibility. It is
inthe interests of this Conference that, given this paralysis, its wirk be
taken to the broader international comunity, recogni zed and endorsed.
Accordingly, Australia will be looking to work with friends of the CIBT to
fulfil the goal of the fiftieth General Assenbly of a conpleted text, endorsed
and ready for signature by the fifty-first Assenmbly this year

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Australia for his
statenent and his kind words to the Chair and to nme personally. | now give
the floor to the distinguished Anbassador of Ireland, Madame Anderson.

Ms. ANDERSON (Ireland): M. President, let nme first offer ny warm
congratul ati ons on your assunption of office and also ny heartfelt good wi shes
to you at this difficult tine.

Speaking in ny national capacity and as representative of the Presidency
in Ofice of the Council of the European Union, | would like to informthe
Conference of a declaration by the Presidency, on behal f of the Union, which
was issued yesterday in Dublin and Brussels. The EFTA (European Free Trade
Associ ation) countries nmenbers of the EEA (European Economi c Agreenent), the
Central and Eastern European countries associated with the European Union
(EVU), and the associated countries, Cyprus and Malta, have aligned thensel ves
with this declaration. The text of the declaration, which is quite brief, is
as follows:

"Inits statement of 7 August, the European Union urged al
countries participating in the negotiation of a conprehensive test-ban
treaty in Geneva to accept and adopt the draft treaty text presented on
28 June by the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Committee of the Conference on
Di sarnmanent. The draft treaty text represents the outconme of two and a
hal f years of intensive negotiations and enbodi es a | arge nunber of
delicate and bal anced conpronmises. In the EUview, it offers an historic
opportunity of having a treaty which bans all nucl ear-test explosions for
all time. Proceedings in Geneva nust reflect the sense of urgency felt
by the international community. The EU believes that further urgent
efforts must now be made to ensure that the draft text is adopted and
opened for signature within the agreed tinetable."

M. HOFEMANN (Germany): As it is the first tinme that | take the floor
under your presidency, let nme congratulate you on the assunption of this
demandi ng responsibility. | amconfident, M. President, that you will guide
us successfully through this inmportant phase in our deliberations.

On 27 July 1996, the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of the Federal Republic
of Germany, Dr. Kl aus Kinkel, issued a statenent on the draft conprehensive
test-ban treaty and the M nister stated:

"The early conclusion of a conprehensive test-ban treaty this year
is one of the forenpst objectives of German security, arms control and
non-proliferation policy. It is our aimto submit to the
Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations as of fall this year a negotiated
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final version of a universal CIBT with unlimted duration. The treaty
shall ban all nuclear explosions w thout any exception. The present
draft treaty is a result of intensive negotiations that have been in
progress since the beginning of 1994. It represents a bal anced
conprom se achieved in the Geneva Conference on Di sarmanent."

CGermany regrets that the Ad Hoc Comrittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban did not find
consensus on the draft nuclear-test-ban treaty. Germany supports the
Ramaker draft treaty and is convinced that it should be forwarded to the
United Nations General Assenbly. Germany appeals to all States to work
towards the endorsement of the draft conprehensive test-ban treaty by the
United Nations Ceneral Assenbly and the early opening for signature of the
treaty as called for by last year's United Nations CIBT resol ution

Al t hough the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban is
not yet concluded, | would like to take this opportunity to thank
Anbassador Ranaker, the Chairnman of this Ad Hoc Conmittee, for his untiring
efforts to bring about a draft treaty nost of us want to sign at the outset of
the fifty-first United Nations General Assenbly.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished Anbassador of Gernmany for his
statement and his kind words to the Chair. | now give the floor to Anbassador
Neagu, the distinguished representative of Romani a.

