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The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | declare open the
766t h plenary neeting of the Conference on D sarmanent.

First of all, on behalf of the Conference and on ny own behalf | wish to
extend a warmwel cone to the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of the
Russi an Federation, H s Excellency M. Evgeny Prinakov, who will be our
first speaker. | do not believe it necessary to dwell on the personality and
career of M. Prinakov, who has occupi ed the post of Foreign Mnister since
January 1996. Suffice it to say that the Mnister is a nenber of the Russian
Acadeny of Sciences, that from 1977 to 1985 he directed the Institute of
Eastern Sciences of the Acadeny of Sciences of the USSR and also to recall
that he occupied the very inportant functions of President of the Soviet of
the Union of the Suprenme Soviet of the USSR and nmenber of the Security Council
of the Soviet Union. H's presence anong us today testifies to the personal
interest he attaches to our work and the inportance that his CGovernnent
continues to attach to the Conference on Disarmanent. | amsure that we will
all followhis statenment with great interest.

Besi des the Foreign Mnister of the Russian Federation, | have on the
list of speakers today the representatives of Turkey and Belgium | invite
the Mnister for Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, Hs Excellency
M. Evgeny Prinakov, to take the fl oor.

M. PRI MAKOV (Russian Federation) ( translated fromRussian ): Alow ne
first of all, M. President, to congratulate you on taking up the post of
Presi dent of the Conference on D sarmament and to convey to you as the
representative of a friendly country, Senegal, our best w shes for the
successful discharge of your responsible task. | would also |ike to convey
greetings to the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference, M. M adimr Petrovsky,
with whom | have enjoyed personal contacts and friendship for many years. |
thank M. Petrovsky and his deputy, M. Bensmail, for their efforts to ensure
the snoot h operation of the Conference on D sarmanent.

I would like to begin ny address on an optimstic note. W have all
observed with enthusiasmthe najor shifts which, if the positive trend
continues, are capable of leading to real international stabilization. Today
we can say wi th assurance that such a possibility really does exist. | would
cite the Founding Act on Miutual Relations, Cooperation and Security between
the Russian Federation and NATO signed at the Paris sunmt as one of these
i mportant shifts which have taken place recently. |Its substance reflected the
political will of the |eaders of the |largest nations in Europe and Anerica to
take into account each other's security and cooperation interests for the sake
of stability in the world. In fact, this has happened for the first tine on
such a scal e since the end of the “cold war”.

This agreenent was difficult to reach. | wll be quite frank about
that. Russia, as you know, has had, and still has, an extrenely unfavourable
attitude to the enlargenent of NATQ believing that it can create new |ines of
division in Europe, which we had started to nove away fromrather enphatically
during the period following the “cold war”. It was for the very purpose of
m ni m zi ng the negative effects of such an enl argenent that Russia decided to
sign the Founding Act. W will hope that the practical inplenentation of the
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principles and the “code of conduct” laid down in the Act will help to enhance
security in Europe. W will be able to ascertain in the near future that our
optimsmis well founded. | have in mnd the negotiations in Vienna to adapt
the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe to the new
post-confrontati on environment in Europe. This adaptation shoul d take place
in such a way as to strengthen the security of the States parties regardl ess
of whether they are nenbers of military-political alliances.

European security is our mbst inportant priority, but not the only one.
| cannot fail to nention a major achievenent in a different region - the
agreenent on rutual armed forces reduction along the border between China,
Russi a, Kazakstan, Kyrgyzstan and Taji ki stan. The agreenent sets ceilings for
ground forces and conbat and defensive aircraft within a 100-kil onetre zone on
both sides of these borders. The value of this agreenent lies not only in the
fact that it covers a border of truly enornmous length. It creates a nodel for
sol ving border issues, which are often so sensitive in the Asia-Pacific
regi on.

And finally - this is the last of the positive shifts | wuld like to
speak about |oud and clear today before you, but it is by no neans the | east
significant. The world comunity has achi eved significant progress in the
resol ution of major stabilization problens at the global level. | refer to
the outcome of the meeting between the President of the Russian Federation,
Boris Yeltsin, and United States President Bill dinton held in March this
year in Helsinki. The Presidents did not nerely and not sinply confirmtheir
coommtnent to nuclear risk reduction and the strengthening of strategic
stability. They clearly outlined the path towards further reductions in
strategic offensive arns. |t was agreed that Russia and the United States
wi Il enbark on negotiations for the START-3 agreenent inmedi ately after the
START-2 Treaty enters into force. The goal is jointly to ensure that as early
as the com ng decade the nuclear arsenals of Russia and the United States will
be reduced to about a fifth of their size during the “cold war”.

