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The PRESIDENT: | declare open the 764th plenary neeting of the
Conf erence on Di sar nanent.

At the outset, allow ne to extend a warm wel come on behal f of the
Conference, and on my own behalf, to the newy appointed representative of
Germany to the Conference on Di sarnmanent, Ambassador Ginther Seibert, who is
attending the Conference for the first tine today. | wi sh to assure him of
our cooperation and support.

I have on ny list of speakers for today the representatives of the
Uni ted Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, India and Poland. | now
give the floor to the representative of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Anbassador Weston.

Sir Mchael WESTON (United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland): First, M. President, allow ne to congratul ate you on your
assunption of the presidency. You are carrying out your tasks with the
dedi cati on and professionalismone wiul d expect of soneone with whomit is
al ways an enornmous pleasure to work and for whom | have the greatest personal
respect. Borrowi ng and adapting slightly the words which the late
Lord Caradon used when speaki ng of Deputy Foreign Mnister Kuznetsov:

“When prospects are dark and hopes are dim
We know that we must turn to him

VWhen storms and tenpests fill the sky,

Ber denni kov' s your boy's the cry.

He cones |i ke a dove fromthe Russian Ark,
And |ight appears where all was dark.

Hi s coming quickly turns the tide,

The propaganda fl oods subsi de.

And now t hat he has changed the weat her,
In conplenentarity we work together.

God bl ess the Russian del egati on.

I hope this worked in translation.”

| should like to draw the attention of the Conference to statements made
yesterday by the United Kingdom Prine Mnister, M. Blair, and by the
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, M. Cook, in the House of Comrons in
response to parlianmentary questions on the subject of anti-personnel
landmnes. In his statenent, the Prime Mnister said, inter alia:

“ we will ban the inport, export, transfer and manufacture of
anti-personnel landmnes. W will also phase out the United Kingdom
stocks of such anti-personnel landmines. We will, in addition, make
sure that we ban the trade through the United Kingdom of all such
| andm nes. They have done enornous carnage often to wholly innocent
civilians including children, and the sooner that Britain gives a |ead
inthis, the better. It is the right and the civilized thing to do.”
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In his statenent, which foll owed soon after that of the Prine Mnister,
the Foreign Secretary said:

“We shall inplement our manifesto commitment to ban the inport, export,
transfer and nmanufacture of all forns of anti-personnel |andm nes.

“We will accelerate the phasing out of our stocks of anti-personne

| andm nes, and conplete it by 2005 or when an effective internationa
agreenent to ban their use enters into force, whichever comes first.
In the neantinme, we have introduced a conplete noratoriumon their
operational use, while we participate constructively in the

O tawa Process and push in the Conference on Di sarmanment in Ceneva
for a wider ban.

“That noratoriumw Il only be suspended if we judge that for a specific
operation the security of our arnmed forces would be jeopardi zed without
the possibility of the use of anti-personnel [andm nes. |In such an
exceptional case we would report to Parlianment the decision, and the
circunmstances which led to it.

“We shall al so exam ne how we can nmake nore progress in renoving nnes
al ready laid across the world.”

| believe that these statenents speak for thenselves. | mght make
quite clear, however, lest there be any room for doubt about our position with
respect to work on this issue here in the Conference on Disarmanent: the
Uni ted Ki ngdom continues strongly to support the inmedi ate establishment of an
ad hoc committee on anti-personnel |andm nes with a negotiating mandate.

W regret that it has not yet proved possible to reach a consensus on
t he establishnment of such an ad hoc conmittee. |In the interests of achieving
such a consensus, the United Kingdomfully supports the inmedi ate appoi nt ment
of a special coordinator to conduct consultations on the nost appropriate
arrangenent to deal with the question of anti-personnel |andm nes under agenda
item 6.

In the course of such consultations, we would expect that the specia
coordi nator would naturally wi sh to take account of relevant proposals which
have al ready been put forward in this Conference. |In this respect, | mght
al so draw the attention of the Conference to the conments which the Secretary
of State nade in a press release concerning his statenent, in which he said:

“We will also redouble our efforts at the CGeneva Conference on
Di sarmanment to get the main export countries to stop selling | andm nes.”

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of the United Ki ngdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland for his statenment and for his very kind
words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the representative of
I ndi a, Anbassador Chose.
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Ms. GHOSE (India): M. President, this is the first tinme | take the
floor in the plenary this year, and I would like to enphasize how pl eased we
are to see the CD in your experienced and conmpetent hands. | cannot hope to
mat ch the el oquence of the previous speaker, but | amsure that you will be
able to find ways in which your presidency will conclude with a satisfactory
result. You have the assurance of the cooperation of the Indian delegation in
your efforts. Appreciation is also due to your predecessors for their
determined efforts to carry out a trying and conpl ex nandate. May | al so
wel come all our coll eagues who have joined the CD this year and say, since
amtaking the floor for the first tinme, how nuch we niss sone of the
extraordi nary persons who were our colleagues till a short while ago.