M. NEAGJ (Romania): Let nme first of all congratul ate you, the
di stingui shed representative of Poland, a country with which Romani a enjoys a
warmtradition of friendly relations, on your assunption of the presidency of
the Conference on Disarmanent. | am confident that your outstanding
di plomatic skills and experience will be of the greatest help in discharging
the special responsibility now entrusted to the President of the last part of
the 1996 session of the Conference on Disarnmanent, who is asked to report to
the General Assenbly of the United Nations on the results of our work so far
I would also like to express ny appreciation for the diplomatic skills and
per severance of your predecessor, Anbassador U rutia of Peru, who brought us
nearer to the fulfilnment of the objectives set forth for this session of the
Conf erence on Di sar manent .

My del egation joins those del egati ons whi ch have expressed their regret
at the failure to reach the necessary consensus on a decision to transmt the
text of the conprehensive test-ban treaty to the CD or to the United Nations
General Assenmbly, in view of the conmitnents undertaken at the | ast session of
the CGeneral Assenbly.

Li ke every negotiating process and, in particular, when States are
dealing with conplex issues inextricably related to their security, the CIBT
negoti ati ons have proved to be very difficult, asking for the highest degree
of responsibility fromeach and every participating del egation. The
consi dered opi nion of the Ronmanian del egation, as | have already had the
opportunity to state, is that the conprom se solutions put forward by
Anbassador Ranaker of the Netherlands, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on
a Nucl ear Test Ban, on various aspects under discussion are fair, reflecting
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the utnost consideration for all the positions expressed during the
negotiations. Now it is inperatively necessary that every del egation finds
their required resources of good will to appreciate the concessi ons nmade by
ot her del egations and, above all, the prevailing feature of the goal we have
all agreed upon, that is, to get rid of nuclear expl osions.

I would like to congratul ate those del egati ons whi ch have been
participating directly in the el aboration of the final conpronmise text on the
nunber of votes required for the approval of an on-site inspection. W can
under stand those del egati ons which still have specific opinions about one or
anot her conprom se sol ution, because our own del egati on has such specific
opi nions. But we also share the viewthat, in order to have an agreement, it
is necessary for all of us to show a spirit of conpronise. As was stressed
here on vari ous occasions, the present text is the maxi numwe coul d achieve
and, deeply convinced of that, ny del egation, together with the other
38 del egations, insisted that the treaty be transmitted in due formto the
United Nations General Assenbly so that it could be opened for signature at
the beginning of the fifty-first session of the United Nations Genera
Assenbl y.

Now, if this is no |onger possible, that is, to forward the text of the
draft treaty to the General Assenbly of the United Nations on behalf of the
Conference on Disarmanment, it is up to the international community to see
that this product of ours is not lost. Neverthel ess we hope that the
General Assenmbly will be able to adopt and open for signature at the begi nning
of its next session in Septenber the draft treaty that we have el aborated at
this Conference

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Romania for his
statenent and his kind words to the Chair. The next speaker on ny list is the
di stingui shed representative of Sweden, M. Ekwall

M. EKWALL (Sweden): First of all, M. President, allownme to warmy
congratul ate you on the assunption of the presidency of the Conference at this
crucial juncture of our work. | can assure you of ny delegation's ful
support in your duties.

On 28 June, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban,
Anbassador Jaap Ramaker of the Netherlands, presented the draft text of a
conprehensi ve nucl ear-test-ban treaty. Sweden was anong the very first
countries to give this proposal its full support. On the day it was
presented, the Swedish Mster for Foreign Affairs, Ms. Lena H el mWallén,
made a statenment in which she urged all States to accept the Chairman's text.
Since then, the Chairman has carried out intensive consultations with
del egations with a view to reaching final agreenent on the draft treaty. As a
result, the Chairman proposed certain nodifications. Sweden expressed her
support also for these.