This decision |inks up the ongoi ng processes in nuclear arns reduction
with real prospects of progress in this area - in other words, it links up
today and tonmorrow. As you know, obligations under the START-1 Treaty are
bei ng i npl enent ed according to plan and ahead of schedule, in a process
i nvol ving the United States, Wkraine, Belarus and Kazakstan al ongsi de Russi a.
The next agreenent between Russia and the United States of Anerica, on
reduci ng strategic arns by practically half - START-2 - is before the State
Duna of the Russian Federation for consideration. W, that is the Russian
Foreign Mnistry, are striving for the ratification of this Treaty. The
achi evenent of a substantive agreement with the United States to avoid the
circunvention of the ABM Treaty will undoubtedly bring us closer to the entry
into force of the START-2 Treaty. And this will, as is now clear, ensure the
continuity of the process of nuclear arns reduction.

But whatever the inportance of progress in reducing the nuclear arsenals
of the two major nucl ear-weapon States, this, as you can well understand, does
not provide a conplete solution to the probl emof novenent by all the nucl ear
States towards nuclear disarnmanent. | invite you to agree that the outcone of
the Hel sinki tal ks should give an inpetus to “systematic” progress in this
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field, for which nmany States call, inter alia at your Conference on

Disarmanent. In this connection, | would like to dwell particularly on the

i nportant problemof reducing the area in which nucl ear weapons are | ocat ed.
Acting together with its Bel arusi an, Kazak and Wkrainian friends, Russia has
secured the withdrawal to its territory of all nuclear weapons |eft over after
the disintegration of the USSR The President of the Russian Federati on has
put forward the idea that all - and let nme stress this word, all - nucl ear
States shoul d keep their nucl ear weapons only on their own territory. This
step woul d objectively pronote further strengthening of stability in the

nucl ear sphere

Moreover, Russia firmy supports the grow ng process of establishing
nucl ear-free zones in different parts of the world: in Latin Arerica and the
South Pacific, followed by Africa and South-East Asia. | take this
opportunity to reiterate our support for the idea of our Belarusian and
Wkrainian friends to give Central and Eastern Europe the status of a
nucl ear-free zone. | note that arrangenents for the establishment of
nucl ear-free zones in various parts of the world have gone a | ong way towards
achi eving one of the goal s which the non-nuclear countries have been pursuing
for many years - the provision of assurances concerning the non-use of nucl ear
weapons (what are known as “negative” assurances). It is known that in
various statenents Russia and ot her nuclear countries have provided certain
assurances to this effect addressed to the States parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Wapons. |In addition, the nechani sm of
nucl ear-free zones has established an entire system of agreenents which al so
provide, in a regional context, of course, for assurances set forth in
specific legal instruments. Such assurances already cover nore than
90 States, and as the nunber of nucl ear-free zones increases, this figure wll
grow further. W are ready to pronbte such processes.

It can safely be said that the above-nentioned initiatives and
solutions, as well as many ot her breakthroughs, have not been generated and
devel oped in a vacuum A solid basis, or at |east an atnosphere conducive to

their adoption, has been and is being provided by your forum | would like to
note a maj or success of the Conference on D sarnanent, the preparation of the
gl obal Convention on the Prohibition of Chem cal Wapons. |t paved the way

for the first tine in history for the elimnation of an entire category of
weapons of nass destruction. The Convention has entered into force and is
reaching the stage of practical inplementation. The Russian Federation is
committed to the goal of the prohibition and elimnation of chem cal weapons
wor |l dwi de. The President of the Russian Federation has subnitted the
Convention to the State Durma for ratification. Russian deputies have al ready
expressed their intention of conpleting the process of ratifying the
Convention before the end of this year, specifically this autum.