The multil ateral disarmanent agenda, as we see it, gives us sone
satisfaction and sone concern. W are extrenely encouraged with the entry
into force last nonth of the Chem cal Wapons Convention. In this connection
we wel cone the ratification of the Convention by China and the United States
and the statenments made to the first neeting of the States parties by
President Yeltsin and the Russian Duma. |In our view, this Convention is
signi ficant not only because it bans the devel opnment, production, stockpiling
and use of one of the weapons of mass destruction, but also because it is the
very first effective and equitable disarmanent treaty. Sone progress has al so
been nmade in our efforts to strengthen the Biol ogical and Toxi n Weapons
Convention (BTWC), and we | ook forward to receiving the rolling text of the
Chairman at an early date so that actual negotiations can begin in July this
year. However, | have to place on record ny di sappoi ntment that consensus on
conveni ng a special session on disarmanent eluded us at the D sarnmanent
Commi ssion this year, because of the reluctance of sone States to address,
multilaterally, the issue of the elimnation of nuclear weapons, the third and
remai ni ng weapon of mass destruction. It would appear that it is this sanme
i ssue that has held up agreenent in the CD since the beginning of the year, so
that despite intensive consultations all that we have been able to achieve so
far is the adoption of an agenda.

I ndi a has, since the beginning of this session, been participating
actively in the consultations, since we believe that the CD nmust fulfil its
role effectively as a negotiating body. OQur priorities in the disarmament
agenda were clearly spelt out last year in this forumas well as in the
CGeneral Assenbly. W, therefore, have participated in this exercise with the
expectation that there would, at the very |l east, be consideration of a way
forward on the issue of nuclear disarmanent. This is not just an issue of
par amount i nportance to us, but also for the international community. Over
the [ ast several nonths, calls for the i medi ate comencenent of negoti ations
|l eading to the elimnation of nuclear weapons have been made from many
quarters, including the G 21 proposal of 14 March 1996 in the CD for the
establ i shment of an ad hoc committee on nucl ear disarmanent and the progranme
of action presented to the CD |ate |last year by 28 countries.

O her distingui shed voices have al so been raised. The Canberra
Commi ssi on enphasi zes three fundanental reasons against the continued
possessi on of nucl ear weapons: their inadequate mlitary utility, the risk of
accidental or unauthorized |launch and the fact that the possession of nuclear
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weapons by only five countries was an unacceptabl e and unsust ai nabl e
situation. The Conmission's report devotes considerable attention to the
argunments usually put forward by the nucl ear-weapon States and ot hers who
doubt the need for a nucl ear-weapon-free world and authoritatively answers
each of the objections raised. The Conm ssion, on which, | mght add, India
was not represented, has suggested an urgent programme of action, comencing
wi t h an unequi vocal and unanbi guous comritnent to be made by the

nucl ear - weapon States for the elimnation of nuclear weapons. This report

has been formally presented to the Conference on Di sarmanent and yet we have
had no discussions or consideration of the concrete proposals contained init.
O her voices arguing the noral untenability of nuclear weapons include the
proposal of the Stinson Center of the United States and the declaration of the
60 retired admrals and generals fromall continents - all of whom have been
urging the early conmencenent of negotiations for the total elimnation, not
only the reduction, of nuclear weapons.

Most significantly, the historic advisory opinion given by the
International Court of Justice unaninmously called for the urgent comrencenent
and conclusion of negotiations for the elimnation of nuclear weapons. W
believe that it is incunbent on the CD to be responsive to the increasingly
i nsistent international opinion that substantive and nmeani ngful steps be taken
towards the goal of elimnating all nucl ear weapons.

In this context, we welcone the joint statenent on “Paraneters on
future reductions in nuclear forces” issued by the Presidents of the
Russi an Federation and the United States. W have noted with appreciation the
reaf firmati on of the conmtnment of President Clinton and President Yeltsin to
take further concrete steps to reduce the nucl ear danger, and that these
steps, both START Il and the proposed START IIl, are envisaged to be conpleted
within specific time-franes. We look forward to all nucl ear-weapon States
joining this process early.

The argunent has been put forward that since there is progress in
nucl ear weapons reductions at the bilateral |evel, the CD cannot, and i ndeed
shoul d not, undertake nucl ear di sarmanent negoti ations, that insistence on
di scussi ng nucl ear disarmanment in the CD could be a setback to the disarmanent
process, since disarmanent is based on security interests. Perhaps we shoul d
be clear about the definitions of terms we utilize: no one would wish, |I'm
sure, to halt or stall an ongoing bilateral and plurilateral process of
nucl ear weapons reductions: however, to us, nuclear disarmanent is the goal
not only a process. Also, if the bilateral and plurilateral negotiations
depend, quite validly, on the security perceptions of those engaged in this
process, the security perceptions of those who do not possess nucl ear weapons
al so need to be taken into account. And it is here that the CD can and nust
play its role, and there are specific proposals we can consider: for exanple,
earlier this year a proposal was nmade to negotiate a conmtnent by all States
for the elimnation of nuclear weapons in an agreed tine-frane; there is the
proposal of the 28 countries for a phased tine-bound programe including a
proposal for a convention on no use or threat of use of nucl ear weapons.
There are several such proposals. W believe the CDis the place, the forum
with the capacity to negotiate such agreenments.
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I ndia was one of the |ead sponsors in the United Nations
General Assenbly in 1993 in proposing a resolution on a fissile materia
cut-off treaty (FMCT). W had participated in the consensus reached in 1995,
contained in the Shannon report just before the NPT Review and Extension
Conference, but we had al so expressed, it will be recalled, our reservations
at the tine on the tenuous nature of the conprom se. Subsequent devel opnents
and the recent statenents by a nunber of del egations indicate that these
reservations are widely shared. The issue of stockpiles, the inclusion of
tritium the problem of surplus stocks, are sonme of the grey areas of the
Shannon report which appear even nore grey after two years. It is our
conviction that these can be clarified if we adopt a clear work programre that
pl aces the mandate for an FMCT firmly within a nultilateral nuclear
di sarmanent process. India remains convinced that an FMCT can be a useful and
necessary step, but as part and parcel of a negotiated, phased progranme for
the elimnation of nuclear weapons. It is for this reason that we, wth other
menbers of the CD, including nost nenbers of the G 21, have proposed the
establ i shnment of an ad hoc committee on nucl ear disarmament.