The proposed treaty reflects the outcone of a negotiating process in
whi ch many different views and concerns have been expressed. |t mght not
reflect all our preferred national positions. But it is, indeed, an
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acceptabl e text and, as Anbassador Raneker stated in the conclusions fromhis
consul tations, "the best attainable outcone". It deserves the support of al

of us. The Swedi sh del egation very nuch regrets that the Conference has not
been able to reach consensus either on the treaty text or on its transm ssion
to the United Nations General Assenbly. Sweden is strongly conmitted to the
realization of the CIBT and will continue her efforts in order to achieve this
obj ective. W express our strong hope that the treaty will be opened for
signature very soon and that it will receive the w dest support. The

i nternational community must seize this historic opportunity to achieve this

i mportant step towards a nucl ear-weapon-free world.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distinguished representative of Sweden.
| have just been informed that we can go on with this session until 1.15 p.m
and | have still five speakers on ny list. | now give the floor to the

di stingui shed representative of the United Kingdom Sir M chael Weston.

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdomof G eat Britain and
Northern Ireland): M. President, finally, let ne congratulate you formally
and warmy on your assunption of the presidency of the Conference. W
del egation | ooks forward to working with you

On 26 July, ny Prime Mnister put on record the British Governnent's firm
support for the swift agreenent of a conprehensive test-ban treaty, and the
belief that the text tabled on 28 June by the NTB Ad Hoc Committee Chairman,
Anbassador Ranmker, offered the best prospect for this. M. Mjor urged al
t hose involved in the negotiations to give Anrbassador Ramaker's text their
full support when the Conference on D sarmanent resurmed on 29 July.

The United Kingdomregrets that the Conference on Di sar manent
was not able to approve the treaty text tabled by the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban, Anbassador Ranaker, and contained in
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, and to forward it to the United Nations General Assenbly.
I wish to make clear that the United Kingdom supports this treaty text as it
is. | also wish to nake clear that the United Ki ngdom has carefully
consi dered the continuing difficulties which sone others have with the treaty
text, but has reached the firmconclusion that further negotiations or
attenpts to amend the text will not bring us closer to a consensus. On the
contrary, the United Kingdom believes that the text in CD NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2
offers the only possibility of achieving a conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban
treaty at this tine. W call on all those del egati ons whi ch have not yet done
so to join with us in support of this text.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of the
United Kingdomfor his statenent and the kind words he addressed to the Chair.
The next speaker on my list is the distinguished representative of |srael

M. LAVDAN (Israel): It is a pleasure for us to see you, Sir, in the
Chair at this critical juncture of the CDs work, your diplomatic skills
havi ng been amply denonstrated | ast year as Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee
on an NTB. W should also congratul ate your predecessor, Anbassador Urruti a,
on his stewardship of the CD last nonth.
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The del egation of Israel, like the najority of the nenbers of the CD
supports the draft treaty text in CD/NTB/WP. 330/ Rev. 2. Israel considers that
the treaty text shoul d have been approved here by the Conference on
D sarmament and transmtted to the United Nations General Assenbly for its
adoption. W hold our position despite the inperfections of the text, which
does not adequately address sone of our main concerns, especially as regards
t he conduct of on-site inspections. W hold our position because we see in
the text a nmajor step forward and the best attainable outcone after two and a
hal f years of serious negotiations, in which we have taken an active part. W
woul d have w shed, therefore, that the CD could have rallied around the text
inaspirit of compromise as we urged in the Ad Hoc Conmittee on 29 July 1996

We trust that sonme way will be found to advance it for adoption as is. | say
"as is" because, in our considered view, any reopening of this text will not
| ead anywhere and will, in all likelihood, be detrinental

In this context, and in the light of statements made this norning and,
i ndeed, on other occasions, | ambound to reiterate the cardinal inportance
that |Israel attaches to the provisions concerning the conposition of the
Executive Council as spelled out in the treaty text. These provisions
constitute one of the main considerations enabling Israel to support the
treaty. |Israel will oppose any future attenpt to render ineffective the
practical nechani smwhich ensures the equitable status of all States parties
in the future CTBT organi zation, including changes to the Iist of States.
Such a change will oblige Israel to reconsider its position towards the
treaty. Hence, Israel urges all concerned to support and preserve the text in
its present formand to try to bring our collective efforts to a tangible and
nmeani ngf ul concl usi on.