I'n 1996, your forum concluded the next historic stage in its work - the
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear Test-Ban Treaty was signed. That means that one of the
priority tasks in the nuclear field is being solved. The Conprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty is a historic docunment which took al nost 40 years to devel op
Russi a devoted great efforts to nake that treaty possible. As early as 1986
we declared a noratoriumon nuclear testing. W were later joined by other
nucl ear Powers. As a result, the treaty has not yet entered into force, but
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nucl ear testing sites have already fallen silent. The nunber of signatory
States of the Treaty is inpressive - nore than 140. However, a nunber of
countries have still not signed it. They include States which possess

consi derabl e technical potential in the nuclear sphere. Their signatures are
especially crucial. W urge the |eaders of those States to acknow edge their
heavy responsibility and to sign this nost inportant Treaty.

In ny view, ensuring the continuous dynam c devel oprment of di sar manent
processes is a historic task. Any pause in this sphere, especially a
protracted one, may turn into a setback. In this connection, it would not be
an overstatenment to say that one of the keys to future stability is to be
found in the chanber of the Conference on D sarnmanment. W would |ike to see
the Conference naintain and enhance its positive negotiating dynamic. This is
extrenely vital to address the task of steadily reducing resort to the use of
force and establishing a stable, denocratic world order.

As to the immedi ate tasks faced by your Conference, we believe that in
the nucl ear sphere this nmeans a ban on the production of fissile material for
nucl ear weapons or other nuclear devices. Russia is ready to begin
negoti ati ons speedily on this issue here - right here in this nmultilatera
forumon disarnmanent. As you know, the Russian Federation and several other
nucl ear Powers have already unilaterally ceased producti on of nucl ear
explosives. It is inportant that the instrument to be drawn up by the
Conf erence on D sarnanment shoul d i mpose a ban on production of such materials
on a universal basis, with the participation of both nuclear and non-nucl ear
States. This would be an additional instrument to prevent the proliferation
of nuclear weapons in all its dinensions.

Anot her probl em whi ch can be actively discussed at the Conference is
that of anti-personnel |andmnes. W share the concern of the internationa
community about their irresponsible use. As early as Decenber 1994, Russia
introduced a three-year noratoriumon the export of non-self-destructing and
undetectable mnes. W are considering the possibility of extending that
nmoratorium and | think a decision to that effect will be taken. W believe
that the adoption of a new version Protocol Il to the 1980 “Inhunane VW#apons”
Convention, the so-called “mnes” Protocol, would be an inportant step. The
main task nowis to ensure the w dest possible participation of States in that
Protocol. W view the conplete prohibition of anti-personnel |andmnes as a
goal which woul d probably best be approached by neans of a series of agreed
time stages. Wth this goal in mnd, it is necessary to continue negotiations
and to do so specifically in the framework of the Conference on D sarmanent.
It has the necessary negotiating experience and conprises the main States
concer ned.

Here, with the participation of nany experts in this hall, talks are
al so under way on the issue of verification of conpliance with the Convention
on the Prohibition of Biological Wapons. | would like to reiterate our firm
intention to do all we can to pronote the devel opment of an effective and fair
mechani sm based on objective criteria.

In recent nonths the Conference on D sarmanent has encountered
difficulties in defining the organi zati onal aspects of its further activities
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after an exceptionally intensive period in its work, namely, the conpletion of
negotiations on the CTBT. | would like to express the hope that the present
situation will soon be overcone, since the Conference cannot and must not
slacken its activities. W are ready to exchange views in order to agree upon
realistic priorities, and to harnoni ze positions constructively on the whol e
range of issues on the agenda of the Conference on D sarmament. The

Russi an Federation will participate in the search for sol utions which can
ensure progress in the activities of the Conference and | ead to further
consolidation of its role as an inportant nultilateral tool for strengthening
global stability and security.

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the Mnister for
Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation for his inportant statenment and for
the kind words he addressed to the Chair. | now call on the representative of

Tur key, Anbassador U ugevi k.