Qur policies in this respect have renmined consistent. W are aware
t hat nucl ear weapons cannot be elimnated overnight. W realize that a
st ep- by-step approach is necessary, but we are also convinced, that if
progress towards nuclear disarmanent is to be genuine, these steps nust take
pl ace within a reasonable and specified tine-frane. These steps cannot be
repetitive efforts to tighten an unequal nucl ear reginme, but nmust be a
progressi on towards a nucl ear-weapon-free world. This was the context, it
will be recalled, in which we had al so visualized a conprehensive test-ban
treaty.

However, we are also prepared to start work on other items of the
agenda: we believe that some neani ngful work could be done if the
Ad Hoc Committee on Quter Space is revived: the resolution adopted in the
| ast session of the United Nations General Assenbly has given us a nandate to
start this work, and it has, we understand, been proposed for inclusion in the
programe of work by Canada. W al so have noted with appreciation the efforts
of Iran to adopt a different approach to the programre of work. W are not
averse to considering comrenci ng work on any of the other areas on which there
m ght be consensus.

One issue on which considerable attention has been focused this year has
been on the issue of a treaty to ban anti-personnel |andmi nes (APLs). W are
also all aware of the initiatives taken in this regard outside the CD
India's position on a treaty to ban APLs was stated by the External Affairs
Mnister in his address to the United Nations General Assenbly in

Oct ober 1996, when he said: “India is in favour of a non-discrimnatory and
uni versal ban on anti-personnel mnes, which cripple or kill |arge nunber of
civilians”.

During the negotiations for strengthening Protocol Il of the Convention

on Certain Conventional Wapons (CCW, India, in response to the danage and
destruction caused by the indiscrimnate and irresponsi ble use of |andm nes to
civilian I'ife and livelihood, had nade several proposals. Qur proposals,
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which received little support at that stage, included a ban on transfers,

a ban on the use of renotely delivered mnes, and a ban on the use of
anti-personnel landmnes in internal conflicts. Unfortunately, as | have just
stated, none of these proposals received nuch support. W therefore accepted
whatever it was felt was achievable last March. W are now in the process of
conpleting formalities to ratify the anended Protocol Il at an early date.

India has remained flexible in the current debate over the forumfor
negoti ati ons for achieving a global ban on APLs. It is clear that an
effective and uni versal ban would be achieved only if the legitimte concerns
of all countries are addressed in the negotiations. W believe that a
pragmati c, phased approach towards a gl obal ban could be a suitable franework
for addressing the security concerns of several countries who still use APLs,
in conpliance with hunmanitarian |law, for defensive purposes agai nst eneny
forces. CQur objective is to get an effective and universal treaty - one which
wi Il indeed prevent further indiscrimnate casualties anong civilians. Wile
novi ng towards a ban on APLs, the international conmunity needs to redouble
its efforts for mne clearance and for the transfer of resources and
technol ogies for this purpose so that the mnes which are today actually
causi ng death and destruction are renoved.

We are prepared to work with all our colleagues to agree on a feasible
and practical programre of work for the CD. However, | wish to reiterate once
nore our position on agenda item 1: Nucl ear di sarmanent renains our prinmary
objective, and our priority. For as long as nucl ear weapons continue in the
possession of a few countries, international security remains threatened and
unstable. W hope that this forumw Il be able to respond to the expectations
that the international community has of it.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of India for her statenent
and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now give the floor to the
representative of Poland, Anbassador Denbi nski

M. DEMBINSKI (Poland): M. President, since your termof office as
Presi dent of the Conference on Disarmanent is about to expire, | am pleased to
add to the customary congratul ati ons our sincere appreciation of your w se
| eadership and efforts which you have been nmaking to ensure that the second
part of the CD session is nore rewardi ng than has been the case so far.
should like to take this opportunity to express to your predecessor, the
di stingui shed representati ve of Romania, our gratitude for his dedication and
sense of urgency wi th which he pursued the sane objective.

At this time let nme also extend a warm wel cone in our midst to the new
representatives who have joined us at this table, the distinguished
Ambassadors G useppe Bal boni Acqua of Italy and Ginter Sei bert of Germany.
| ook forward to close and fruitful cooperation with themin our comon
endeavours. | would also Iike to congratulate Ms. Katharine Crittenberger on
her accession to the first line at this table.
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The primary notive behind nmy brief statement today is a sense of
prof ound di sappoi ntnent over our work progranme, or rather the lack of it. It
is with a sense of growing frustration - present also in the interventions of
ot her speakers - that ny del egation sees the Conference on Di sarmanment unabl e
to overcone the enbarrassing stal emate and recogni ze the grave jeopardy into
which this situation puts the future of the Conference. It is frustrating to
see the deplorable loss of precious time that could be put to productive use,
in the interest of peace and international security. It is a frustration at
the waste of scarce United Nations funds. It is also a frustration at the
sense of dissatisfaction which the outside world nust feel at our performance
this year. Surely, one can argue that after years of strenuous efforts,
resulting in two major nultilateral accords, the CD nenbers deserve time off.
O course, this line of thinking need not go particularly well wth
| egi sl ators and taxpayers in our respective countries. Sonetinmes it is
suggested that the Conference on Di sarmanment is not an assenbly |ine where
mul til ateral disarmanment accords are put together one after another, year
after year. But then, if we want the CDto live up to its inmage, if we want
it toretainits relevance - so far beyond question - we, its menmbers, nust
say that, well, enough is enough. W have no nore tine to waste in the CD,
especially at a nonent when its two |atest products - the Chenical Wapons
Convention and the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty - are receiving i ndependent
i nternational status.