Bef ore concluding, let me express a word of appreciation to the Chairnan
of the Ad Hoc Committee. Over the |last several nonths, Anbassador Ramaker has
conducted hinself with extraordinary skill, sagacity and good hurmour. W are
i ndeed fortunate to have had his hand at the hel m because wi thout his
perseverance it is doubtful if we would have ever progressed as far as in fact
we have. It is nowup to all of us to go the last nmile, together, deternined
and undi verted.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador for his statenent
and his kind words. | now give the floor to the distinguished representative
of the United States of Anerica, Anbassador Ledogar

M. LEDOGAR (United States of Anerica): | ampleased to see you in the
Chair, M. President, and offer you the full support of my del egation.

| have asked for the floor today, under instructions, to offer the views
of my Governnent on the conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban treaty. The
United States regrets that the Conference on D sarnanent was not able to
approve the treaty text tabled by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a
Nucl ear Test Ban, Anbassador Rameker, and contained in CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2,
and to forward it to the United Nations General Assenbly. | w sh to make
clear that the United States supports this treaty text as it is. | also wsh
to make clear that we have carefully considered the continuing difficulties
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whi ch sone others have with the treaty text but have reached the firm
conclusion that further negotiations or attenpts to anmend the text will not
bring us closer to a consensus. On the contrary, the United States believes
that the text in CD/ NTB/WP. 330/ Rev.2 offers the only possibility of achieving
a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty at this tinme. W call on those

del egati ons whi ch have not yet done so to join with us in support of this
text.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of the United States
for his statenment and his kind words to the Chair.

(continued in French)

The next speaker on ny list is the distinguished representative of
France, Ambassador Bourgoi s.

Ms. BOURGED S (France) (translated from French): M. President, allow nme
first of all to congratulate you on nmy own behalf and in the name of the
friendship between our countries and between us on your assunption of the post
of President of our institution

Li ke many others, France regrets that the Conference on D sarnmanent was
not able to approve the treaty text tabled by Anbassador Ramaker and contai ned

in docunent WP. 330/ Rev.2. It regrets that the Conference was unable to
forward the text to the United Nations General Assenbly. | w sh to nmake clear
that my country supports this treaty text as it is. | also wish to nmake clear

that France has considered very carefully the continuing difficulties which
some del egations have with the treaty text, but has reached the clear and firm
conclusion that further negotiations or attenpts to amend the text will not
bring us closer to a consensus - quite the contrary. M country believes that
the text to be found in the docunent | have nentioned offers the only

possi bility of achieving a conprehensive nuclear-test-ban treaty at this tinme.
France calls on all del egati ons which have not yet done so to support this

t ext.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank Anbassador Bourgois for
her statenent and for her kind words to the Chair.

(continued in English)

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Japan
Anbassador Kur okochi .

Ms. KUROKOCHI (Japan): M. President, may | begin by congratul ating you
on the assunption of the presidency of the CD at this crucial period? |
assure you of ny delegation's fullest cooperation in the advancenment of the
wor k of the CD under your able |eadership. Furthernore, | would like to
express my gratitude to your predecessor, Anmbassador Urutia, for the skilled
and conpetent manner in which he guided the deliberations of this body.
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I would also like to express ny deep appreciation to the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Commttee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, Anbassador Raneker, and his
del egati on, who dedicated thenselves to the goal of reaching an agreenment on
a CTBT text.