M. UWUCEMI K (Turkey): M. President, in the absence of
Anbassador Diallo, the current President of the Conference on D sarmanent,
| ampleased to take the floor while you are in the Chair as a
representative of Senegal, w th which Turkey enjoys friendly relations. |
wi sh you every success and assure you of ny del egation's support and
cooperation. | wish also to pay tribute to the previous President of the CD
Anbassador Berdenni kov of the Russian Federation, for his skilful efforts to
achi eve progress in the work of the Conference at a difficult juncture.
Moreover, it gives ne pleasure to extend a warm wel cone to our new col | eagues,
Anbassador G useppe Bal boni Acqua of Italy and Anbassador Qint her Seibert of
Germany. | look forward to working with themconstructively

| should also like to state that | consider nyself privileged, though as
the result of a nere pleasant coincidence, to address the Conference at the
sane time as, in the same neeting with, and followi ng the inportant statenent
of, Hs Excellency M. Evgeny Prinakov, the Foreign Mnister of the
Russi an Federation, with which Turkey enjoys friendly relations and mutual ly
beneficial cooperation. Foreign Mnister Primakov's presence today in this
Conference and the inspiring speech which he has just delivered illustrates
anew the vital |eading role which the Russian Federation continues to play in
the gl obal nucl ear and conventional disarmament process.

May | avail nyself of this opportunity to reiterate ny Government's
satisfaction with the signing of the Founding Act on Mitual Relations,
Cooperation and Security between NATO and the Russian Federation? It is no
doubt the harbinger of a truly newera in international relations as we nove
towards the twenty-first century.

Wth its unique geopolitical position, situated at the crossroads of the
East and the Wst, and the North and the South, together with its historica
experi ence, the Republic of Turkey has al ways been conpelled to attach
prinmordial inportance to security requirenments. Yet, Turkey has al ways been,
and still is, fully aware of the fact that arm ng cannot by itself guarantee a
country's security. Inprovenent in international relations, as well as
di sarmanent and arns control activities, forns a vital part of security. Wth
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this awareness, parallel to its efforts to inprove political relations and
enl arge econom ¢ col | aborati on, Turkey has consistently supported al
initiatives aimed at arns reductions and di sarmament, thus maki ng di sar mament
and arns control one of the major conponents of its foreign policy.

Turkey is committed to the established ultimte goal of general and
conpl ete di sarmanent under strict and effective international control. W
bel i eve that this goal nust be pursued with realismthrough a conprehensive
and bal anced approach enconpassi ng meani ngful steps relating to both nucl ear
and conventional arns. Success in disarnmanent and arns control initiatives
depends, in the first instance, on the creation of a political atnosphere that
i nspires confidence. Any disarmanent or arns control mneasure, to be
effective, nust provide for undi m nished security for the countries concerned,
wi thout upsetting the gl obal strategic balance. It nust provide for adequate
and appropriate verification. Qeater transparency in defence issues is
i ndi spensable in order to avoid uncertainty and insecurity. The geopolitica
characteristics of specific regions should be taken into account in assessing
t he consequences of any gi ven di sarmanent neasure.

It is undeniably true that di sarmanent negoti ations cannot take place in
a vacuum They are inevitably affected by the evolution of the international
situation and by all the factors related to international security. Fromthis
perspective we can confidently assert that the international situation
surroundi ng the work of the CDin 1997 is no |less favourable than it was when
the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), the Biol ogical Weapons Convention (BWD),
t he Chem cal Wapons Convention (CW) and the Conprehensive Nucl ear Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT) were successfully negotiated and finalized.

The end of the cold war alone has created an environnent in which major
achi evenents in gl obal disarnmanent and non-proliferation have been nmade
possi bl e.

The first half of 1997 has been marked wi th meani ngful devel opnents in
the field of disarmanent and arns control

The ONXC entered into force on 29 April. | have the pleasure of
informng the Conference that Turkey conpleted the ratification process and
deposited the instrunments of ratification with the United Nati ons on
12 May 1997. W would like to urge other countries which have not yet done so
toratify the COXC as soon as possible. In this connection, we took note of
t he encouragi ng nessages to the first neeting of the Conference of States
Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of Chem cal Wapons from
President Yeltsin of Russia and the Russian Duma. Today's statenent by
Foreign Mnister Prinakov before this body is reassuring in this regard.

Moreover, | should like to state that we are encouraged by the progress
achi eved so far by the Ad Hoc G oup tasked w th strengthening of the BW and
we hope that the rolling text can be tabled by the Chairman at an early date,
enabl i ng nore structured negotiations to comrence in July 1997.