As we know, no CD nenber is obligated in the exercise of sovereign
rights to accept or adhere to any treaty worked out and adopted by the
Conference on Disarmanment. It would, therefore, seemonly fair to expect that
by the sanme token, nmenbers would refrain from bl ocki ng proceedi ngs of this
body. After all, preventing others, often a majority, from negotiating such
international instrunments as they deeminportant or urgently needed may be
construed as denying themthe chance to exercise their rights. In Poland' s
view, we are duty-bound to reach an agreement wi thout further delay on a
programe of work that includes constructive negotiations on two issues, both

with clear treaty potential: the prohibition of the production of fissile
materials for weapons and other mlitary purposes and a ban on anti-personne
| andm nes. I n our considered opinion, the Conference on Di sarmanent has no

right to tenporize any longer in that regard for a nunber of reasons. Here
are sone of them The cold war confrontation and its threats are now but an
echo of a distant past; the NPT features as a permanent mminstay of a gl oba
non-proliferation reginme; nuclear disarmanment is making steady progress and,
as confirmed by the recent Russian-Anerican sunmt neeting in Helsinki, wll
continue on this path; all five nucl ear-weapon Powers, once again, in an

i nportant collective declaration at the PrepCom neeting in New York, are
reaffirmng their commitnents under the Non-Proliferation Treaty; finally, let
us be mndful of the relevant General Assenbly decisions: resolution 48/ 75 L
on cut-off, which was approved by consensus, and resolution 51/45 S on APLs,
whi ch was approved wi thout a dissenting vote. Both of these resolutions cal
on the CD to take specific action on their subject matter

These consi derations notw thstandi ng, our present quandary has no
justification in the CD record either. As we recall, the Conference on
Di sarmanent resolved to establish an ad hoc conmittee on a cut-off; and agreed
on the broad “Shannon fornula” as its mandate back in 1995. So, as far as
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substance is concerned, the ground has been al ready broken. That consensus
decision stands if one truly respects the rules of procedure. To nmy know edge
no one has ever questioned these rules, nuch | ess denounced them Thus in
regard to cut-off, we would not be starting fromscratch. Al we need is to
take a procedural decision to name the Conmittee Chairman and have that
subsi di ary body discharge its mandate. By allowing, inter alia, for the

consi deration of stocks, the |anguage of the mandate takes due account of al
legitimate concerns. |If we disclaimlinkage, one wonders why agreenent is
still elusive on cut-off.

Let me now turn to the anti-personnel |andm nes (APLs) issue. The
Pol i sh del egati on has been on record for quite sonme time, both in the CD and
in the United Nations Ceneral Assenbly First Committee, as believing that for
humani tari an, international security and disarnmanent reasons, the question of
anti - personnel |andm nes should be urgently addressed. W kept indicating
that, in our view, the CD could conceivably serve as a suitable venue.
However, we wel coned the “Qttawa Process” and had no hesitation to associate
with its ultimte goals.

To pronote these goals and heeding calls of the international community,
i ncluding those enmanating fromthe 1996 Convention on Certain Conventiona
Weapons (CCW Revi ew Conference, the relevant United Nations CGeneral Assenbly
resolutions and the tawa neeting | ast Septenber, Poland inposed a tenporary
noratoriumon international transfers of APLs. | can now formally informthe
CD that this noratorium on its expiry at the end of 1997, will be replaced by
a permanent ban of indefinite duration. The Polish Parliament has al so
started appropriate ratification procedures in respect of the “Ilandm ne”
Protocol Il to the CCW Conventi on.

The Polish delegation is greatly encouraged by the growi ng recognition
that there need be neither contradiction nor unhealthy conpetition between the
CD and the “Ottawa Process” - indeed, that there is a conplenentarity of
efforts. We would wish that recognition to be translated w thout further
delay into concrete action by the CD. To this end, at the close of the first
part of our session, Poland joined Chile and Finland in suggesting that a
speci al coordi nator be appointed with a view to exploring, through intensive
consul tations, the nost appropriate arrangenent through which the Conference
on Di sarmanent could deal with the question of APLs. The three del egations
suggested, it now appears over-optim stically, that he should present a report
to the CD by the end of May.

Having said that, let nme nake explicit our support for the initiative
whi ch Hungary and Japan took |ast Thursday in submtting a draft mandate for
an appropriate ad hoc conmittee. |Indeed, as far as the Polish delegation is
concerned, we would have preferred the CD to take positive action on that
proposal and we urge it to do so w thout delay.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Poland for his statenent
and for the kind words addressed to the Chair. That concludes ny |ist of
speakers for today. Does any other delegation wish to take the floor at this
stage? | see the Anbassador of Germany. You have the floor, Sir




CD/ PV. 764
10

M. SEIBERT (Germany): M. President, since it is the first tinme | am
taking the floor in the plenary session of the Conference on Disarmanment, |
should like to take this opportunity to express ny deep satisfaction at seeing
you assune the presidency of this Conference, and we are very grateful for the
dedi cation and the wi sdom w th which you are carrying out your task. | should
also like to thank you and Anbassador Denbi nski for your warm words of
wel come.

