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The PRESIDENT: | declare open the 751st plenary neeting of the
Conference on Disarmanment and the first part of the 1997 session

At the outset, | should like to extend on behalf of the Conference, and
on ny own behal f, a warm wel cone to our distinguished visitor today, the
M nister for Foreign Affairs of Italy, H's Excellency M. Lanberto Dini, who
will be our first speaker. Hi s presence anpng us today is yet another
testimony of the continued interest of his Governnent in the multilatera
approach to arnms control and disarmanent and the inmportance it attaches to our
Conference. | amsure that his statement will be followed with great
i nterest.

Allow ne also to extend a cordial welconme to the new col | eagues who have
taken up their duties as representatives of their countries to the Conference
since the end of the 1996 session - Anbassadors Denbri of Algeria, Canpbell of
Australia, Chowdhury of Bangl adesh, Mernier of Bel giumand Corral es Leal of
Venezuel a - and assure them of our cooperation and support in their new
assi gnnent s.

I would now |ike to make an openi ng statenent.

It is a great honour for me to assune, on behalf of the Republic of
Korea, the presidency of the Conference on Disarmanent. | would like to
stress that no efforts will be spared on ny part in carrying out nmy duties as
Pr esi dent .

First of all, I wish to express ny deep gratitude to nmy predecessor
Ambassador Ludwi k Dembi nski of Poland, for the valuable efforts and
contribution he made during his presidency. | amalso grateful to
M. Vladimr Petrovsky, Secretary-Ceneral of the CD and Persona
Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and
M. Abdel kader Bensnmil, Deputy Secretary-General, and all other staff nenbers
of the secretariat for their able and indi spensabl e support.

As we begin a new year, it is appropriate to | ook back and take stock of
the devel opnments in the disarmanent area for the year which has just been
brought to a close. 1In 1996, there were, indeed, a variety of events to |ist
as meani ngful devel opments in the di sarmanent domain, both within and outside
the CD framework. For exanple: the fulfilnent of conditions for the entry
into force of the Chenical Wapons Convention, wi th Hungary becom ng the 65th
country to deposit the instruments of its ratification; the anendnent of
Protocol Il on | andnines of the Convention on Certain Conventional Wapons;
the convening of the International Strategy Conference on the gl obal ban on
anti-personnel |andmines, cononly referred to as the “Ottawa Process”; the
signing of the African Nucl ear-weapon-free-zone Treaty (the Treaty of
Pel i ndaba); the progress towards establishing a verification reginme for the
Bi ol ogi cal Wapons Convention; and, nost inportantly, the signing of the
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty.

There is no question that the adoption of the CIBT by the United Nations
CGeneral Assenbly in Septenber |ast year was a | andmark achi evenmrent for the
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cause of the ultimate elimnation of nuclear weapons. It is a giant step
forward in the march towards the goal of creating a world free of nuclear
weapons, which is the common aspiration of humanki nd. However, we should not
| et ourselves fall into euphoria, because there are still inportant steps to
be taken and hurdles to be overconme before we see the Treaty enter into force
and actual ly be inpl emented.

These questions | have just nentioned bear on an inportant issue facing
us today, the setting of the CD s agenda for 1997, to which I now turn.

The rul es of procedure of the CD provide that the Conference adopts its
agenda and establishes its programme of work, on the basis of its agenda, at
t he begi nning of each annual session. Unfortunately, | nust report that the
Conference has yet to reach a consensus on the agenda and work programe. In
the light of the consultations | have conducted with the different groups and
del egations, | have prepared a draft provisional agenda for the 1997 session
with the hope that such an agenda can be adopted w thout prejudice to the
outcone of the CD s consultations on the organizational arrangenents to
address the various agenda itens.

At the sanme tinme, we have drawn an inportant |esson fromthe whole
process of the negotiations leading up to the final adoption of the Treaty by
the United Nations Ceneral Assenbly, in terns of the future role or
functioning of the CD as the single nultilateral negotiating forumfor
disarmanent. It is no secret that, even though the CD nade a crucia
contribution to the birth of the CIBT by crafting the Treaty through | ong and
pai nst aki ng negoti ations, the text of the Treaty could not be formally
forwarded by the CD to the United Nations Ceneral Assenbly, hence |eaving to
that body the task of bringing the Treaty into being. Thus, the whole CTBT
process has brought the CDto a crossroads in ternms of redefining its future
role and enhancing its credibility vis-a-vis the international community,
while at the sane time setting a new direction for the CD to nove in the years
to cone.

How shoul d the CD consolidate its rel evance and viability as a
mul til ateral negotiating forun? How can we achi eve a synergy between the CD
process and ot her parallel processes for disarnmanent, with a viewto
reinforcing the role of the CD, while not letting the two processes compete
with each other to the detrinment of the CD's integrity?

O course, | amnot attenpting to pass any premature val ue judgenents on
these inmportant issues. | amsinply raising, at this critical juncture, those
i mportant questions which should be answered collectively by all the CD
menbers on an urgent basis.

The draft provisional agenda, having been prepared taking into
consi deration the evolution of the work of the CDin recent years, and
recommendati ons contained in the pertinent resolutions adopted by the
United Nations General Assenbly, encompasses such itens as: nuclear
di sarmanent; the prohibition of the production of fissile material for nuclear
weapons and ot her nucl ear expl osive devices; effective internationa
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arrangenents to assure non-nucl ear-weapon States agai nst the use or threat of
use of nucl ear weapons; transparency in armanents; prevention of an arnms race
in outer space; anti-personnel |andm nes; and regional aspects of conventiona
di sar manent .

| intend to carry on ny consultations with the nmenbers of the CDin
order to reach a consensus on the agenda, w thout |osing sight of the
i nportance of setting up the concrete work mechani sms on the individual agenda
items. But nost of all, | shall rely on the support and cooperation of al
del egations of the CDin performng nmy duty on this particular issue.

I wish to take this opportunity to pay nmy tribute to Anbassador
Hoci ne Meghl aoui of Algeria, the fornmer Special Coordinator on the revi ew of
t he agenda, and Anbassador Ludw k Denbi nski of Pol and, the past President of
the CD, for their valuable and unsparing efforts in this regard.

Consul tations have al so been conducted on the expansi on of nenbership
since the presidency of Anbassador Denbi nski, and a consensus has energed on
t he appoi ntnment of a Special Coordinator with a broad mandate. As of now,
17 States have applied for nmenbership in the CD. | will propose soon to the
pl enary the adoption of an appropriate decision on this issue.

VWi le renewing ny pledge to do nmy utnost in carrying out my duties as
the President of the CD, | appeal once again to all of you to denobnstrate a
spirit of cooperation and conprom se so that the work of the CD proves to be
productive in the weeks to cone.

Besi des the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Italy, | have on ny list of
speakers for today the representatives of the United Kingdomof Geat Britain
and Northern Ireland, Ml aysia, Myannmar, Finland, Poland, the United States of
America and Canada. Once we have heard the speakers inscribed for today, |
shall invite the Conference to consider, in an informal plenary neeting, the
requests received from States not nenbers of the Conference to participate in
our work during this session. These requests have been circulated to you
under the docunment synbol CD/WP.479. Thereafter, we shall resune the plenary
meeting in order to fornmalize the agreenment reached in the informal neeting.

| have pleasure in inviting the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Italy,
Hi s Excellency Lanberto Dini, to nmake his statenent.

M. DINl (ltaly): | begin by congratul ating you on your appointment to
chair this Conference and by recalling the nost friendly and fruitfu
relations Italy enjoys with your own country. | should also Iike to voice our

nmost sincere appreciation for the skilful stewardship of Amrbassador

Jaap Rameker as Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, who
presi ded over the negotiations that led to the conclusion of the Conprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty | ast Septenber.
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| also wish to thank the Secretary-General of the Conference, Ambassador
Vl adi mir Petrovsky and his deputy, M. Bensnmail, who made an outstandi ng
contribution to the successful outcone of the CIBT negotiations, and now
guarantee the snmooth runni ng of our Conference.

My presence at this inaugural session is nmeant to underline the
i nportance that the Italian Governnent attaches to disarmanment, which is a
central conponent of our security policy, and | consider it a distinct
privilege to address you today at this inaugural session of the CD

Menmber ship of this Conference fornms part of a nuch broader context in
which Italy views the United Nations and its principal agencies to be the nost
appropriate forunms for dealing conprehensively with the disarnmanent issue

Thi s Conference nust continue to be the main nultilateral disarmanment
negoti ati ng body, with the primary purpose of concluding agreements to be
adopted by the international comunity as a whole. Its authority will be
enhanced as nore countries acquire full nenbership, including those nmenber
States of the European Union that have already submtted their applications.

Italy believes that other international forums can effectively support
the inmportant role played by the United Nations system More prom nence, we
bel i eve, should be assigned to the G/ group of the nmost highly industrialized
countries, with whose political deliberations the Russian Federation is
associ ated, and which in recent years has advanced maj or proposals,
particularly in the areas of disarmanment and nucl ear safety. Last April's
Moscow summit was one of the nobst significant events in this regard. The
| aunching of a new policy that I would call “disarmanent cooperation”, nanely,
t he provision of assistance to countries that are called on to nmake the
greatest efforts in the sphere of arns reduction, is certainly one of the
areas in which the G7/P8 group can best express its full potenti al

But arms control and reduction is also a regional issue, and sone of the
di sarmanent and non-proliferation problens can be nore effectively resol ved
within their own geopolitical context. W cannot, for exanple, tackle the
nucl ear problemin South Asia or the Mddl e East wi thout taking account of the
deep- seated causes which are preventing certain countries, even today, from
adhering to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. Over the past 50 years Europe has
lived in a state of tension and confrontati on, and has done nore than any
other continent to put into place the nost advanced di sarmanent, security and
confi dence-buil di ng neasures.