In the field of nuclear disarmanment, the process establishing the CIBT
QO gani zation is fully under way.
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The first session of the Preparatory Conmttee for the 2000 NPT Revi ew
Conference was held in April of this year. W welcone the joint statement
made on that occasion by the five nucl ear-weapon States expressing their
determnation to continue inplenenting fully all provisions of the Treaty,

i ncl udi ng those of article VI

The summt neeting in Helsinki on 21 March 1997 between the Presidents
of the Russian Federation and the United States was an inportant event
affecting the di sarmament and arns control environnent positively. W wel cone
their agreenent, anmong other things, setting out the basic conponents of
START-3 negoti ati ons.

It is against this background and under the prevailing propitious
international climate that ny del egation believes that it is high tine for us
to get down to concrete work before the end of the second session. Qur
success in achieving this will, to a large extent, depend on our ability to
di stingui sh between the ideal and the feasible. Let us continue to aimat the
ideal but let us also forge ahead with whatever is feasible.

It is true that the international comunity aspires to a world free from
nucl ear weapons. A gl obal ban on nucl ear weapons and their total elimnation
is the ultimate objective within the framework of general and conpl ete
disarmanent. |t goes without saying that the CD, as the sole multilatera
negoti ati ng forumon di sarnanent, has an inportant role in further enhancing
nucl ear di sarnmanment and non-proliferation towards the ultimate objective. Yet
as nmenbers of the CD, we should not |ose sight of the realities of the
i nternational security environnent. W should not nake relatively or
conparatively small but meani ngful steps in the nucl ear disarmanent process a
victimof overanbitious expectati ons and approaches. M delegation is not
convinced that a “blueprint” or a “tinmetable” for the achi everent of the
ultinmate goal in nuclear disarnmament woul d be nore conducive to, or for that
matter a viable alternative to, the existing bilateral reductions in nuclear
arsenals. In our view, pronpt ratification by the Russian Federation of
START-2 and its inplenentati on, and the negotiation of START-3, could
successfully lead the way to a stage where the other nuclear Powers could join
the plurilateral process to rid the world of all nuclear weapons.

Havi ng acconplished its work on the CIBT, the CD nust continue to play
its role in non-proliferation and nucl ear di sarmament by starting, w thout
further delay, its overdue work on a treaty to prohibit the production of
fissile material for use in nuclear weapons or other nucl ear explosive

devi ces, otherwise referred to as the “cut-off convention” (FMCT). In 1995,
an agreenent was reached in the CD on the establishnent of an ad hoc conmittee
on this particular subject. Its nandate was defined in the Shannon report

(CD/1299). Therefore, | appeal to all nenbers to support the inplenentation
of the CDs earlier decision and thus establish an ad hoc comm ttee and begin
negoti ati ons on an FMCT.
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VW all recognize that nuclear disarnanent is only one aspect of the
general problem Arns control and di sarnmanent efforts require a conprehensive
approach whi ch shoul d enconpass conventional arns as well. In this category
of weapons, anti-personnel |andm nes (APLs) has energed as a topical issue
whi ch deserves attention and appropriate action in the CD

In Turkey's view, the nultidinensional issue of APLs entails the
consideration of both the humanitarian and di sarmanment aspects. There are a
nunber of ways to deal with the humanitarian aspect of the problemshort of
introducing a total ban on the use, production, stockpiling and transfer of
APLs. To cite but a few of these: intensification of demning activities,
provi sion of nore dem ning assistance, victimrehabilitation and the
devel opnent of dem ning and victimassi stance expertise and technologies in
m ne-affected countries. Furthernore, declarations of noratoriuns on the
transfer of APLs should al so be encouraged as an initial step in the right
direction.

It is with these hurmanitarian considerations in mnd that Turkey put
into effect on 17 January 1996 a renewabl e three-year noratori umon the export
and transfer of APLs, and is participating in mne clearance operations in the
former Yugosl avi a.

Less than a year ago, Protocol Il of the 1980 Convention on Certain
Conventional Wapons (CCW was revised, as a result of which the permssible
scope for the responsible and therefore legitimate use of APLs has been
delineated. Thus, as a first inmmediate step, global adherence to the CCWand
toits revised Protocol Il should al so be encouraged. At the same tine, in
order to alleviate the genuine concerns of many States which foresee the
conti nued operational use of APLs, a nunber of issues should be identified and
dealt with before initiating negotiations aimed at a global ban on APLs. The
followi ng questions, not in any way exhaustive, need to be addressed in al
their aspects.