It is extrenely regrettable that we could not reach a consensus on this
CTBT text, or on transmitting the text to the United Nations General Assenbly,
after two and a half years of intensive, sincere and devoted negotiations. It
is all the nore disappointing that, although al nost all del egations could have
gone along with the draft treaty text proposed by the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, a few del egations could not cone to the sane
concl usi on.

| have already stated several tines how significant this treaty is for
nucl ear di sarmanment and non-proliferation, and thus for international peace
and security, and al so how nuch the international conmunity is waiting for
this treaty to cone into existence. There has been trenendous expectation for
the CD, as the sole multilateral negotiating body on disarmanment, to produce a
positive result in the CIBT negotiations. At this stage, however, | would
like to nake only one point: nanely, a CIBT is too inportant for the
i nternational community to give up on if we are unable to reach a consensus in
Geneva. W nust do whatever is possible so that the CIBT becones a reality.

| sincerely hope that as many countries as possible will unite their
efforts to pronmote the draft treaty text in sone way so that the CIBT will be
open for signature this fall as it was envisaged in the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly resolution |ast year. Japan has al ways regarded the nucl ear
test ban as one of the highest priorities, and is deternined to do everything
inits power to achieve this |ong-desired goal

Japan strongly urges India, and others who have expressed their
reservations about the text, to reconsider their positions in view of the
| ong-term good that the CTBT could bring. W hope that they will join our
efforts so that this tremendously sought-after treaty can cone into being.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of Japan for her
statenent and her kind words to the Chair. The |last speaker on ny list is the
di stingui shed representative of Canada, Anbassador Mbher

M. MOHER (Canada): | would like to congratulate you, Sir, on assum ng
the presidency. Your skills and experience will be essential during this
rather sensitive period of the Conference's work. The credibility and
integrity of the Conference nust be preserved and enhanced, and we consi der
you to be exceptionally well qualified to pronote that end. You have passed
two tests this week already, and we are sure that you will continue to do so.

Canada' s | ong-standi ng support for an effective CIBT, as part of a
br oader nucl ear di sarmanent and nucl ear non-proliferati on agenda, is well
established. For that reason, we fully endorsed United Nations
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Ceneral Assenbly resolution 50/65 of the fiftieth session and the call therein
that the CD conclude such a treaty in order to enable its signature by the
outset of the fifty-first session of the General Assenbly.

On 29 July this year, in the CD s Ad Hoc Committee, we registered our
firmdecision to accept the Chairman's text as is, despite reservations, as
t he best achievable text of such a treaty at this tinme, and we expressed the
desire to nove forward to signature of that text this Septenber. That
deci sion on our part has been fornmally recorded in the Ad Hoc Committee's
report. While we deeply regret that we are not able to proceed on the basis
of a full consensus in this Conference, we are greatly encouraged by the
signi ficant nunber of States that have conme to a supportive concl usion
concerning the draft treaty text in CO/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2

Four decades of aspirations and nore than two years of intensive
negoti ati ons cannot, and rmust not, be allowed to end in failure now. W thus
cannot let this historic opportunity to nove forward pass us by. Canada wl|l
continue to do its utnost and to cooperate to the fullest extent to bring
about the signing of the CIBT this Septenber according to our origina
schedule. W hope the vast mgjority of the menbers of the Conference and of
the larger international community will also take such a position

In conclusion, | wish to quote the recent statenent of Canada's Foreign
M nister on this topic:

"Canada has a | ong-standing comritnent to nucl ear disarmanent. Further
progress on this issue starts with the CTBT, and we will continue to
devote every effort to see it through to a successful conclusion.”

Before yielding the floor, | would Iike yet again to express
Canada' s deepest appreciation for the efforts of the Ad Hoc Conmittee
Chai rman, Ambassador Ranaker, as well of his two comittee co-chairnen,
Anbassadors Zahran and Berdenni kov, and of all other del egati ons who have
contributed so significantly to the significant achi evenent that we do have
bef ore us.