The recently reinforced Organi zation for Security and Cooperation in
Europe (OSCE) provides a security framework within which all the European
States participate on an equal footing and which has provided the setting for
a nunber of inportant agreenents: | amthinking in particular of the
Conventional Forces in Europe (CFE) Treaty, on which renegotiations will begin
in a few days' tine, and of the subregional disarmanment undertaki ngs and
under st andi ngs established | ast June by the Florence Agreement aimng at a
mlitary balance in the former Yugoslavia, an area which should be gradually
integrated into the rest of Europe also in terns of security.
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The European Union's foreign and security policy has, in the past few
years, given special attention to disarmanment and non-proliferation. W hope
that, in the future, the European Union will play a part inits ow right at
the Conference on Disarmanent. Italy is supporting the devel opment of a
Eur opean defence and security identity within the European security
structures - and | amreferring to the European Union and the Western European
Union - and in the Atlantic Alliance. At the sane tinme we support the
devel opnent of NATO s new tasks, in peace-keeping and cooperation, and in the
overall security risks posed by the proliferation of weapons of mass
destructi on.

| felt it appropriate to provide these indications of Italy's stance on
di sarmanent before coming to the specific issues addressed by this Conference.
I would like first of all to pay tribute to the outstanding results the
Conf erence has achieved in recent years. The Convention banning chem ca
weapons was concluded thanks to your conmtnent, and is now about to conme into
force. This is mainly a di sarmanent agreenent which nust be applied flexibly
and consistently, bearing in mnd that not every State has yet signed or
ratified it.

The | atest success of the Conference on Disarmanment is the Conprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty, concluded |ast year after intensive negotiations. |[If nuclear
expl osions are becomng a thing of the past, we owe this fact to those
countries that negotiated the Treaty in Geneva. W must do our utnost to
encourage the States which have not yet signed the Treaty to accede to it as
soon as possible, in a climate of greater international and regi onal trust.

Italy is deternmined to pursue nucl ear disarmanent globally, with the
ultimate goal of elimnating all nuclear weapons. W took on specific
responsibilities in the negotiations |eading to the banning and destruction of
i nt ermedi at e-range nuclear forces, and we are equally conmitted today. No one
can deny that inportant results have been achieved in recent years. The
dramatic reductions already nade, particularly in Western Europe, speak for
t hemsel ves. W thus believe that the path of nuclear disarmanment i s now
clearly defined. W hope to exploit the momentum that was created by the
START | and START Il Treaties and work for further verifiable arms limtation
and reductions which could eventually involve the other nuclear Powers.

We do understand the inpatience shown by certain States regarding
nucl ear di sarmanent, but we believe that the problem cannot be sol ved by
merely issuing fine-sounding declarations. This is why we urge everyone to be
specific and to enbark on negotiations for which we feel, along with others,

that the tinme is nowripe. | amreferring to a convention banning the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nucl ear explosive
devices - the so-called “cut-off” - and to the resunption of the negotiations
in the 1995 Ad Hoc Conmittee, whose activity is still paralysed. It is

i nconceivable to permit fissile materials to be manufactured while nucl ear
tests are being banned and existing fissile material is being destroyed. It

woul d be a historical contradiction. But the “cut-off” is only the first in a
series of neasures set out in the “Principles and objectives” docunent agreed
at the Review and Extension Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty
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of action for nuclear disarmanment over the next few years. Sone of the nopst
prom sing goals that still lie ahead are the follow ng: consolidating and

extendi ng the denucl eari zed zones, especially in areas of tension

strengt heni ng negative and positive security assurances to benefit States that
fully conply with the provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty; and

ext endi ng and enhancing the | AEA safeguards in order to detect and prevent
nore effectively any possible undecl ared nuclear activity.

The need for this Conference to deal also with conventional armanents is
not only to strike a proper bal ance between nucl ear and conventional arns

issues. It is generally acknow edged that the excessive buil d-up of
conventional weapons is destabilizing and can fuel regional conflicts. The
control of conventional weapons therefore demands particular attention. In

Europe, the CFE Treaty and the Florence Agreement on the control of weapons in
the former Yugoslavia are already a reality, and bear wi tness to our
commitnment. We are ready to neke available to everyone the experience that we
have acquired in this sector. Disarmanment is a question of experience and
know- how, which we shall all be nmore than willing to share.

Priority nust be given to energency situations, and the main emergency
the international conmunity is required to deal with today is the question of
anti-personnal |andnmnes. W nust focus on this issue for noral and
humani tari an reasons, and also in the interest of econom c devel opment. As
President Clinton recently said, “Qur children deserve to walk the Earth in
safety”.

The President of the Italian Republic, and other major internationa
authorities, including Pope John Paul |1, have | aunched appeals for an
agreenent banni ng these weapons. At honme, the Italian Parlianent is now
debating a bill banning anti-personnel |andm nes which should be one of the
nost advanced pi eces of |egislation ever adopted. In particular, it wll
contain the commtnent | entered into | ast Septenmber in New York to ensure
that Italy woul d ban the export and manufacture of anti-personnel |andm nes
once and for all, and begin reducing them by destroying existing stocks of
| andm nes and i ntroducing further restrictions.

Italy considers that the whole conplex issue of anti-personne
| andmi nes, inposing a total ban on their production, destroying existing
stockpiles, and verifying their destruction is essentially a di sar manent
problem This is why, when | addressed the United Nations General Assenbly, |
said that these inportant negotiations should be Ieft to the Conference on
Disarmanent. | welcone in this respect the very recent announcenment by the
United States which recognizes the CD as the nost appropriate forumfor these
negoti ations. This Conference has the experience, the facilities and the
personnel to handl e these negotiations. W fully realize the difficulties
that Iie ahead, owing to the long tinme it usually takes to agree on a nandate.
We neverthel ess believe that the issue of anti-personnel landmines is a
challenge to us to tackle pronptly what has now become an energency situation
We al so know that various political initiatives are being taken, whose ains we
whol | y endorse, and which are al so designed to rapidly define an internationa
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agreenent. But we maintain that for such an agreenent to be credible it nust
attract the |argest possible nunmber of countries, and avoid setting up a
narrowW y based regine that excludes the nbst inportant countries.

To deal with the issue of anti-personnel |andm nes, the European Union
has been inplenmenting its nost advanced foreign and security policy
instrument. | amreferring to the Joint Action approved by the EU Council on
1 Cctober 1996. This fornms the central benchmark for Italy's policy in this
field. As the first immediate step to be taken, we urge every country to
ratify and wholly inplenent, even before its entry into force, the
1980 Convention on Certain Conventional Wapons, and in particular Protocol |
as anmended in May |l ast year (1996). Even though this Convention is not itself
sufficient, it will imediately nmake it possible to reduce the number of
victinms of such weapons.

As the first and i medi ate neasure to block the flow of anti-personne
| andm nes, we propose setting up a special international register recording
all exports of anti-personnel |andm nes. But the main purpose is to work
towards an international agreenment inposing a total ban on the transfer
production, use and storage of anti-personnel |andnm nes. W believe that we
shoul d i mredi ately explore the possibility of comencing negotiati ons here at
this Conference, bearing in mnd the need to ensure that whatever neasures are
adopted here are both feasible and effective.

Looki ng ahead to the debate on the 1997 agenda of the Conference on
Di sarmanment, which this first plenary session is inaugurating, | would like to
express the hope that realismwll eventually prevail, as should be the case
when there is a clear political will to effectively resolve fundanmenta
probl emns.

I can assure you that my Governnent will continue to give the closest
possi bl e attention to this forum acknow edging its paranmount function of
saf eguardi ng i nternational peace and security.

The international disarmanent agenda for the conming years is already
quite full, and the Conference on Disarmanment will have to be its main
negotiating forum It can allowitself no respite and no sabbatical year
because public opinion at home and our national parlianments woul d never
under st and, and woul d never accept it.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Italy for
his statenent and for the kind words addressed to the Chair.

Before giving the floor to the next speakers, | should like to invite
the Secretary-GCeneral of the Conference and Personal Representative of the
Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to informus on the resources
all ocated to the Conference for its current session

M . PETROVSKY (Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Di sarmanent and
Per sonal Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations): |
should like to informyou that the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations,
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M. Kofi Annan, has decided to take the opportunity of his presence in Geneva
on Thursday, 30 January, to address the Conference. On that occasion, he
will share with us his vision of the international disarmnent agenda and the
i nportance he attaches to our forum Thus, | will limt my remarks today to
providing information on the resources allocated to the Conference this year

As you know, the secretariat is nmandated by the United Nations
General Assenbly to report to the Conference on the services available to it
during its annual sessions. During its 1997 session, the Conference will be
all ocated 10 neetings per week with full services. |In other words, we should
be able to hold two daily neetings with full services throughout the whole of
t he session.

As you are all aware, the United Nations continues to face a serious
financial crisis and, under the current circunmstances, it is essential that
t he Conference nmakes the best possible use of the resources allocated to it.
The Conference has, in the past, shown great flexibility in using the tine
allocated to it and I amsure that this will also be the case this year. |
should like to rem nd you that punctuality in starting neetings is very
i nportant and that, as usual, neetings with full services cannot be held in
t he eveni ngs or during weekends.

The situation with regard to docunentation in the United Nations
continues to be a source of serious concern, and the capacity of the
conference services to process docunents in a tinmely manner is being
constantly eroded. In this connection, | wish to recall, again, that the
nmeasures accepted by the Conference at its informal neeting held on
22 April 1986 concerning savings in docunentation continue to be valid. 1In
order to inplenment these decisions, all docunents need to be presented well in
advance and duplication of docunentation should be avoided. | amsure | can
count on your cooperation in exercising every restraint, whenever possible, in
t he control of docunentation

I would also like to recall that, as part of the secretariat's efforts
to reduce expenditure, the foll owing changes were made in the provision of
services to the neeting roons as of 4 March 1996: only docunments contai ning
draft proposals which require action will be circulated in the neeting room
whil e pre-session and reference docunents will continue to be supplied to the
per manent and observer mi ssions. Therefore, delegations are kindly requested
to keep the received copies throughout the annual session and use them during
nmeetings. Nevertheless, a limted nunber of docunments will be available from
t he docunents distribution counter in roomC- 111

I would also like to rem nd del egations to submt as soon as possible
their letters of accreditation so that we may i ssue passes granting access to
the Conference roons, as well as the list of participants. Delegations are
kindly requested to carry with themeither their CD passes or at |east the
identification provided by the United Nations O fice at Geneva.
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The Conference will continue to have at its disposal the Counci
Chanber, room |, room C 108, and the secretariat conference roomon the sixth
floor. When del egations need such facilities for their consultations, | would
ask that they coordinate their requests through the secretariat.