Firstly, if the use of APLs is to be banned, how wi || States protect
their frontiers in the absence of a viable alternative, not only agai nst
unfriendly neighbours, but also against irregular armed formations which
operate across borders and other crimi nal groups, including snugglers? As
part of a solution, interested parties should promote the | aunching of a
mul tinationally funded project to identify and devel op technol ogi es for
cost-effective non-weapon alternatives to APLs. W would like to see
countries that vigorously pursue the goal of a global ban to apply
commensurate resources, political and financial, to such a joint undertaking.

Secondly, what neasures will be taken to curb the indiscrimnate and
irresponsi bl e use of APLs, mainly by terrorist groups, which is at the heart
of this problen? In this respect, the problemneeds to be addressed
concurrently in its demand and supply aspects. Special attention should be
paid to the transfer of APLs. W& would like to draw attention to the anended
Protocol Il of the CCW which has addressed this inportant el ement of the
probl em by introducing the rule that no mne should be transferred to any
reci pient other than a State or its agent or agenci es.
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Thirdly, what will be the elenents of a verification reginme that woul d
be acceptable to all States, one which would be credible and at the same tine
stri ke a bal ance between effectiveness and intrusiveness? This is not a
matter to be treated lightly, since our recent conmon experiences suggest that
one of the nost thorny areas of nultilateral disarmanent negotiations is to
agree on a verification mechani sm

| believe it is abundantly clear fromthe foregoing denonstrative set of
questions that issues related to the use, stockpiling, production and transfer
of anti-personnel |landmnes fall w thin the conpetence of the Conference on
Disarmanment. In our view, the CD has the necessary experience, expertise and
standing to find the right answers to such questi ons.

W, therefore, invite del egations not to object to the appointnment of a
special coordinator to engage in consultations to determ ne the nost
appropriate arrangenents to deal with the question of APLs.

As will be recalled, Turkey was one of the 10 countries who abstained in
the vote at the fifty-first session of the United Nations General Assenbly on
resol ution 51/45 S calling for an international agreenment to ban
anti-personnel |andmnes. Turkey did so because of its overriding security
concerns over such a global ban. 1In the view of the Turkish Governnent,
absol ute realismnust prevail in working out an agreenent on APLs, which nust
be of a universal nature providing for a phased approach towards the ultimate
goal . A ban on transfers should constitute the first stage. W believe that
our success on the issue of APLs will depend on our ability to reconcile the
hunani tari an concerns involved with those of security.

Turkey has al ways supported the concept of transparency in the mlitary
area. W consider that it is initself a neasure for building confidence that
will reduce mstrust anong States, both regionally and internationally.
Transparency in armanments carries with it an idea of universality. It is, we
bel i eve, a question that is of interest to all countries.

Wth these considerations, ny del egation calls upon the Conference
actively to address the subject of “transparency in armanments”, which is
already an itemon our agenda

Turkey, in keeping with its policy of supporting initiatives tolimt
conventional weapons, applied for menbership in the Mssile Technol ogy Control
Regine (MICR) in 1992. | have today the pleasure of informng the Conference
that on 25 April of this year, participating States of the MICR i nvited Turkey
to join this arrangenent. GConsequently, ny country has started participating
in regular nmeetings held in Paris.

On this occasion, | would like to touch briefly upon a worl dw de
phenonenon wi th dangerous consequences. Arns snmuggling and illicit arns sales
tend to destabilize the donestic political and social order of States and
i npair regional security. Nowadays a wave of cruel and blind terrorism
endangers the social fabric of sone States and the conduct of orderly
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international relations. Perpetrators of these heinous acts are assisted by
the illegal flow of arnms. W believe that multilateral disarnmanent efforts,
i ncluding those in the CD, cannot and should not ignore this new formof the
use of force with the support of clandestine and massive transfers of arns.

To concl ude, we believe that the FMCT and APLs offer the CD the
opportunity of making tangible progress inits work this year. W hope this
opportunity will not be allowed to slip away.

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the representative of
Turkey for his statement and the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now
call on the representative of Bel gium Anbassador Mernier.