It is for me both an honour and a particular challenge to be appointed
Per manent Representative to the Conference on Disarmanent. |In the course of
its history, and particularly during recent years, the Conference on
Di sar manent has achi eved out standi ng successes. Treaties such as the ban on
chem cal weapons and the conprehensive test-ban treaty are naking a | asting
contribution to peace and security. The CD has thus set very high standards
for itself.

I am | ooking forward to working with you and all the other distinguished
Per manent Representatives towards making the CD live up to these standards in
the future in order to make this world a safer and nore peaceful place.

The PRESIDENT: | thank the representative of Germany for his statenent
and for his kind words. Now | give the floor to the representative of
Australi a.

M. CAMPBELL (Australia): M. President, as this is the first, and
possi bl e the | ast, opportunity I will have to acknow edge your assunption of
the presidency, let ne say that my del egati on has wel comed and appreciated the
excel l ent way in which you have guided, and continue to guide, our
deliberations in keeping with the pattern set by your predecessors this year
| also take the opportunity to wel come new col | eagues to the Conference.

Australia's commtment to progress in the Conference on Di sarmanent,
after years of successes, is well known. Also well-known is our commtment to
the negotiation of a legally binding international reginme which effectively
outl aws anti-personnel |andm nes as a weapon of war and civilian terror, and
whi ch conpl ements all other processes seeking this end. Wth that in mnd, |
have the pleasure to table on behalf of Australia the follow ng draft decision
in the Conference on Disarmanent, and I will read what it is | propose. It is
headed:

“Draft decision

“Wthout prejudice to its ongoing efforts to establish the
programe of work for its 1997 session and in order to facilitate them
t he Conference on Di sarmanent deci des:

“1. To appoi nt a special coordinator to conduct consultations on the
nost appropriate arrangenent to deal with the question of anti-personne
| andm nes under agenda item 6.
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“2. The Speci al Coordinator shall take into consideration all relevant
proposal s, present and future.

“3. The Special Coordinator shall present an early report to the
Conf erence on Di sarmanent.”

I would like to ask you to convene the Conference in infornma
consultations imediately following this plenary session to discuss this
proposal. | amaware that there are many views on this subject in this room
many i deas on | anguage, sone of which have already been formally tabled in
this Conference. This |anguage, as you know, has been carefully crafted to
seek a way through these various positions and can be further exam ned in
these informal consultations in what | hope will be a constructive and
positive spirit.

The PRESI DENT: | thank the Anbassador of Australia for his statenent
and his kind words.

(continued in Russian)

Di stingui shed del egates, you have heard the proposal made by the
di sti ngui shed Anbassador of Australia, who made a proposal which he read out
and al so proposed that we i medi ately convene consultations to consider that
proposal. | can see that the distinguished Anbassador of Morocco has asked
for the floor.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOUI M (Morocco) (translated fromFrench): | would |ike
to thank the Anbassador of Australia for his proposal. In general, the
Australian del egati on has al ways nade us accustonmed to constructive proposals,
and | think this is one of them | would Iike to reiterate that ny del egation
i s never against informal discussions of this type, because this always
enabl es us to share our viewpoints and to | earn about the ins and outs of the
i ssues put before us. But | nust say as of now that what | would like in
order to have a useful discussion is perhaps to get the proposal and send it
to our capitals and then afterwards we could discuss it. But | amdefinitely
not refusing to discuss the matter. Nevertheless | can tell you as of now
that I have no instructions fromny capital on this sort of question, insofar
as | get the inpression that views are divided on this issue, which has been
menti oned since the beginning of this session. So with that comrent | will
not oppose these consultations, but | can tell you at the outset that by far
the greatest part of ny participation will consist of |istening.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
Ambassador of Morocco for his statenent. | understood himto say that Mrocco
wi |l not object to convening an informal neeting. | see that the
di stingui shed representative of Cuba has asked for the floor. | give himthe
floor.

M. AMAT FORES (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Sinply, and very
briefly, it seens to us that what the distinguished Anbassador of Myrocco has
said may be applicable to other countries. It is tous. | think it would
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facilitate the work that is being proposed if we could obtain the proposal and
analyse it and consult with our foreign mnistries, and then seek gui dance

whi ch woul d enable us to cone nuch better prepared to tackle a discussion and
a debate thoroughly and seriously. |Independently of the position that our
country holds, we would also be ready to take part in this analysis, this
debate, but | think the outcome nmight be a bit vague if at the end we could
not take a decision and we would not be able to reach any conclusion. So we
support what the distinguished representative of Morocco said and we feel this
is the way we ought to act.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Cuba for his statenent. | amin a sonmewhat difficult
position. On the one hand, | have a proposal from the distinguished

Anmbassador of Australia to convene consultations now to consider this
guestion. Two speakers who spoke after that proposal have said that on the
whol e they do not object but they have doubts about the possibility of

reachi ng any concrete conclusions at the end of such a discussion. 1In ny
view, on s'engage et on voit - you get involved and then you see what happens.
So, if there are no objections, | would propose that we should now suspend our

meeting, and in 10 nminutes convene in room 1 open-ended consultations on the
proposal made by the distinguished Australian Ambassador, and hol d such
consultations. W wll see what transpires and then return to this room and
concl ude our meeting. Are there any objections to that approach? | give the
floor to the distinguished Anrbassador of Mrocco.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOQUI M (Morocco): | should like to make two remarks: |
woul d rat her have the meeting here because there are too many people, and | do
not think we can all fit inroom11. That is ny first remark. M second
remark is that we do not need to come back here because nothing will change
bet ween now and then. As | told you, I do not have instructions and | do not
see why we shoul d cone back here. A third remark is perhaps that we shoul d
extend our discussions to any other subject that any del egation mght wish to
rai se regardi ng the programe of work.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Mdrocco for his coments. As for the roomin which we
shoul d meet, | have no preference. | am prepared to change ny proposal so
that we woul d neet here. But as regards resumng the plenary session, that
clearly is necessary because we will reach sonme conclusion. Perhaps Mrocco's
position may be the very one that he referred to. But we will probably hear
the views of other delegations as well. The distinguished representative of
Sri Lanka has asked for the floor