The PRESIDENT: | thank M. Petrovsky for his statenent and information.
The Secretary-General of the United Nations has sent nme a comrunication
transmtting all the resolutions on disarmanent and international security
matters adopted by the General Assenmbvly at its fifty-first session. This
comuni cation has been distributed by the secretariat as docunent CD/ 1440.

I give the floor to the representative of the United Ki ngdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irel and, Anbassador Sir M chael Weston

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland): | take this opportunity to congratul ate you on your
assunption of the presidency of the Conference. M intention in ny statenent
this morning is to set out the United Kingdom s approach to nucl ear
di sarmanent. Before doing so, however, | wish to welcone the recent
announcenent by the United States that they will seek to initiate negotiations
here at the CD for a total worldw de ban on anti-personnel |andm nes. The
United States' proposal is closely in line with United Kingdom policy and we
fully support it. We agree with the United States that this Conference, with
its wide nenbership and established standi ng, has clear advantages as an
i nternational forumfor achieving agreenent on a worl dwi de ban. To be
effective, an international agreenment nust include the countries of rea
concern, the major producers and exporters and those countries which use
| andm nes indiscrimnately. | note that this is very much the view just
expressed by the distinguished Foreign Mnister of Italy, whose statenment |
warmy welcome. Now | turn to ny subject, nuclear disarnmanent.

The United Kingdomis sonetines accused of not being in favour of
nucl ear di sarmanent - or even of being opposed to it. This is sinply not
true. My purpose this norning, right at the outset of this new CD session, is
to explain why and to put forward what | believe to be a practical and
realistic approach to nuclear disarmanent. Fromthis remark, you will gather
that | believe that the alternative approach, put forward so often by others,
is neither practical nor realistic, however fine it my sound. Fine words, as
t hey say, butter no parsnips.

The starting-point for the United Kingdom s approach to nucl ear
di sarmanent is, of course, article VI of the Non-Proliferation Treaty, the
NPT. Under that article, to quote it exactly: “Each of the Parties to the
Treaty undertakes to pursue negotiations in good faith on effective neasures
relating to cessation of the nuclear arns race at an early date and to nucl ear
di sarmanent, and on a treaty on general and conplete di sarmanment under strict
and effective international control”

The United Kingdomis fully conmitted to this article of the NPT, as to
other articles of the Treaty. Clearly the nuclear arns race between East and
West has now ceased. But, of course, both nuclear disarmnent and general and
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conpl ete disarmanent remain to be fully achieved. And there is scope for
debate about how best to pursue these objectives. Fortunately the 1995
Conference of NPT States parties has helped to identify the way forward by
adopting the “Principles and objectives for non-proliferation and

di sarmanent”, in which the section on “Nuclear disarmament” sets out the

i nportance to the international community of three specific objectives: the
conpl eti on of negotiations for a conprehensive test-ban treaty no later than
1996; the imedi ate commencenent and early conclusion of negotiations on a
fissile material cut-off treaty; and “systematic and progressive efforts to
reduce nucl ear weapons globally”. The United Kingdom continues to believe
that this represents a very sensible agenda for the foreseeable future and
should like to say a few nore words about each of these itens.

First, the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty, the CIBT. Well, we have, of
course, conpleted the negotiations for a CIBT. Formally, therefore, this
objective set out in the “Principles and objectives” has been achieved. But
there is still sone way to go before the international nonitoring system
foreseen by the Treaty is established and before the Treaty enters into force.
The United Kingdom believes that we must continue to give high priority to
these objectives if the promise of the CIBT is to be fully realized.

The international conmunity has made a good start. One hundred and
thirty-eight States have now signed the Treaty, including all five of the
nucl ear - weapon States. There has been a first nmeeting of the Preparatory
Conmi ssion for the Organization that will devel op and oversee the
i nternational nonitoring system This neeting will be resunmed shortly here in
Geneva. Pressing on with the tasks that fall to this Commission is a high
priority for the United Ki ngdom

At the sanme tinme, we nust continue to hope that those States which have
said they will not sign the Treaty will have a change of heart. Just as the
CTBT will reinforce the end of the old nuclear arms race between East and
West, so it can help to prevent the outbreak of any new nuclear arms race

el sewhere. And that must be in everybody's interest - in particular of those
that would be nost directly affected. So the United Kingdom does not despair
of the entry-into-force conditions being net. W sincerely hope they will be

met sooner rather than later, and we shall work hard to persuade the countries
concerned that their interests lie in signing the CIBT as soon as possible.

The second el enent in the “Nucl ear disarmanment” section of the
“Principles and objectives” is the fissile material cut-off treaty, the FMCT
This treaty is in effect a conplenentary neasure to the CTBT. Like the CTBT,
it will not lead directly to any reductions in nuclear forces. But, also |like
the CTBT, it will put alimt on the extent to which they can be devel oped.
And it is certainly inpossible to envisage the achi evenent of nuclear
di sarmanent without an FMCT. Let ne expand on these two points.

How wi Il the FMCT circunscribe the way in which nuclear forces can be
devel oped? Quite sinply by constraining the ambunt of unsafeguarded fissile
materi al available for potential use in nuclear explosives. | have heard it
said that, in practice, the FMCT i s unnecessary because the nucl ear-weapon
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States have already said they have ceased the production of fissile materia

for use in nuclear explosives. Well, the United States, Russia, the

United Ki ngdom and France have indeed nade such statements. But a universa
and verifiable FMCT would still have a nunmber of very inportant effects. It
woul d formalize and verify these statenents. It would bring in the other

nucl ear - weapon State, China. And it would put constraints on the ability of
certain non-parties to the NPT to produce nore unsafeguarded fissile materi al
These woul d be inportant acconplishnents.

But the FMCT would do nmuch nore than this. It would also provide an
essential foundation for the eventual achievenent of nuclear disarmament.
Clearly there can be no final achievenment of this goal w thout verification
arrangenents on all the key facilities which can produce fissile materia
suitable for use in nuclear explosives. | refer to enrichnment and
reprocessing facilities. And whatever else an FMCT may or may not do, it wll
certainly have to involve applying verification arrangenents to all such
facilities. So, as | have said, the FMCT will put in place an essentia
prerequi site for the achi evenent of nucl ear disarmament.

| hear it said by some of my colleagues here in the CD that there can be
no negotiation of an FMCT wi thout a sinultaneous negotiation about a tinetable
for nuclear disarmanent. But the experience of the recent past shows very
clearly that |inkage between negotiations is not the way to make progress.
The INF Treaty, the START | Treaty, the START Il Treaty, and the Conprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty - none of these was achieved by |inking progress on themto
progress on other issues. Nor indeed were other inportant treaties, such as
the Conventional Arnmed Forces in Europe Treaty and the Chem cal Wapons
Convention. So let us now get on with the negotiation of an FMCT in the CD
wi t hout getting distracted by questions of I|inkage.

This brings me to the third itemin the “Nucl ear di sarmanent” section of
the “Principles and objectives” - “the determ ned pursuit by the
nucl ear - weapon States of systematic and progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear
weapons globally, with the ultinate goals [sic] of elim nating those weapons,
and by all States of general and conpl ete di sarmanent under strict and
effective international control”

There are those who feel that, in pursuit of this objective, the
i nternational comunity now needs to agree on a tinetable for nucl ear
di sarmanent - to map out all the steps for getting fromhere to there. Sone
CD nenbers believe this so strongly that they are refusing to allow an ad hoc
committee to negotiate an FMCT unless there is also an ad hoc comrittee to
negoti ate such a tinetable for nuclear disarnmanent. | have to say quite
bluntly that the United Kingdom does not believe this is the best way of
maki ng progress towards the goal we all share, either substantively or
procedural |l y.

Substantively, we sinply do not see the value at this stage in trying
now to devise a conplete blueprint for the final achievenment of nucl ear
di sarmanent. |In the United Kingdom s view, the next steps are clear enough -
the ratification of START Il by Russia, the inplementation of START II, the
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negotiation of a bilateral START IIl between the two States who still possess
the vast mgjority of nuclear weapons in the world. These are |large steps in
their own right. And taking themw Il require time. G ven the huge
uncertainties that | ooking even further into the future would involve, is it
really sensible to expend a lot of effort doing that now? | do not deny that
this would be an interesting intellectual exercise. But is it an exercise to
whi ch di plomats can usefully contribute at this stage? Frankly, we do not

t hi nk so.

And this brings me to my procedural point. In our view, the CD should
continue to do what it has al ways done best - namely to negotiate detailed
treaties on specific subjects. By adopting this approach, the CD and its
predecessors have notched up an inpressive list of achievements over the
years - the NPT, the BTWC, the CWC, and nost recently the CIBT. The CD should
not now depart fromthis winning fornula. Instead of wasting its talents on
star-gazing, it should turn its energies to the specific job of negotiating an
FMCT, a task which its excellent track record suggests it could fulfi
admrably. And which, as | have noted earlier, would | ay one of the essentia
foundations for nucl ear disarnmanent.

Let nme make one thing clear. The United Kingdomis not opposed to
nucl ear di sarmanent. |Indeed, as | shall spell out in a noment, we have made
our own contribution to the process. But - for the substantive and procedura
reasons | have already nentioned - we are opposed to an ad hoc conmittee in
the CD on nucl ear disarmanent. W believe that, in current circunstances, it
is the bilateral START forum which offers the best hope of further progress on
negoti ated reductions in nuclear forces. Let us not forget what START | has
al ready achi eved, what START Il offers, and what START Ill prom ses. |If we
are looking for “systematic and progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear weapons
gl obally”, we need | ook no further than the START process for the i medi ate
future.