M. MERNNER (Belgiun) ( translated fromFrench ): M. President, since ny
del egation is taking the floor for the first time this session, allow me first
of all to congratul ate you on taking up the post of President of the
Conf erence on D sarmanent .

For several years, Bel giumhas been profoundly aware of the humanitarian
crisis caused by the proliferation of anti-personnel landmnes. In this
regard it takes pride in having been the first to adopt radical mneasures at
the national |evel totally banning the production, stockpiling and use of and
trade in these devices. oviously, Belgiumis in favour of any initiative of
any ki nd which would foster a simlar conplete ban on anti-personnel |andm nes
at the international level. Thus, it supported CGeneral Assenbly
resolution 51/45 S, a logical stance fully consistent with the joint action of
t he European Union, which “is commtted to the goal of the total elimnation
of anti-personnel |andm nes and shall work actively towards the achi evenent at
the earliest possible date of an effective international agreement to ban
t hese weapons worl dwi de”

In July 1995 our Foreign Mnister, M. Erik Derycke, who at the tine was
chairing the Conference on Dem ning here in Geneva, |aunched the idea of
negoti ati ons on APL mnes at the Conference on D sarmanent. This proposal is
still on the table, and Belgiumw Il always foster anything that could, to a
greater or |esser degree, lead to its realization. In this spirit we accepted
the proposal for the appoi ntnent of a special coordinator on anti-personnel
landm nes. As it stands, this proposal does not prejudge the terns of
reference for the negotiations that could be undertaken. But for Belgiumit
goes without saying that in the context of the Conference on D sarmanment too
it is atotal ban on anti-personnel mines which is the goal.

At the nonent, we are being faced with the difficulties of all kinds
encountered in the CDin connection with the launching of negotiations for a
conpl ete ban on anti-personnel |andm nes. Everything points to the fact that
these difficulties will not be elimnated quickly, a state of affairs
recogni zed with di sappoi ntment and regret by many del egations, including mne.
The humanitarian crisis calls for a rapid response by the internationa
community. W are convinced that this response could conme fromthe Qtawa
Process. Bel giumsupports this process unreservedly. It intends to
contribute to it in a manner which is comrensurate with its commtnent and its
conviction. That is why, when the Process was | aunched i n Decenber 1996, ny
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Governnent offered to organize a followup conference in Brussels in

June 1997, a kind of md-point conference. | aminstructed to informthe
Conference on D sarmanment of this meeting, which is nowinmmnent. The
countries interested in a conplete ban on APL mines will meet in Brussels from
24 to 27 June 1997. Very extensive participation - quantitatively inpressive,
geographical ly representative of the scope of the problem and the interest
attached to its solution - is already assured.

M/ country intends above all to nove this process forward in practica
terns. First of all it plans to do so through the adoption of a fornal
decl aration which will unanbi guously stake out the linmts and objectives of
the future negotiations - in other words, the salient features of the planned
treaty. This will be first and forenost what paragraph 1 of
resolution 51/45 S calls “an effective, legally binding internationa
agreenent to ban the use, stockpiling, production and transfer of
anti-personnel |andmnes”. The sane declaration will announce the resol ve of
the participants to meet again at a diplomatic conference in Gsl o next
Septenber for the final negotiation of this text on the already solid basis of
work coordinated by Austria. |In that regard | wish to pay tribute to the
contributions made by Austria and Norway. Another fundanmental elenent in this
declaration is the confirmation of the resolve of the participants to conplete
this task before the end of 1997. The nunber of countries that will subscribe
to this declaration will provide what |I mght call arithnetical proof of the
credibility of the process and its vitality. This political declaration has
been distributed in every capital, and therefore everyone is famliar with it.

Above and beyond these tangi ble contributions, the Brussels Conference
is intended to maintain and broaden the already very extensive politica
support the process enjoys. It wll be infornmed, inter alia, of the many
recent regional initiatives to conbat APL m nes. Several em nent
personalities will also have an opportunity to express their views on certain
specific aspects, including the mlitary useful ness of mnes, demning or
assi stance to victins.

This is the nmessage that | was asked to bring to the Conference on
Di sarmanent. The urgent need to find a solution to the APL mine crisis is ny
country's sole notivation in this matter. Belgiumwill support any initiative
whi ch enabl es this objective to be attained in the context of the Conference
on Dsarmament as well. It will spare no effort to secure this total ban
whi ch the situation denands.