M. GOONETILLEKE (Sri Lanka): Briefly, | should |like to make
two points. One refers to the coment nmade by the Anbassador of Morocco, and
that is that it would be desirable for us to neet in this roomrather than in
room 1, given the nunber of delegations. Secondly, if we are going to have
any di scussion on the proposal nmade by the distingui shed Arbassador of
Australia, it would be hel pful for us to have the text of the proposal before
we start consultations.
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The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Sri Lanka. | would like to inquire of the representatives

of the secretariat when we can get the text introduced by the distinguished
representative of Australi a.

(continued in English)

| aminfornmed that it will take 10 minutes. 1In 10 mnutes you will get
the proposal, as | understand it, in one | anguage only though, in English.

(continued in Russian)
The di stingui shed Anbassador of Nigeria has asked for the floor

M. ABUAH (Nigeria): | should |like to join ny voice to the coments
just made by the distinguished Anbassador of Mdrocco on the text which has
just been introduced by our colleague from Australia. Like the Anbassador of
Sri Lanka, | am aware that sone of us have not received copies of this text,
and | believe it is normal for us to have a text before us before we can have
any informal consultations on it.

But beyond that, | believe | can say that the proposal about the APLs
is very interesting. The damage caused by APLs to our structures back in the
continent of Africa, destruction of |ives and property, is i mense. The
di sti ngui shed Anbassador of the United Kingdom has pointed to sonme of these
effects. It is a proposal about how to put an end to the carnage. W support
that, but our capitals - in nmy case, our capital in Abuja - will have to
pronounce thenselves on the text before we can proceed. | do not know whet her
i nformal consultations on the text as read out by the distinguished Anbassador
of Australia can do very much at this stage. | wonder if tinme should not be
al l onwed for Governnents and representatives of Governnents gathered here to
get copies of the text, refer it to Governnent, and return to the CD for
consul tati ons about the way forward.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Nigeria. |If | understood his comrent correctly, he suggests
that we should not hold an informal neeting now but that we should give
Governments an opportunity to study this proposal introduced by Australi a.
| give the floor to the distinguished representative of Nigeria.

M. ABUAH (Nigeria): Maybe | ampartly responsible for the
m sunderstanding. Wiile it is inportant for my Governnent to have a chance
to look at this text and pronounce itself on it and convey appropriate
instructions to us, we do not stand in the way of the Conference and the
informal neeting to consult on the draft decision. But as far as Nigeria
is concerned, we do not have any instructions to consider it because our
Government has not even seen it.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
Ambassador of Nigeria, who has clarified his position. As | understand it, he
is not objecting to the holding of an informal neeting. | give the floor to

t he di stingui shed Anbassador of Cuba.
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M. AMAT FORES (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): Reflecting on the
proposal being di scussed at the nmonent, we are asking ourselves, and we w sh
to ask the Chair and the rest of the participants: why are we going to enbark
on a discussion of one proposal when we have al so been studying others? There
are proposals fromthe representative of Iran, fromthe representative of
Egypt, and from several other countries, and suddenly we cast aside those
ot her proposals and start considering the one fornul ated today by the
di stingui shed representative of Australia. So from a procedural point of
vi ew, what happens to the other proposals? What is our situation with regard
to the other proposals? Wiy are we discussing this one in this way and not
the others? This is a question we are asking ourselves and we are thinking
t hat perhaps we could have sone clarification on it so as to understand the
step we are going to take.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Cuba for his statenent and the question he asked. The
answer is very sinple, because the distinguished representative of Australia
has made his proposal and has made an official proposal for the i medi ate
hol di ng of consultations on this question. That is precisely why
the President has raised this question before the entire menbership of the
Conference. As for other questions, | can informdistinguished del egates that
at yesterday's Presidential consultations all these questions were raised and
the discussion with the participation of the group coordinators showed
that there had been no changes in the positions of the groups and that
unfortunately there were no points of convergence on these questions. 1In this
connection these questions are not being proposed and have not been proposed
by any of the coordinators for urgent discussion. And the President is not
proposing themeither, in view of the situation. As for the proposal from
Australia, this is a new proposal which was made at this neeting with a
proposal for imediate consultations on it.

We are trying to reach a decision on this specific proposal. | nade a
proposal as to how in practice we should inplenent the Australian proposal
Several speakers have said that unfortunately they have no instructions and
t hey have their doubts about the outcone of such consultations, but even so
they do not object to holding such consultations. 1In these circunstances,
once again | ask the same question. |f nobody objects, then we have to foll ow
the proposal which was nmade by the distinguished representative of Australia.

I f anybody objects, then obviously we won't have consensus and we can't hold
anything. But since nobody has objected, what else can we do but followthe
proposal made by the distinguished representative of Australia? The situation
is very sinple, it seens to ne.

The di stingui shed Anbassador of Morocco has asked for the floor.