Pl ease do not think that | amputting forward this argunment because the
START process does not involve the United Kingdom The United Kingdon s
record in reducing its nuclear forces is second to none. Over the past few
years we have been gradually reducing their nunmber and we are continuing to do
so. By the end of 1998, the United Kingdomw Il have only one nucl ear

system - and a total nunber of operational nuclear weapons that will be |ess
than 10 per cent of the nunber of strategic nucl ear weapons which the
United States and Russia will each be permtted, even when START Il is fully

i npl enented. And we have already made it clear that “a world in which

Ameri can and Russi an nuclear forces were no |onger counted in thousands but in
hundreds woul d be one where we were ready to join in multilateral negotiations
on the global reduction of nuclear arns”.

The United Kingdomis therefore already making a full contribution to
t he process of nuclear reductions and has nade clear its readi ness to engage
in multilateral discussions about further contributions to this process in due
course. But we believe that the next steps in this process are best taken
through the bilateral START process. W do not believe that a discussion in
the CD about a tinetable for the final achievenent of nuclear disarmanent
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woul d be a productive use of the CD's tinme - or make best use of the CD s
proven talents in negotiating specific treaties on discrete topics. The CD
woul d nake a much nore useful contribution to the achi evement of nucl ear

di sarmanent if it focused on negotiating an FMCT - and thus on getting
verification arrangenments in place on all reprocessing and enri chnment
facilities.

Before I close, | should Iike to make one further point about progress
towards nucl ear disarmament. It is often said that it will be inpossible to
mai ntain the non-proliferation regime unless there is still more rapid
progress towards nucl ear disarmanment. Wether that is true or not, the
opposite is certainly true. It will be inpossible to maintain progress
t owar ds nucl ear disarnmanment unless the non-proliferation reginme is maintained.

In the United Kingdom s view, it therefore remains a high priority to
wor k for universal adherence to the NPT and to strengthen the associated
system of safeguards. W are pleased that the Part 1 neasures resulting from
the “93+2" programme are now being inplenmented. But we nust press forward
with efforts to conplete the nodel of the protocol that will give the
I nternational Atom c Energy Agency, |AEA, the legal authority to inplenent the
Part 2 neasures - and then ensure that all relevant States actually concl ude
with | AEA protocols based on that nmodel. This is fundanmental if the Agency is
to have the powers it needs to prevent any repetition of the Iraqi experience.
It is also essential that the international community continues to provide the
Uni ted Nations Special Conmi ssion and | AEA with the resources and support they
need to continue their work in Ilraq. And, as an early contributor to the
Kor ean Peni nsul a Energy Devel opnent Organi zation, the United Kingdomis keenly
aware of the need to keep the Agreed Franework arrangements on track

We are al so keen to take forward the work which was initiated at the
Moscow sumrit on nucl ear safety, concerning options for the disposal of
surplus fissile material resulting fromthe dismantling of nucl ear weapons.
Most of these options are long-termin nature, so it is also essential that
interimstorage arrangenents are safe and secure - and placed as soon as
practicabl e under | AEA safeguards. Further work on the di sposal of surplus
fissile material resulting fromdismantl ed nucl ear weapons is also inportant.
We wel cone the various cooperative projects with Russia that are now goi ng
forward in this area. Nor should any of us forget the wel cone decisions taken
by the Governnents of Ukraine, Belarus and Kazakstan, which nean that there
are no | onger any nucl ear weapons on their territories. All these
devel opnents are inportant pieces in the non-proliferation jigsaw, and hence
in the nucl ear disarmanent jigsaw.

But, of course, the NPT itself renains the cornerstone of the
i nternational conmunity's non-proliferation efforts. The United Kingdom | ooks
forward to the beginning in April 1997 of the strengthened review process to
which all the parties agreed at the 1995 Conference. W |look forward to a
wi de-rangi ng and productive di scussion.

Al t hough | have spoken nminly about nuclear issues, we should not forget
that article VI of the NPT speaks of general and conplete disarmanment as wel
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as of nuclear disarmanment. And, just as non-proliferation efforts are
essential to the achi evenent of nuclear disarmanment, so are other arms contro
efforts which contribute to this broader goal of general and conplete

di sar manent .

If we are serious about nuclear disarmanent - and, as | have
denonstrated, the United Kingdomis - we nust also press on with these other
efforts, particularly those relating to other weapons of nmass destruction
The Chem cal Weapons Convention is now set to enter into force in April 1997.
But key States - indeed, all States - nust adhere to it if it is to make the
contribution to national and international security which we firmy believe it
can. And, follow ng the recent BWC Review Conference, efforts nmust continue
to conplete the Ad Hoc Group's work to strengthen the Convention through
drawing up a legally binding verification and conpliance regine.

I have one final point to make. |In the discussions about nuclear
di sarmanent whi ch have followed the indefinite extension of the NPT, there is,
| fear, a good deal of Utopianism O course there is nothing wong with
Ut opianism A fanous British playwight, Oscar Wlde, once said that “a nmap
of the world that does not include Utopia is not even worth glancing at”. He
was right. We need to have high aspirations.

But we al so need realismabout the best way of achieving those

aspirations. | sonetines feel that in the current debate about nucl ear
di sarmanent the nore distant aspirational elenments are in danger of drowning
out the nore i mmedi ately achi evabl e el enents. | therefore make no apol ogy for

havi ng focused in ny statenent on what the United Kingdom believes to be the
effective nmeasures relating to nucl ear disarmanent which can realistically be
pur sued next.

To sumup, | have tried to give you as clear a picture as | can of the
United Kingdoml's approach to nuclear disarmament. W are comritted to
article VI of the NPT. W agree with the agenda for achieving it set out in
the “Principles and objectives”. That neans we want to see the CTBT
verification systemput in place and the Treaty cone into force. It neans we
want the CD to get on with negotiating an FMCT. It neans we want to see
systematic and progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear weapons globally -
pursued in the i mediate future through the START process. It neans that we
want to see non-proliferation efforts maintained and strengthened, and
continuing progress made in other areas of arns control. The United Ki ngdom
| ooks forward to the active and vigorous pursuit of this w de-rangi ng agenda.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of the United Ki ngdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland for his statement and for the kind words
addressed to nme. | now give the floor to the representative of Ml aysia,
Ambassador Hasmy.

M. HASMY (Malaysia): Allow nme, M. President, to congratulate you on
your assunption of the presidency of the Conference. | would also like to
take this opportunity to wish you and all distinguished del egates attending
this session a Happy New Year and to express the hope that this session, and
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this year, will witness sone inportant breakthroughs which will advance the

di sarmanent process, to which we are all committed, a step further towards the
attainment of its goals. In this regard, my del egation wishes to take this
opportunity to express its appreciation for the inportant and inspiring
statenment of the honourable M nister of Foreign Affairs of Italy,

Hi s Excell ency Lanberto Dini.

This session of the Conference on Disarmanent is neeting at a tine of
particul ar challenge to the CD followi ng, as it does, soon after the signing
of the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) through the resuned
fiftieth session of the United Nations General Assenbly. The adoption of the
enabling resolution by the General Assenbly, follow ng the inpasse in the CD
has rai sed questions about the role and effectiveness of the Conference.
VWhile not a nmenber of the CD, ny delegation would |like to take this
opportunity to stress the inportance Mal aysia attaches to the continued role
and rel evance of the Conference as the sole nultilateral negotiating forumon
di sarmanent, and that every effort should be made to preserve, strengthen and
promote this role.

It is therefore inperative, at this and future sessions, for the
Conference to assure the international community of its continued centrality
and relevance in nmultilateral disarmanment negotiations in the context of our
times. In overcom ng whatever negative inpact the CIBT inpasse m ght have on
the CDit is inportant, first of all, for the Conference to address certain
aspects of its work nethods, decision-nmaking processes and institutional
arrangenents which have affected its efficacy, and to find for itself a clear
road-map and a reliable conpass to help steer the nultilateral negotiating

process forward in the post-cold-war era. It will have to have a clear and
may | stress, updated agenda, a sense of urgency, and a comm tment to achieve
tangible results. It will have to inprove its decision-nmaking methods and

strengthen its essential consensus-buil ding approach

More inmportantly, the Conference on Disarmanment will have to address and
reach consensus on the question of negotiating mandates not only in respect of
the ad hoc committees already established in 1994, but not reconvened since
then, but al so new ones in response to the new tasks being assigned to it by
the General Assenbly. The Conference will have, for instance, to cone to
grips with the issue of the banning of the production of fissile materials for
weapon purposes, on which a nmandate to establish an ad hoc “fissban conmittee”
had al ready been reached in 1995 but, regrettably, it has never been convened.
Clearly, in resolving the inpasse that has beset the CD on these difficult
i ssues there is a need for renewed conmitnment and, nore inportantly, politica
will on the part of CD nenbers, especially the nucl ear-weapon nenber States,
whi ch shoul d exerci se the necessary | eadership role that they, singly or
several ly, can and ought to play, to get the CD out of its present situation

In charting its future course, ny delegation feels that it is inportant
that the Conference learn fromthe | essons of the past, in particular fromits
recent CTBT negotiations experience, so as to avoid repeating processes and
nmet hodol ogi es that would further undermi ne rather than strengthen the
Conference. M delegation is confident that the nenbers of the CDwll find



CD/ PV. 751
17

(M. Hasny. Malaysia)

the collective wisdomand creativity in fine-tuning the work methods of the
Conference. W also remain hopeful that on the basis of the continued
conm tnents of nenber States of the Conference to the shared goals of globa
disarmanent it will be able to resolve the many difficult issues on its
agenda, including the contentious issue of a fissile “cut-off.”