The PRESIDENT: | thank Anbassador Mher for his statenent and for his
kind words to the Chair. Before suspending this nmeeting, | would like to draw
the attention of delegations to docunment COYWP. 477, which has been circul ated
in this room and which contains the proposal by Pakistan; it will be the
subj ect of our consultations starting at 3 p.m in rooml, and hopefully wll
be the basis for a decision at the resuned neeting of the Conference. The
neeting stands suspended until 5 p.m in this room

The neeting was suspended at 1.15 p.m and resuned at 5.15 p.m

The PRESIDENT: The 747th plenary neeting of the Conference on
Di sar manent is resuned.

As agreed this nmorning, | held open-ended informal consultations with
i nterested del egations on the proposal nade by the representative of Pakistan
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as contai ned in docunent CD/WP. 477. These consultations reveal ed that there
is no consensus on this proposal to transmit imediately the report of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban (CD/ 1425 and Corr.1) to the

United Nations CGeneral Assenbly. | therefore consider that this matter is
cl osed.

Before turning to our renaining business for today, | understand that
sone del egations may wish to take the floor at this stage. The distinguished
Anmbassador of Egypt has the floor.

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) (translated fromArabic): | believe, Sir, that

what you have just said about the conclusion of consultations on the draft

deci sion put forward by the distingui shed Arbassador of Paki stan,

Anbassador Munir Akram means that this matter is closed. The del egation

of Egypt has twice raised the possibility of another, parallel path in this
norning's session. W said that there is the possibility to transnit the
report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, which was adopted on

20 August, to the General Assenbly acconpanied by a letter that you woul d send
yoursel f, in your capacity as President of the Conference on D sarnmanent, to
the President of the fiftieth session of the General Assenbly. | do not think
that consultations were held concerning this possibility. Perhaps there was
no consensus on the transmittal of the report of the Ad Hoc Committee in
accordance with the draft decision subnmtted by the Anbassador of Pakistan

However, | believe that we could also consider the possibility of transmitting
the report to the President of the General Assenbly through you, Sir, and
acconpanied by a letter fromyou. | deeply regret the fact that sone Menbers

inthe United Nations did not participate in the negotiations that were held
in the Conference on Disarnmanent on the preparation of the CIBT and woul d not
be aware of the background of the issue should the CGeneral Assenbly be called
upon to hold a resuned fiftieth session. It is, therefore, ny opinion that
those other States Menbers of the United Nations are entitled to know what has
t aken pl ace during the negotiati ons and what are the positive or negative
aspects that were reflected in the draft text. Wen we consider the draft
treaty, we should view it as an integral whole rather than as separate parts.
Therefore, Sir, | suggest that you shoul d consider the possibility of the

Conf erence on Di sarmanment approving the transmittal to the General Assenbly of
the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee that was adopted on 20 August, acconpanied
by a letter fromyou addressed to the President of the General Assenbly.

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of G eat Britain and
Northern Ireland): | would just recall that the proposal which has just been
made again, formally, by the distingui shed Anbassador of Egypt was one which |
nmade yesterday in the course of the informal Presidential consultations when
said that, although the Western G oup would prefer there to be a report, we
woul d nevert hel ess be prepared to accept the procedure which has just been
descri bed by the distingui shed Anbassador of Egypt, and therefore | would Iike
to add the support of the Western Goup for that proposal

Ms. GHOSE (India): | thought we had dealt with the substance and not
just with the formof the decision put forward by the Anbassador of Paki stan
| had reiterated our position and have no objection in doing so again. | said
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in the norning that we were not convinced as to the reasons why we were taking
such measures when the General Assenbly at its fiftieth session is not
expecting a report. Wether it is sent with a letter or a decision does not
really make very much of a difference to that particular position. W do not
see any justification for any extraordinary nmeasures to be taken at a time
when the Conference on Di sarmanent has al ready agreed that there is no text on
which it can agree. That is already there. So, the Conference on D sarmanent
has no further action to take on this matter. This is our logic and this our
stand. | think that if the del egates who have just spoken had been present at
the informal consultations, they woul d have known that this would have been
the situation.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the distingui shed Anbassador of India. Wll, |
t hi nk what we heard here, the three speakers anyway, justifies my ruling that
the matter is closed. Before we turn to our remaining business for today, |
understand that sone del egations may wish to take the floor. The Anmbassador
of New Zeal and has the fl oor