M. BENJELLOUN-TOUIM (Morocco) (translated from French): Thank you,

M. President, for that explanation, which has clarified things. | would just
like to say that the Anbassador of Australia has made a proposal. | wll make
a second one. | would like to include the efficiency of the methods of work

of this Conference in the consultations that you wish to hold after the form
nmeeti ng, because quite clearly we are no |longer respecting the traditions of
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this Conference. |In nore than two years | have never had before ny eyes
anyt hing that we had to discuss i mediately and come back to the plenary to
take a decision. | do not renenber this as being a usual practice in this
Conference. | believe that the Anmbassador of Australia sinply suggested that
we hold consultations after this plenary; he did not say that we had to cone
back to take a decision on his proposal. That is the first comment | would

like to make. So if you want to hold consultations after this plenary and
stop there, and then we will see, because as sone people have pointed out, we
have to go back to our capitals, and if there is a consensus | would be very
happy to be able to tell ny capital that there is a consensus in the

Conf erence, and so what does Morocco want to do on this matter? | would be
very happy to transmt that kind of nmessage, but | would like to include in

t he proposal nade by the Anbassador of Australia another question, that is,

the efficiency of the working nethods of this Conference. So we will have
two questions to study in the informal consultations w thout going back to the
pl enary because, as | have already said, | have no instructions, and so if we

come back to the plenary, we cannot have any positive results, so what is the
point in com ng back? That is why | asked you for an explanation of why we
shoul d cone back to the plenary.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
Ambassador of Mdyrocco for his statenent and the proposal he nmade. Have |
understood correctly that the distinguished Anbassador of Myrocco i s proposing
a slight change in the subject of possible informal consultations by expanding
it and including an additional issue? Have | understood correctly that if
thi s expansi on does not take place, then he objects to the hol ding of
consul tations exclusively on the Australian proposal?

| see that the distinguished representative of Mdrocco is not objecting
to the Australian proposal

The di stingui shed Anbassador of India has asked for the floor

Ms. GHOSE (India): | had not neant to take the floor in a fornmal
pl enary on this procedural debate. It was my understandi ng of your proposal
M. President, that if we were to convene in an informal neeting, as proposed
by the del egation of Australia, we would necessarily have to reconvene to
formally conclude this plenary session. Regardless, a formal conclusion of
the plenary today would have to take place at sonme point, particularly as
| believe this is the last tine that you will be President and you will be
handi ng over the presidency over the weekend. That will enable you to give
your concluding remarks, so | think that in that sense there should not be an
objection to a formal reconvening of the plenary to enable the President to
make his concl udi ng remarks, whatever they mght be, related or unrelated to
the discussions in the informal consultations. This was ny understanding. |
do not know whet her we can solve questions so fast in this particular room
but we are all willing to give it a try.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
Ambassador of India for her understanding and for her statement. The
di sti ngui shed Anbassador of Mrocco has the floor
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M. BENJELLOUN-TOUIM (Mrocco): | think that if that is the
under st andi ng, | have no objection to com ng back to the plenary, but it would
be nore efficient that you nake what ever statenent you want to make now,

M. President, because, as | told you, the result is obvious to me. W wll
listen, we will report to our capitals, but I amnot sure that you can draw
any other conclusions. It seens that what Anbassador Ghose is saying is that
it is difficult in naybe one hour's tine to do anything that would all ow you
to say something nore than you have al ready prepared. But, of course, you are
the President and | am a del egate, so you decide, as long as we have the
under st andi ng that Anbassador Ghose has just outlined.

M. AMAT FORES (Cuba) (translated from Spanish): M. President, first
of all I would Iike to thank you for the explanati on you provided about our
earlier fornulation, but in addition to the explanation you have given us, |
have new doubts, because according to what you said, in the Presidentia
consultations that you held yesterday, there was no consensus on the other
proposal s, and ny uncertainty, and my question, in that case is: was
t here any consensus about mines, to the effect that we are going to have
consultations today, to take decisions and to return to the plenary to discuss
the matter? Did they reach agreenent and arrive at consensus on the question
of mines? 1In our viewthis subject is on an equal footing with the other
proposal s that have been put forward. |If there is no type of consensus on
this we cannot see any reason for this haste in the specific case of the
formul ati on made today by the distingui shed Arbassador of Australia. So I am

still assailed by these doubts, and I would really |ike some clarification on
t hem

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Cuba. Well, distinguished del egates, we have a dilema. W
have a proposal fromthe distinguished representative of Australia concerning
t he hol ding of i mediate consultations. | still haven't heard a single voice
agai nst that, although |I have heard quite a number of doubts expressed
concerning the useful ness of holding such a neeting. | amin your hands. The
President as such has no hidden agenda. | want to do nmy duty. | would Iike

to hear advice fromyou as to what | should do. The distinguished Arbassador
of Paki st an.

M. AKRAM (Pakistan): Perhaps it is tine once again to go back to the
lyrical praise which Anbassador Weston extended to you, Sir, at the beginning
of this nmeeting. Certainly, we are in need of sone poetry, if nothing else.

Wth regard to the Australian proposal, ny del egati on of course has no
difficulty in entering into informal consultations, all the nore so because
believe that it was the Pakistan del egati on which was the first to propose, on
30 January, the idea of the creation of a special coordinator on the issue of
anti - personnel |andm nes. However, | believe that it is the tradition of this
Conference that we respect the views of all concerned, and | have no doubt
that in any informal consultations which you convene, that tradition wll
continue to be respected and every del egation will have the opportunity to
express its viewpoint with regard to the issue under discussion, so | have no
hesitation in agreeing to informal consultations. That is the tradition of
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this Conference. |If there are positions with regard to the formul ation or
with regard to other issues and other proposals, | amsure that every

del egation will be within its rights to raise this in the course of the

i nformal consultations, and in the |ight of those discussions, you will draw

t he appropriate conclusions or inconclusions, as the case may be. Then we can
proceed further. Perhaps it would be useful to adjourn this neeting and
convene in informal session where all views and positions can be aired off the
record.