I n speaking about the fissile “cut-off” issue, ny delegation is of the
view that a ban on the production of fissile materials for weapons purposes,
whi ch has been a | ong-standing goal in nuclear disarmament, would i ndeed be a
desirable goal. It would constitute an inportant step towards deepening
further the non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. M delegation therefore
supports the early conclusion of a “cut-off” treaty as it would conpl enent and
reinforce existing unilateral, bilateral and other nultilateral nuclear
di sar manent nechani sns such as the NPT and the CTBT. Clearly, for such a ban
to be effective there nust be fool proof international control of all fissile
materials - hence the inportance, in any fissile “cut-off” arrangenment, of an
effective international control regine. It is inperative, therefore, for the
present inpasse to be resolved as soon as possible to all ow substantive
negoti ati ons to begin.

However, in tackling this sensitive issue, in this and future sessions,
t he Conference would be wise to learn fromthe | essons of the recent past so
as to avoid being bogged down in simlar problems faced during the CIBT
negoti ations. M del egation would therefore appeal to nmenmbers of this
Conference, especially those with particularly strong national positions on
the issue, to denobnstrate a cooperative and accommodating attitude and forge
the required consensus in order to nove the process forward. This issue
cannot be set aside nuch longer, if the Conference is to maintain its
credibility in the eyes of the international conmunity, but in doing so it
shoul d be handled with care, creativity and sufficient flexibility with a view
to reconciling seenmingly irreconcil able positions of nenber States.

During the fifty-first session of the United Nations General Assenbly
Mal aysi a i ntroduced, on behalf of the co-sponsors, a resolution pertaining to
t he advi sory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the legality of
the use and threat of use of nuclear weapons. The adoption of
resolution 51/45 M by a large majority of non-nucl ear-weapon States - 115 to
be exact - was a testinony to the serious concern, indeed frustration, of the
i nternational comunity over the | ack of genuine seriousness and the extrenely
sl ow pace in negotiations on nuclear disarmanment |eading to the ultimte
el im nation of nuclear weapons. Malaysia was particularly gratified to have
had the support of nany nenbers of this Conference, including a nuclear-weapon
State and a few devel oped Western nenber States. The resolution, inter alia,
rei nforced the unani nous opinion of the world Court which stressed that States
parties to the NPT have a | egal obligation not only to pursue “negotiations
| eading to nuclear disarmanent in all its aspects”, in accordance with
article VI of the NPT, but also to “bring to a conclusion” such negotiations.
It was an unanbi guous nmessage for the nucl ear-weapons States to adopt a nore
serious approach in fulfilling their Treaty commtnment to enmbark on serious
negoti ati ons on nucl ear disarmanent |leading to their ultimate elimnation
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Wil e General Assenbly resolution 51/45 Mdid not specifically call on
the CD to begin negotiations on a nucl ear weapons convention per se, it did
call on States to comrence negotiations in 1997 |leading to the conclusion of
such a convention. In recognition of the central role of this Conference in
the multilateral disarmanent negotiating process, as reflected inits
preanbul ar paragraph, the resolution, while keeping the options open in
respect of the negotiating forumfor the nucl ear weapons convention, clearly
expects this Conference, by virtue of its position, to conmence a negotiating
process on nucl ear disarmanent, which would ultinmately lead to the concl usion
of a nucl ear weapons convention. In this regard, it is inportant for the
nucl ear - weapon States to adopt a nore positive orientation towards both the
United Nations Ceneral Assenbly resolution and the world Court opinion itself,
if they are really conmitted to the goal of total elimnation of nuclear
weapons.

My del egati on woul d therefore strongly urge the CD to establish
i medi ately an ad hoc committee on nucl ear disarmanent, as called for in the
| ast and previous sessions of the United Nations Ceneral Assenmbly, which wll
consi der the various aspects of nuclear disarmanent already on its agenda, as
wel |l as to address those other Ceneral Assenbly resolutions pertaining to
nucl ear di sarmanent, including resolution 51/45 M Mndful of rule 27 of its
rul es of procedure, this Conference can ill afford to ignore those resolutions
indefinitely, if it wishes to ensure continued international confidence in it
and to continue to occupy centre stage and pre-eminence in the nultilatera
di sar manent negoti ati ng process.

My del egation would also like to take this opportunity to raise the
qguestion of the further enlargenent of the Conference on Di sarmanent, an issue
that was addressed in United Nations General Assenbly resolution 51/47 A
whi ch was overwhel mi ngly adopted at the last United Nations General Assenbly.

I nasnmuch as we wel cone the expansion of the Conference up to its current
strength of 60 nmenber States, my delegation is of the view that a nunber of
States, including Mlaysia, that have shown an active interest in globa

di sarmanent matters and the work of this Conference in particular, have,
regrettably, not been accommpbdated. My del egation continues to hold the view
that, subject to the need to ensure the manageability and effectiveness of

the CD, all genuinely interested States should be allowed to participate on an
equal footing as disarmanent, particularly nuclear disarmanment, is an issue of
vital inportance to States, big or small, devel oped or devel oping. W believe
that the inclusion of those actively interested States, such as Ml aysi a,

whi ch applied for nmenbership in Septenber 1993, would allow for even greater
representation of views on issues of critical inportance to humanity, thereby
contributing substantively to the work of the Conference. W would,

therefore, urge the Conference to address the question of enlargement as a
matter of priority so as to facilitate the full and early participation of the
remai ni ng applicant States which have been patiently waiting for a positive
outcone for several years

In conclusion, let ne assure you of the continuing strong support of
Mal aysi a for the inportant and indi spensable work of the Conference. W are
of the view that given the positive global political climte follow ng the end



CD/ PV. 751
19

(M. Hasny. Malaysia)

of the cold war, the work of the Conference has assumed even i ncreased
significance in that opportunities that did not exist during the period of

hei ght ened East-West tension are now present, both in respect of conventiona
and, nore inportantly, nuclear disarmanent. The Conference should take ful
advant age of the changed gl obal situation and press ahead in fulfilling the
role that the international community expects it to play so as to ensure that
the world would be a nuch safer habitat for humanity. It would indeed be a
pity if the Conference allows itself to be mred in procedural wanglings and
tactical manoeuvres and in the process | oose the opportunity to achieve the
breakt hroughs that are well within its grasp

My del egati on wi shes you, M. President, and distingui shed del egates
attending this session of the Conference every success in your deliberations.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Mlaysia for his
statenment, and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now give the
floor to the representative of Myanmar, Anbassador Aye.

M. AYE (Myanmar): M. President, may | first extend to you the warm
congratul ati ons of my del egation on your assunption of the presidency of the
Conference on Di sarmament at the beginning of its 1997 session. It has been
our experience that the early stage of the Conference's annual session is
al ways a challenging task for all of us. | amconfident that your diplomatic
skills and qualities of personal |eadership will [ead us to a smooth start of
our collective endeavours in the CD. | assure you of the fullest cooperation
of my del egation in hel ping discharge your duties. | should like to take this
occasion to thank your predecessor, Anmbassador Ludw k Denbi nski of Pol and, for
t he excell ent manner in which he conducted our work

I would like to take this opportunity to welconme in our m dst
H s Excellency M. Lanberto Dini, Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Italy, and
to listen with interest to his statement, which no doubt constitutes an
i mportant contribution to the work of the Conference on Di sarmanent.

| also take this occasion to extend a cordial welcone to our new
col | eagues who have taken up their duties as representatives of their
countries to the Conference on Disarmanent, and | ook forward to benefiting
fromtheir experience and wi sdom Anbassador Mernier of Belgium
Ambassador Canpbel |l of Australia, Anbassador Denbri of Al geria,
Ambassador Chowdhury of Bangl adesh, and Anbassador Corral es Leal of Venezuel a.

As | take the floor for the first time in the Conference on D sar manent
foll owi ng the adoption of the Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty by the
United Nations General Assenbly |ast Septenber, | would Iike to share a few
t houghts on the subject. M del egation takes the opportunity to wel cone the
adopti on of the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty in New York. Although the
Conference on Di sarmanment found itself unable to endorse it, the treaty was
neverthel ess a significant achi evenent by the Conference, for which we
owe a special debt of gratitude to the diplomatic skills of Chairnman
Ambassador Ramaker and his del egati on.
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It has often been mentioned that the treaty is not perfect, but it is
the best that the CD can produce, given the prevailing circunmstances. An end
to nucl ear-test expositions by all States in all environnents for all tine is
an essential step in preventing the qualitative inprovenent and devel opnment of
nucl ear weapons and their further proliferation

This, taken together with other follow up nmeasures, will constitute
positive steps toward nucl ear disarmanment, and the intended objective of the
total elimnation of all nuclear weapons. Hence the necessity for the
Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty to attract universal acceptance and adherence.

The present-day international political clinmte has continued to afford
us a wel come opportunity to pursue further efforts toward arnms |imtation and
di sarmanent. There exists a necessity to explore new approaches in addressing
di sarmanent issues, and to nove away from out noded strategi c concepts and
doctrines of a bygone era. It is in this context that ny del egation perceives
a rapidly expending international consensus directed toward the nucl ear-weapon
States in efforts to encourage themto review and revise their nuclear
pol i ci es and doctri nes.

A case in point is the advisory opinion handed down by the Internationa
Court of Justice less than a year ago. An advisory opinion to the effect that
the threat or use of nuclear weapons woul d generally be contrary to
i nternational |aw applicable in arned conflict, and in particular, the
principles and rules of humanitarian law. Additionally, the |egal opinion was
offered that there exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to a
concl usi on negotiations |eading to nuclear disarmanment in all its aspects
under strict and effective international control

The United Nations Ceneral Assenbly adopted, at its fifty-first session
resol ution 51/45 O on nucl ear disarmanent with an overwhel ming majority of
110 votes in favour. The main thrust of the resolution is that it calls upon
t he Conference on Di sarmanent to establish, on a priority basis, an ad hoc
conmittee on nucl ear di sarmanent to commence negotiations early this year on a
phased programre of nucl ear disarmanment, and for the eventual elim nation of
nucl ear weapons within a time-bound franmework through a nucl ear weapons
conventi on.