M. ARMSTRONG (New Zealand): | amnot intending to take the floor on the
poi nt that you have just covered. New Zeal and woul d, of course, have been
happy to support the proposal put forward by the distingui shed Anbassador of
Egypt. But, frankly, | think it now appears clear, as you have decided, that
the Conference is not in a position to take such a decision

It will be clear fromthe report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear
Test Ban contained in docunment CD/ 1425 that New Zeal and supported the proposa
that the Chairnman's text of a CIBT treaty be forwarded fromthe Ad Hoc
Conmittee to the Conference on Disarnmanent for adoption. W also supported
t he proposal s nade today which woul d have had the effect of submitting the
Ad Hoc Conmittee's report to the General Assenbly. As | say, it now appears
that the Conference is not in a position to take any one of these decisions.
We regret this situation. The international community, it seenms to us, may
not |l ook with understanding on the procedural manoeuvring which we have
wi t nessed today, since rules of procedure, in our view, are intended to
facilitate and not to frustrate the orderly conduct of business.

This situation presents all countries represented in this Conference with
adifficult dilemma: GCeneral Assenbly resolution 50/65 called on the
Conference to conclude negotiations on a CIBT in time to enable its signature
in Septenber, a deadline that is hardly nore than a week away. W have
concl uded these negotiations, although it is a regrettable fact that we did
not reach consensus on the Chairman's text. Accordingly, all countries which
want to fulfil the General Assenbly's expectation of a treaty open for
signature in Septenber now face a choice: do we |leave the Chairman's text for
ever in the records of the Ad Hoc Conmittee and pronounce failure, or, on the
ot her hand, do we allow the international conmunity, which this body serves,
to consider for itself the merits of the text? |In our view, there is no
difficulty in that choice: we nust allow the international comunity the
opportunity to consider our work. This is also clearly the view of the
overwhel ming majority of nmenbers of this Conference, as is evident fromthe
statenents we heard fromthe beginning of this norning s plenary session
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New Zeal and, for its part, has worked consistently for the conclusion of

a CTBT. W now see the opportunity to achi eve that objective. New Zeal and
does not regard this to be a perfect treaty, but it is a najor achi evenent for
the Ad Hoc Conmmittee under the successive Chairs of Mexico, Poland and the

Net herl ands. W pay tribute to all three, and we offer our special thanks to
the current Chairman, Anbassador Jaap Ramaker, and his del egation

We are fully convinced that this draft treaty serves New Zeal and' s
| ong- st andi ng goal of bringing about an end to all nuclear-test explosions for

all time. It is an essential step along the road to the conplete elimnation
of nucl ear weapons. The Ad Hoc Committee has, in the words of its Chairnan,
"reached the very limts of what it could negotiate". Accordingly, it is this

treaty text on which we nust decide. The opportunity for that decision should
not, in our view, be denied to the international comunity by this Conference.

M. KREID (Austria): |In addition to what has been stated this norning by
t he Ambassador of Ireland speaking in the name of the European Union, we woul d
like to make the follow ng statenent.