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): | thank the distinguished
representative of Pakistan. 1s the Conference prepared to foll ow that advice?
| see no objections. Thus I will now suspend this nmeeting and in 10 m nutes
inthis rooml wll begin open-ended informal consultations.

The neeting was suspended at 11.20 a.m and resuned at 6.10 p. m

The PRESIDENT (translated from Russian): The 764th plenary neeting of
t he Conference on Di sarmanent i s resuned.

Di stingui shed del egates, during the break inmportant and | believe usefu
i nformal consultations took place on the proposal nmade by the distinguished
representative of Australia which was put forward at this nmeeting. At the
present time | cannot report that these consultations have led to any concrete
result. As | understand it, they will be continued next week. | now intend
to say a few words in the formof concluding observations.

When | took up ny post as President of the CD, | fully realized the
scale and the difficulties of the problens confronting the Conference, the
sol ution of which nust bring our forumto a genuine solution of the questions
on the di sarmanent agenda, which have become ripe for nultilatera

consideration. In so doing | drew on the results which had been achi eved by
my predecessors as President in 1997, the Ambassador of the Republic of Korea
and the representative of Romania in the CD. In particular, as you know, the

agenda was adopted, intensive nultilateral and bilateral consultations were
hel d, which dealt both with the essence of the problens facing the Conference
and with organi zati onal arrangenents for their consideration. | should |ike
to express my sincere gratitude for the major efforts which were made by ny
di sti ngui shed predecessors.

As the representative of Russia, | nust note that during the period when
my country has occupied the post of President of the CD, inportant events have
taken place fromthe point of view of real progress in the area of arns
control and disarmanent. A Russian-Anerican sunmit took place in Helsinki
and the docunents generated there on disarmanment issues have been circul ated
at the Conference. The negotiations on the Founding Act between Russia and
NATO were successfully concluded. A five-party agreenent was signed on arms
reductions in the area of the border between the forner Soviet Union and
China. The Convention on the Prohibition of Chemi cal Wapons entered into
force. Also during this period, the first session of the Preparatory
Committee for the 2000 NPT Revi ew Conference was successfully held, attended
by many CD representatives. It seens to me these events show that it would be
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an exaggeration to project the difficulties which the CD has encountered
recently onto the world outside this magnificent room On the whole, the
process of arns control is, as they say, “alive and well”. W can only regret
that the same cannot be said about the state of affairs in our Conference.

As you know, during my termof office as President, issues related to
the adoption of a programme of work for the CD, both taken as a whole and each
i ndi vidually, have been discussed at the weekly Presidential consultations
with the participation of the coordinators of the regional groups and China,
and during ny many bilateral contacts with individual delegations. Wthin the
rigid framework circunscribing the work of the President of the CD, attenpts
were nmade to pursue any energing possibilities for agreeing on a programre of
work. | amgrateful to the coordinators of the groups and all del egations for
the activeness and perseverance they have shown in the search for acceptable
solutions. During this period, the Conference had before it new docunents
such as the proposal fromthe del egation of the Islamc Republic of Iran on
the CD s programme of work, the proposal by Chile, Poland and Finland to
appoi nt a special coordinator to conduct consultations on the nost appropriate
arrangenent to deal with the question of anti-personnel |andm nes, the
draft mandate submtted by Hungary and Japan for an ad hoc conmittee on
anti-personnel |andmnes and the draft mandate proposed by Egypt for an
ad hoc comittee on nuclear disarmanment, as well as other proposals.

I note with satisfaction that these and earlier proposals for organizing
the CD s work have been thoroughly studied by many del egati ons, and intensive
negoti ati ons have been and are continuing to be conducted on them But
despite that, it has not been possible to reach consensus on the programe of
work for the CD at this stage. | will not go into my understanding of the
reasons for this situation - to do so might be inproper for the President.

I will say only that evidently we all have to reconsider carefully what we
actual ly expect of the CD and what we can realistically achieve fromit at
this stage.

I nmust admit that in the |ast few days we were close to taking a snal

but practically inportant step. | refer to the establishnment of the post of
speci al coordi nator on anti-personnel |andnm nes, which is unequivocally
supported by the Russian Federation as well. | hope that the efforts in this

area will be pursued and that this matter will be resolved as soon as
possi bl e.

The question of further expansion of the nenbership of the CD al so

occupied its proper place in our consultations in the Conference. | can
state, | think, that there is already broad agreenent about the possibility of
establishing the post of special coordinator on that problem However, on
this issue too there has been no tangible progress so far. | hope that

everyone will agree with me when | say that resolving the question of
expandi ng the nenbership of the CD nust not be drawn out indefinitely.

I should sincerely like to express ny warnest and best w shes to the new
President of the CD, the distinguished Anrbassador of Senegal, Ms. Diallo.
She can fully count on our support in the search for constructive solutions to
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the difficult problens facing the Conference. | should also |like to express
my gratitude to the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Di sarmanment,

M. V. Petrovsky, the Deputy Secretary-General, M. Abdel kader Bensmail, all
the secretariat staff and the interpreters for their inestimble assistance in
organi zing and carrying out the work of the Conference. | thank all the

del egations to the Conference on Disarmanent for their active cooperation with
t he President.

(continued in English)

The next plenary neeting of the Conference on Disarmanent will take
pl ace on Thursday, 29 May 1997 at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 6.20 p. m