In this context, we welcone and fully support the proposal of
28 del egations that are nmenbers of the CD for a programe of action for
the elimnation of nuclear weapons, contained in docunent CD/ 1419 of
7 August 1996. M del egation is one of the co-sponsors of this inportant
docunent. The proposed progranme of action outlines a phased programre of
nucl ear di sarmanent neasures, leading to the total elimnation of nuclear
weapons. We believe that this concrete proposal can be taken as a basis for,
and will contribute to, nuclear disarmanment negotiations in the CD

My del egation's position needs no further elaboration on this question
We are in favour of establishing a separate full-fledged ad hoc comm ttee on
nucl ear disarmanent in the CD, on a priority basis, at the beginning of this
session, to conmence substantive negotiations on the subject.
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My del egation also holds the view that there exists an urgent need to
re-establish the Ad Hoc Comrittee on Prohibition of the Production of Fissile
Mat erials for Nucl ear Weapons and Ot her Nucl ear Expl osive Devices, and
comence negotiations on this inmportant subject. The terns of reference and a
good starting-point for the work of this Ad Hoc Comm ttee have been al ready
forrmulated in the report submitted to the CD by Ambassador Shannon in document
CD/ 1299 of 24 March 1995.

The issue of negative security assurances is a matter of paramount
i nportance for non-nucl ear-weapon States. No doubt the nmpost effective
security assurance against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons is the
total elimnation of these weapons. However, pending the attainnent of this
goal, it is inperative that we have in place effective internationa
arrangenents to prevent the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons agai nst
non- nucl ear - weapon St at es.

We feel that we should pursue two parallel approaches in this regard.
The first approach is to pursue the discussion and negotiations here in the
CD. The second approach is to continue our efforts in the NPT context. The
deci sion on the “Principles and objectives for nuclear non-proliferation and
di sarmanent” taken in the 1995 NPT Revi ew and Extension Conference contains a
programe of action. This programme contains, inter alia, a call for efforts
to take further steps that could take the formof an internationally binding
i nstrument to protect non-nucl ear-weapon States party to the treaty fromthe
use or threat of use of nucl ear weapons.

Having said this, | should Iike to submt sone thoughts of ny del egation
with regard to the programme of work for the CD in 1997. There can be two
options, in the formof a concentrated programre, or an extended progranme.
Under the concentrated progranme, we could establish two ad hoc comm ttees,
one on nucl ear di sarmanent and the other on a fissile materials ban. The
Presi dent of the Conference will no doubt carry on further consultations on
the remaining itens.

The alternative, to which | refer as the extended programre, is to
establish ad hoc comm ttees on nuclear disarmanment, a fissile material ban
prevention of an arns race in outer space, transparency in armnents and
negati ve security assurances.

If we are to consider the concentrated programme just nentioned, and in
the event that the CD finds itself unable to establish separate ad hoc
conmittees on nucl ear disarmanment and on fissile materials, we may possibly
reach consensus to establish an ad hoc comittee on nuclear disarmanment with
two working groups, i.e. one working group on nuclear disarmnment and anot her
wor king group on fissile materials. This can be an alternative conpromn se
formula, which nerits serious consideration by the nmenber States of the CD
And gi ven the experience we have had in the recent past, the CD can handl e
effectively one ad hoc commttee at a tine and perhaps two at nost.

Several del egations hold the view that we have a bal anced agenda
i ncludi ng the question of conventional weapons. |In this regard | would Iike
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to express our delegation's deep appreciation to the Secretary-General of the
CD and Personal Representative of the Secretary-General of the United Nations,
M. Vladimr Petrovsky, for his valuable contribution to our ongoing
di scussions on the agenda for the current session of the Conference.

Wil e considering the agenda for this year, we believe that identifying
the right issues for the CDis of primary inportance. Transparency in
armanents is partly related to conventional arnms and partly to other weapons
of mass destruction. Accordingly, ny delegation feels that TIA should not
confine itself to the issue of conventional weapons. W should find suitable
means to acconmodate the concerns of parties who attach high inportance to the
i ssue of weapons of mass destruction

Wth regard to anti-personnel |andm nes, there have been nmechani sms and
i nstruments al ready worked out by the international conmunity outside the
context of the CD. There is also a question of how we envi sage the outconme of
our work. Are we envisaging a totally new treaty on the subject or an
anmendnent to the existing one? These are questions to be addressed before we
proceed further on the subject.

I conclude by enphasizing that it remains our firmconviction that
nucl ear di sarmanent should be the central issue in |laying down the agenda for
this year. W nust necessarily resolve this issue in a satisfactory manner in
order to pave the way for the snooth comrencenent of substantive work in the
CD this year and indeed in later years. Let us, therefore, face up to this
reality, and spare no efforts to find ways and nmeans to nove forward in this
ar ea.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Myanmar for his statenent,
and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to
the Director-Ceneral at the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs of Finland,
Ambassador Rei maa.

M. REIMAA (Finland): | would also like to congratul ate you
M. President, on the assunption of the presidency of the Conference and
wi sh you success in this demanding task. Let nme also, on behalf of the
Fi nni sh del egati on, welcone the nost interesting contribution made here this
norning by His Excellency M. Dini, Foreign Mnister of Italy.

The concl usi on of the Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty negoti ations
| ast year was a historic achievenent. It is inportant that the Treaty enters
into force as soon as possible. Finland calls for those countries which have
not yet signed the CIBT to do so.

Once again, the Conference has proved its ability to respond to today's
arnms control needs, and to produce inportant results. The CD continues to
play an inportant role as the sole nultilateral disarmnent negotiating forum

But the CD cannot afford to rest on its reputation. The internationa
comunity expects the Conference to nove forward and to produce further
results.
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The Conference on Disarmanent is facing new tasks and challenges, in
bot h nucl ear and conventional disarmanent. W should as clearly as possible
identify areas where the Conference has chances to nove ahead. Each issue
shoul d be addressed on its own nerits.

As the CTBT negoti ati ons have been concluded, it is evident that the
agenda of the Conference needs renewal. The new agenda should reflect the
realities of today's world. It should be balanced and it should reflect the
various interests affecting our work. A thorough di scussion of the agenda may
be necessary.

However, a discussion of the agenda as such has only little rel evance
outside this chanber. The CD needs to get back into the business of
negoti ati ng di sarmanent treaties and agreenents. Pending the outcone of the
agenda di scussion, the Conference should set up the programe of work for this
year's session and establish the necessary ad hoc conmittees wi thout del ay.

In 1995, an agreenent was reached on the establishnent of an ad hoc
committee to negotiate a treaty banning the production of fissile material for
nucl ear weapons or other nucl ear explosive devices. It is tinme for the Ad Hoc
Conmittee to start its work. Differences relating to the scope and ot her
aspects of the “cut-off” treaty should be addressed during the negotiations.

The humani tari an catastrophe caused by the indiscrinnate use of
anti-personnel |andmnes calls for urgent international action. During the
past year, the international support for a total ban on anti-personne
| andm nes has grown. Finland supports a global, legally binding and
verifiable ban on anti-personnel | andnines.

The question of transferring the anti-personnel |andm nes discussion
into concrete and serious negotiations becanme visible during last fall. The
O tawa process contributed to the political nmomentum In the United Nations
General Assenbly, the useful ness and conpetence of the CD for rea
negoti ations was for the first time truly discussed.

In order to obtain an effective ban, all the relevant countries should,
fromthe outset, participate in the negotiations. As my Mnister announced at
the United Nations Ceneral Assenbly |ast Septenber, Finland regards the
Conf erence on Di sarmanment as the nost suitable forumfor the negotiations on
APLs. Wth its nmenbers and observers, the Conference on Disarmanent is a
negoti ati ng body of nore than 90 countries today. To reach concrete and
not abl e results soon, a step-by-step approach could be considered as a way
f orward.

Now we are facing a procedural challenge. How to respond to this globa
call? The Conference on Di sarmanment shoul d establish an ad hoc committee on
anti-personnel |andnmines and start serious negotiations. Therefore, as an
i mredi at e operational task we would kindly invite you, M. President, to seek
an urgent agreenment on the appointnent of a special coordinator to consult on
the ways in which the issue of anti-personnel |andm nes could be best noved
f orward.
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Let me, at this nmonment, very briefly wel cone the announcenent j ust
com ng from WAashi ngton concerning this particular item W consider these
signals very tinmely and useful to our i mredi ate worKk.

Finl and and 22 other countries becanme | ast year new nenbers of the
Conference. Finland supports a further expansion of the nenbership of the CD
In the neantinme, we urge the candidates to participate actively in the work of
t he Conference.

Finl and attaches great value to the work of the Conference.
Consequently, Finland has appointed a Permanent Representative to the
Conference on Disarmanment. | have the privilege and honour to be Finland's
first resident CD Anbassador as of 1 March. | look forward to good and
productive cooperation with all nmenber and observer del egations as well as
with the Secretary-General of the Conference and his staff.

The PRESIDENT: | thank Anbassador Reinmma for his statement and for the
ki nd words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the representative
of Pol and, Anmbassador Denbi nski .

M. DEMBINSKI (Poland): First, M. President, | should like to join the
previ ous speakers in congratulating you, a distinguished representative of the
Republ i ¢ of Korea, on the assunption of the presidency of the Conference on
Di sarmanment. | am confident that as a new nmenber who has recently joined this
body, you will bring new vigour and fresh insights to its endeavours. In
wi shing you every success in the discharge of your mandate - which, as is
customary at the initial stage of each annual session of the CD, is both
difficult and urgent - | want to assure you of full cooperation of ny
del egati on and of ny personal support.