I amtaking the floor in order to give expression to the di sappoi nt nent
of the Austrian Governnent that we have not been able to transnmit to the
United Nations CGeneral Assenbly a report on the work undertaken in the
framework of the Conference on Disarmanent with regard to a conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty, despite the fact that the CGeneral Assenbly has called
upon us to prepare such a treaty for signature at the outset of its
fifty-first session. W believe that the efforts which have been undertaken
in the Ad Hoc Conmittee have produced a draft treaty text which goes a |ong
way towards neeting the requirenments of nenber States. It therefore net with
broad support. It would, indeed, be deplorable if these efforts remain
wi t hout consequences. W believe that we owe it to the conmunity of nations
to take advantage of the unique opportunity of concluding an internationa
treaty, which has eluded us for so nany years. The text as it stands, while
not without flaws and inperfections, cannot be inproved upon by further
negotiations. O this we have convinced ourselves during the |ast weeks. W
therefore appeal to all countries to lend it their support and to ensure that
we will not be deprived of the great benefits entailed in the inplenmentation
of this treaty. M country is willing and open to cooperate in every possible
manner in order to find ways and nmeans to overconme the stal enmate which we have
unfortunately run into in the context of the Conference on D sarmanent.

Baron GUI LLAUME (Bel gium) (translated fromFrench): Sir, pernmit nme to

say, first of all, how pleased | amto see you in your present seat. You have
cone at an historic moment and there can be no doubt that to di scharge your
duties you will need all your acknow edged di plomatic skill.

I would also like to pay tribute to the Chairman of the CIBT Ad Hoc
Conmittee for the outstanding work done by himand his team It was
difficult, frequently very delicate and, at all events, very tiring for al
the nmenbers of the Netherlands del egation. They carried it through with a
professionalismthat fills us all with adnmiration and they are now, | am sure,
[ ooking forward to a well-deserved rest. Anbassador Ramaker has told us that,
legal ly speaking, he will remain in office until January next year and that it
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is premature, therefore, to pay tribute to him But, apart fromthe fact that
I will not be here in January nyself, | think that we should strike while the
iron is hot, so to speak, and do it now, when we have just taken such an

i mportant step forward in our work. So, Anbassador, please accept our warmest
congratul ations and our gratitude for these nonths of hard | abour that you
have devoted to the Conference.

To carry out his task Anmbassador Ranaker gathered around hi nself the nost
skilled nmenbers of the Conference, beginning with the Chairnmen of the Wrking
G oups, Anbassadors Zahran of Egypt and Berdenni kov of the Russian Federation
W al so cormend the work of his Friends, friends of Friends, noderators and so
on, not forgetting the excellent work done on technical issues, principally
under the guidance of Dr. Peter Marshall. Lastly, |let us acknow edge that
everyone present in the chanmber contributed intensively, in one fashion or
another, to our work: the del egations thenselves, the nenbers of the
secretariat under the authority of our Secretary-General, M. Petrovsky, the
Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General, M. Bensmail,
our Deputy Secretary-Ceneral, and Jenifer Mackby and her ever-present smnile.
Qur thanks to themall.

In nmy national statement which was attached to the report of the
Ad Hoc Committee | expressed ny country's regrets and hopes concerning
the CTBT negotiations. Regarding the draft treaty as it appears in
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, | said that Belgiumwas prepared to support it as a
conprom se text and to recommend its transmittal to New York for endorsenent
by the United Nations General Assenbly. After careful study, the Bel gi an
CGovernment has reached the conclusion that fresh negotiations or attenpts to
amend this text will not bring us closer to a consensus. Consequently, in
order to give it all the weight and dissem nation it deserves, | have witten
to you, M. President, to say that ny Governnment is willing to sponsor the
text and would be grateful if you would circulate the draft treaty as an
official docunment of the Conference.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the Anbassador of
Bel gi um for his statement.

(continued in English)

| see no other del egation wishing to take the floor, so, if you allow ne,

I will proceed with the usual business. | amsure you are aware that there
are only three nore weeks before the end of our 1996 session. Therefore,
with the assistance of the secretariat, | have started the preparation of the

draft annual report of the Conference to the fifty-first session of the
Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations. M intention is to have a first draft
circul ated by Thursday, 29 August, and to start its consideration at an

i nformal neeting follow ng the plenary on Tuesday, 3 Septenber

The next plenary neeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday,
29 August 1996, at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 5.40 p.m