I have asked for the floor as the outgoing President to report briefly
on the results of ny consultations which | pursued during the inter-sessiona
period. As will be recalled, at the end of its 1996 session, | was mandated
by the Conference on Disarmanent, first to continue consultations on the
review of the agenda during the inter-sessional period and to report to it at
t he beginning of its 1997 session, and second to continue consultations on a
further expansion of nenbership of the Conference and to report to it at the
begi nning of the 1997 session

Let me first take up the question of the agenda of the Conference. In
approaching that task I was fully conscious of its inmportance and urgency in
order for the CDto be able to inaugurate its 1997 session on a constructive
note - to adopt an agreed agenda and take indi spensabl e deci sions on the
organi zation of its work for the year. At the sane tinme, | was aware of the
probl ems encount ered t hroughout 1996 and, nore specifically, of the contents
of the report of 3 Septenber 1996 presented to the Conference by the Specia
Coor di nat or, Anmbassador Meghl aoui of Algeria, on his extensive consultations
regardi ng the review of the agenda.
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My consultations in the available time and with the avail able
del egations, the relevant debate in the First Commttee of the fifty-first
session of the United Nations General Assenbly and, finally, the review of the
respective group positions within the framework of the Presidentia
consul tations have led ne to reach conclusions which regrettably are not
optimstic. No inportant departures in the known positions of del egations
have taken place since Anbassador Meghl aoui's report |ast September. Since
t hese positions are still far apart, consensus needs to be pursued through
further intensive consultations. M conclusion was informally brought to the
attention of the incom ng President.

At the sanme tinme, certain new, informal approaches to restructuring the
CD s agenda have attracted the attention of sonme del egati ons as possibly nore
responsive to the new international realities and new chal |l enges.
Accordingly, | have kept the incom ng President advised of this potentia
opening in the hope that he m ght wish to explore its inplications further

My consultations in regard to the question of a further expansion of CD
menbership have led nme to conclude that further efforts need to be pursued in
order to bridge the diverging positions of delegations. They range froma
prevailing view that all applicant States should be acconmpdated, to concern
for the determ nation of the nmaxi mum desirable size of the CD, to ensuring a
regi onal ly bal anced representation and to adnmitting States with the | ongest
applicant status and documented contribution to the CD work as observers.
There appears to be an energi ng consensus that it mght be desirable for the
Presi dent of the CD to appoint a special coordinator to pursue consultations
in that regard.

In concluding ny report | would be reniss w thout voicing ny
appreciation to the distinguished Secretary-General of the Conference,
M. Petrovsky, his deputy, M. Bensnuil, and all the secretariat staff for
their support and conpetent assistance rendered to ne throughout the
i nter-sessional period.

The PRESIDENT: | thank Anmbassador Denbi nski of Poland for his statenent
and for his kind words addressed to the Chair. | amsure | speak on behal f of
all of us when | express our deep appreciation to Anbassador Denbinski for his
untiring efforts in his attenpts to build a consensus on the agenda of the
Conference and on a further expansion of nenbership of the Conference. |
t hank hi m once agai n.

| should like to give the floor to the representative of the
United States of Anerica, Anbassador Ledogar

M. LEDOGAR (United States of America): Until such tinme as your desire
to curtail or dispense with the CD's ritual greetings and congratul ati ons
is nore widely accepted, it would be m sunderstood if I, too, did not
congratul ate you on your accession to the CD presidency and to tell you that,
as you undertake your delicate tasks of guiding us in the start of
our 1997 session, | assure you of the full cooperation of my del egation
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As we begin the 1997 session of the Conference on Di sarmanment, it gives
me great pleasure to read out a statement to this body from President Cinton.
| quote:

“I'n my message to the Conference on Di sarmanent three years ago, | urged
t he negotiation of a conprehensive nuclear test ban at the earliest
possible tine. Your success in that negotiation, and the subsequent
adoption of the Treaty by the United Nations CGeneral Assenbly, will help
create a safer world. The successful conclusion of the negotiation is
evi dence of the Conference's potential to respond to the challenges it
now f aces.

“Now t he Conference on Di sarmanent should take the next steps on the
road to a nore secure world.

“Pronpt concl usion of a ban on producing fissile material for use in
nucl ear explosives. Effectively cutting off the spigot for nore nuclear
weapons i s a necessary step toward, and would greatly contribute to, the
ultimate goal of nuclear disarmnent.

“Negoti ati on as soon as possible of a conprehensive, global ban on
anti - personnel |andm nes. These weapons of war have caused terrible
suffering to innocent civilians and represent an enornous obstacle to
restoring a nmore hopeful life after a conflict has ended. All the
children of the world deserve to walk the Earth in safety.

“l call on the Conference to press forward with a renewed sense of
purpose, to denonstrate to the world its capability to take these key
steps to advance the process of nucl ear and conventional disarmnent.”

As | and many of ny coll eagues have stated, the CD s first priority in
the field of nuclear disarmanment should be to negotiate a treaty to ban the
production of fissile material that could be used for nucl ear weapons
purposes. Such a negotiation would fulfil not only the requirenent set forth
in the “Principles and objectives” docunment approved by consensus at the
1995 NPT Revi ew and Extension Conference, it would al so represent a mgjor step
forward in the ongoing process of reducing the nunber of nuclear weapons as
well as in preventing their proliferation in the world. Clearly it would be
anot her major step in the continuum of actions that has been under way for
sonme time now to nmake progress toward the ultimate goal of the elimnation of
nucl ear weapons. For these reasons, | hope we all will be able to
re-establish, as was approved by this body al nost two years ago, an
ad hoc conmittee to negotiate a treaty on banning the production of fissile
materi al for nuclear weapons.

As you heard in his statenent to the CD which | just read out,
Presi dent Clinton has also proposed that, in the field of conventiona
di sarmanent, this body begin the negotiation of a conprehensive, global ban on
anti-personnel mines. In this regard, | would Iike to read out another
statement - this one by the Press Secretary of the Wite House, issued in
Washi ngton |ast Friday, 17 January 1997.
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“President Clinton today announced that when the Conference on

Di sar manent opens its 1997 session in CGeneva on Mnday, the

United States will seek to initiate negotiations on a worldw de treaty
banni ng the use, production, stockpiling, and transfer of anti-personne
| andm nes. As the President said before the United Nations

CGeneral Assenbly in Septenber, 'Qur children deserve to walk the Earth

in safety'. The United States hopes that the nations of the world wll
work with us to create that safety and ban the scourge of | andm nes,
whi ch every year kill or wound nore than 25,000 civilians.

“To give further inpetus to this effort, the President has decided that
the United States will observe a permanent ban on the export and
transfer of anti-personnel |andm nes. This action builds on the
Landm ne Export Moratorium Act sponsored by Senator Patrick Leahy, an
Act which has tenporarily prohibited the export and transfer of these
weapons since 1992. W urge all other nations to join us in stopping
the export and transfer of these m nes, which will both hasten the
conpl eti on of a conprehensive ban and save many innocent |lives. As a
step toward a ban, the President has decided to cap our anti-personne

| andmi ne stockpile at the current |evel of inventory.

“President Clinton |last May announced the United States's intention to
achi eve as soon as possible a worldwi de ban on | andnmi nes. | n Decenber,
in the United Nations Ceneral Assenbly, nations voted 155-0 in favour of
the United States-initiated resolution urging States to pursue such an
agreenent .

“After extensive consultations with many countries, the President
bel i eves that the Conference on D sarmanent offers the nost practica

and effective forumfor achieving our aimof a ban that is global. Both
t he Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty and the Cheni cal Wapons Convention
were successfully negotiated in the Conference on Di sarmanment.

“The United States |ooks forward to the opening of the Conference on

Di sarmanent ... as an opportunity to begin discussion of these
initiatives and to nake early progress on starting negotiations. At the
same time, the United States wel cones efforts outside that forum

i ncluding the free-standing process initiated by Canada, that can help
provi de nonentumto our conmon goal .”

The two statenments | have just read indicate that this body has
essential work to be done, work that my country hopes the CD will be able to
take up forthwith. In essence, we are challenged with the opportunity to
negoti ate gl obal di sarmanent agreenents in both the nuclear and conventiona
fields in tw specific areas, in addition to the nore traditional agenda itens
on which the CD has been working in the past. |, and my del egation, hope that
we all can set aside the politics of delay that have hanmstrung the CDin its
non- CTBT work for the past two years and that we can nove forward on our
agenda, especially in the two areas nentioned in President Cinton's statenent
to this body.



CD/ PV. 751
28

(M. Ledogar, United States)

I ook forward to working closely with you as we try to achi eve these
cruci al objectives.

I will ask that you circulate as official CD docunents
President Clinton's statenent as well as the White House Press Secretary's
statenment and a fact-sheet on United States initiatives on anti-personne
I andmi nes

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of the United States of
Anmerica for his statenent and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. |
now give the floor to the representative of Canada, Anbassador Mher

M. MOHER (Canada): M. President, referring to the statement by the
precedi ng speaker, | would like to associate nmyself with his openi ng comrent
and, in the absence of one dramatic reform begin by congratulating you on
your assunption of the presidency. W, as others, |ook forward to working
with you on the many chal |l enges ahead and are confident that you will be able
to steer us through any shoals we encounter along the way. | would also like
to join others in wel com ng our new col |l eagues from Al geria, Australia,

Bangl adesh, Bel gi um and Venezuel a and we were certainly also honoured to
listen carefully to the words fromthe distinguished Foreign Mnister of Italy
earlier this norning.

As the Conference on Di sarmanment begins its work in 1997, Canada remains
conmitted to contributing to fruitful discussions and substantive negoti ations
on a broad range of disarmanent, arnms control, and non-proliferation issues.
Wth the CD s consideration of the CIBT now concluded, we are able to turn our
attention to other, pressing, natters. Like many, we believe that we nust
updat e and consolidate the CD s existing, anachronistic agenda. W need a
rel evant, focused, practical agenda to gui de our discussions and negoti ations
into the next century.

We have put on record our ideas as to what such a reformed agenda m ght
be. Those views were made known to the CD in Septenber 1996, in the statenment
by the Western Group and the subsequent statenment by Canada, Australia and
New Zeal and.

In our view, the agenda should incorporate action on both nuclear (and
ot her weapons of mass destruction) and conventi onal weapons issues, w thout
negl ecting other issues. In that context, we welcome your efforts,

M. President, to put forward a non-prioritized provisional list of itens
whi ch, subject to further consultations on organi zational and rel ated
arrangenents, could constitute a draft provisional agenda for our work. As
you know, we are prepared to begin further consultations on that basis.

Canada believes that nuclear disarnanent is a central issue that the CD
must address. But we nust do so in a constructive way. The debate to date
has sadly been characterized by categorical rejections on the one hand and
t heol ogi cal demands on the other. This approach will not produce results. It
wi || not advance the nucl ear disarmanment agenda.
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For this reason, we have suggested the creation of a nmechanismfor the
substanti ve di scussion of nucl ear disarmanent issues, with a viewto
identifying if and when one or nore specific issues should be the subject of
negoti ati on.

We al so believe that conventional disarmanment is a pressing and centra
i ssue which deserves the attention of the CD. For exanple, based on the
earlier P-5 guidelines for conventional arnms transfers, the CD could consider
nmeasures to enhance transparency and substantive dial ogue and identify further
steps for international action. This would be a |ogical continuation of our
earlier work on transparency in armanents and build upon the evol ving
United Nations arns register process.

O her issues should al so be addressed. |ssues which will help us
contribute to a secure and peaceful twenty-first century. For exanple, the CD
shoul d consi der the negotiation of a legally binding instrument to prevent the
weaponi zation of outer space.

For sake of brevity, an outline paper which elaborates further on these
ideas will be attached to this statenment, which we are circul ating.

In the context of our views on the CD s agenda, we again note the
agreenent anong CD nmenbers, based on the Shannon paper and nandate therein, to
negotiate a ban on the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or
ot her nucl ear expl osive devices. The CD should begin these negotiations
i medi ately. There is no doubt that the passage of time since 1995, other
devel opnents and the conplexity of the issue itself all mean that the CD wil|l
need to do considerable definitional, organizational and operational work so
that the Ad Hoc Group established to negotiate on the basis of the Shannon
mandate will be able to inplement successfully our earlier decision. Canada
sees no reason why we should not begin that work i medi ately.

Certainly, as a country firmly commtted to fulfilling our
NPT responsibilities, we believe we have an obligation to begin work - now -
on such a “cut-off” convention. The global community, through the
United Nations, and during the NPT Review and Extension Conference, has urged
the CD to get on with concluding such a convention

I would like to speak for a nonment on the issue of anti-personnel m nes.
The urgent conclusion of a conprehensive treaty banning the use, as well as
the production, transfer and stockpiling of anti-personnel mnes is a top
Canadi an foreign policy priority.

Del egations will find attached to this text a progress report on the
O tawa Process of drafting and concl udi ng by Decenber 1997 a conprehensive
treaty banning anti-personnel nmnes. Canada is strongly conmtted to working
with the concerned gl obal comunity to put in place, by Decenber 1997, a new
norm agai nst these weapons. The work to elinmnate AP mnes will not end
in 1997. We will need to universalize this norm And the chall enge of
detecting and clearing the mllions of AP mines already in the ground, and
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assisting the many victins, will continue for decades. However, we wll
have taken an enornous step forward in neeting the AP m ne chall enge.

The support of 155 countries for the recent United Nations
General Assenbly resolution calling for an international agreement to ban the
production, stockpiling, transfer and - nost inportantly - use of AP m nes
denonstrates that there is global recognition of the need to act.

Qur consultations in every region of the world, particularly in those
States nost affected by m nes, have confirmed to us that the will to act
qui ckly al so exists. On 29 Novenber 1996 the Central Anerican and Cari bbean
Foreign Mnisters fornmally endorsed the Ottawa Process and indicated their
support for the signature of a treaty in Decenber 1997. Many ot her
Governnments have done |i kewi se. The nmonmentum towards a ban continues to grow

We are al so encouraged by the fact that the process for devel oping a
conprehensive treaty has al ready energed: a process which is credible,
transparent and open to all countries. As foreseen in the Agenda for Action
produced during the tawa neeting, the first such event, hosted by Austria,
will take place in Vienna, 12-14 February 1997. This nmeeting will provide an
opportunity for a full discussion of what a convention m ght |ook like. W
hope that all delegations in this roomw ||l be represented at that neeting.
We pl ace special enphasis on ensuring the active participation of the w dest
possi bl e range of countries, particularly the many m ne-affected and
devel oping States who |live every day with the scourge of AP m nes.

At the sane tinme, we are also aware that sonme coll eagues in the CD
believe this issue is an appropriate one for the CD to address. W know
there are differing views on whether and how this m ght be done. Canada is
prepared to see this matter further explored in our discussions on the
CD agenda - recogni zing of course that there is already a process under way
whi ch has political nmomentum and a practical agenda.

Thus, if the CDis to deal with this problem it should nove quickly,
with clarity of purpose and deternination, to deal in an urgent manner with
the political and hunmanitarian inperatives of the AP mne crisis. |n Canada's
view, it should deal with the AP nine issue in a conmprehensive way -
devel opi ng a mandate and qui ckly concl udi ng negoti ati ons to ban the use,
production, stockpiling and transfer of AP m nes.

But, in any event, Canada believes that the inpetus, direction and
commi tment of the many countries working toward the urgent conclusion of an
AP mine treaty and any efforts undertaken in the CD nust be conpl enentary and
nmutual I'y reinforcing.

There is trenendous public support for a ban on AP nines from around the
world. We nust draw on this energy and ensure that all our efforts contribute
to leading us quickly to realize our commn objective: an AP mne ban
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We are all aware that discussions and negotiations in the CD do not take
place in a vacuum As our 1997 CD session begins, we are also beginning to
consi der the next review of the NPT within the context of a strengthened and
qualitatively different review process.

As we hope our work in 1997 and beyond will confirm the 1995 deci sion
to extend indefinitely the NPT and to adopt the “Principles and objectives”
docunent qualitatively changed the international comunity's approach to this
review process - a process which will necessarily be focused on the Treaty
itself, but will be guided and, we hope, inspired by the “Principles and
obj ectives” and our conmmitnent to such a strengthened review process.

We have already agreed “to consider principles, objectives and ways in
order to pronote the full inplenentation of the Treaty” so that we can nake
recommendati ons to the Review Conference on “areas in which, and the neans
t hrough which, further progress should be sought in the future”. These two
quotations should rem nd us that the review process we will launch in Apri
is, in fact, qualitatively different frompast reviews. It nust deal with
substance and process issues, not just the latter, fromthe very begi nning.
For our part, we will work to ensure that this change will be reflected, from
the outset, in the work of the PrepCom

There is al so other inportant work happening in the arnms control and
di sarmanent context. In 1997, the Ad Hoc Group dealing with the strengthening
of the BTWC has agreed to intensify its work. That decision was supported
at the Fourth BTWC Revi ew Conference in Decenber 1996. W hope that the
Ad Hoc Group will be able to nobve quickly and smoothly to rolling-text-based
negotiations in order to draft a legally binding instrument that wll
strengthen our confidence in conpliance with the Convention, including through
the establishment of an appropriate and effective verification regine.

Further, we are pleased that the Chem cal Wapons Convention
will enter into force on 29 April of this year. W recall the
Pol and- Canada- Mexi co- | ndi a- sponsored resolution at last fall's United Nations
General Assenbly First Conmittee session. That resolution called upon al
States that have not yet done so to sign and/or ratify the Convention w thout
delay. The resolution stressed the inportance to the Convention that al
possessors of chenical weapons, production facilities and devel opnent
facilities, including the United States of Anmerica and Russian Federation as
the only decl ared possessors of chem cal weapons, should be anmong the origina
parties to the Convention. This position was endorsed and reinforced in the
Fi nal Document of the Fourth BTWC Revi ew Conference. W reiterate this cal
her e.

Let me cl ose by congratul ating you again and renewi ng our comm tment to
work with you, and all del egations, to nake the CD s 1997 session a productive
one.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Canada for his statenent
and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. That concludes ny list of
speakers for today. Does any other del egation wish to take the floor?
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(The President)

As | announced at the beginning of this neeting, | shall now suspend the
pl enary and i nmredi ately convene an informal neeting which will be open to
menbers only in order to consider the requests received from non-nmenbers to
participate in our work.

The neeting was suspended at 12.20 p.m and resuned at 12.30 p. m

The PRESIDENT: The 751st plenary nmeeting is resuned.

I should like to take up for decision requests for participation in
our work by States not members of the Conference. These requests, contained
in docunment CD/WP. 479, have been received fromthe follow ng States:
Brunei Darussalam Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Gabon, Chana,
Greece, Holy See, Iceland, Ireland, Kazakstan, Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Li t huani a, Madagascar, Ml aysia, Malta, Mauritius, Oman, Portugal, Qatar,
Seychel | es, Singapore, Slovenia, Sudan, Thailand, the fornmer Yugoslav Republic
of Macedoni a, Tunisia, Uuguay and Zanbia. My | take it that the Conference
decides to invite these States to participate in our work in accordance with
its rules of procedure?

It was so deci ded.

The PRESIDENT: This concludes our business for today. Does any
del egation wish to take the floor at this stage?

M. BENJELLOUN-TOUI M (Morocco) (translated fromFrench): | sinply
wi shed to raise a question. | see that the work of the Conference is
begi nning at the customary pace of the |last couple of years, that is to say,
very slowy, and | was wondering whether you were intending to organi ze any
consultations so as to try, not so nmuch to break the deadl ock, as to nove the
wor k of the Conference forward. | have listened with great care and interest
to the very inportant statenents that have been nmade by del egati ons today.
They were wel | -organi zed statenents which show clearly that there are mgjor
di fferences anong the nmenbers of the Conference on the agenda and the
programe of work. | was wondering whether a progression from one Wdnesday
to the next, comng here to deliver fine statenents, would be enough to begin
the work of the Conference, or whether we shouldn't also give a thought to
i ntensi ve consul tations anong the different del egations, under your
di stingui shed auspices, in order to nake progress.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the Anbassador of Morocco, and as | stated in ny
opening statenment | will carry on the consultations with a view to reaching as
early as possible a consensus on the agenda for the 1997 session, together
with, if possible, the concrete programes on the individual agenda itens.

The next plenary neeting of the Conference will be held on Thursday,
23 January 1997 at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 12.45 p. m