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the representative of
Bel giumfor his statenment and the kind words addressed to the Chair. The
representative of Kenya has asked for the fl oor.

Ms. TAOLE (Kenya): M. President, allow ne to express ny del egation's
appreciation for the manner in which you are conducting our work. Let ne al so
pay tribute to your predecessor, the distingui shed Anbassador of the
Russi an Federation, Anbassador Berdenni kov, for having spared no effort in
trying to ensure that there is progress within the Conference on D sarmanent.
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I have asked for the floor today in ny capacity as Coordi nator of the
QGoup of 21. The Goup of 21 is commtted to see the work of the Conference
on D sarmament commence immediately, and it is in this connection that the
QG oup wishes to table a programme of work for the Conference for the 1997
session, which reads as foll ows:

“1. The Conference on D sarnmanent deci des to establish:

“I. An ad hoc conmittee for agenda item 1, 'Cessation of the
nucl ear arns race and nucl ear di sarnament'.

“I'l.  An ad hoc committee for agenda item 3, 'Prevention of an
arns race in outer space'.

“I'l'l. An ad hoc committee for agenda item4, 'Effective
i nternati onal arrangenents to assure non-nucl ear-weapon States
agai nst the use or threat of use of nucl ear weapons'.

‘2. The Conference decides to appoi nt a special coordinator to seek
the views of its nenbers on agenda item 6, ' Conprehensive programme of
di sarmanent', with special reference to the issue of anti-personnel

| andm nes.

“3. The Conference al so deci des to appoint a special coordinator to
seek the views of its menbers on agenda item 7, 'Transparency in
armanments' .

‘4, The Conference decides further to appoi nt special coordinators to

carry out consultations on the issues of its expansion and agenda as
wel | as inproved and effective functioning.

“The G oup of 21 continues to attach the highest priority to the
establ i shnent of an ad hoc commttee on nucl ear di sarnmanent under agenda
item1.

“The G oup of 21 has presented on 14 March 1996 a proposal for the
work of the ad hoc committee, as contained in docurment CD¥ 1388.

“I'n this context, a specific proposal on a mandate for the ad hoc
committee will be presented in the near future.”

It is the desire of the Goup of 21 that this docunment be circul ated as
an official docunent of the Conference on D sarnmanment and that this proposal
be considered in open-ended informal consultations imrediately after this
pl enary neeting.

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the representative of
Kenya for her statenment and the kind words addressed to the Chair. The
representative of South Africa is asking for the floor. You have the fl oor,
Sir.
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M. GOOSEN (South Africa): | regret that ny Anbassador had to | eave for
anot her engagenent and | consequently rmake the followi ng statement on his
behal f.

| extend ny delegation's congratulations to you, Sir, on your assunption
of the presidency of the Conference on Disarmanent. | also use this
opportunity to wel cone all of our new col | eagues who have joined us in the
Conference, and to thank the distingui shed Foreign Mnister of Russia for his
i nportant statemnent.

| have asked for the floor to nmake ny del egation's position clear on the

proposal for a programme of work for the Conference on D sarnanment which was
presented to us today by the Coordinator of the Goup of 21. M del egation
has agreed to this proposal for the CDO s programme of work in a spirit of
solidarity with the Goup of 21, and because it deals with sone i ssues which
are very inportant to ny country. There is also a very urgent need for the
Conference to utilize every opportunity inits attenpt to break the deadl ock
whi ch has faced us since January.

As we, however, made clear in the Goup of 21 during its negotiations on
this proposal, our agreenent to its presentati on does not reflect a change in
the South African Governnment's positions and policies on nucl ear disarmanent,
and al so not on our opposition to the establishment of “linkages” between any
of the work which the Conference needs to undertake. Furthernore, it is
i ncunbent upon me to state that the South African Government remains firny
committed to the proposals which it nmade on security assurances at the
1997 Preparatory Committee meeting for the 2000 Revi ew Conference of the
Nucl ear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). W expect that, in accordance with
the formal statenent made by the Chairnan of the 1997 PrepCom specific time
wi Il be nmade available at the 1998 neeting to give nmore substantive
consideration to this issue. The authorities in South Africa are currently
reviewing their views on security assurances in the context of the proposals
made at the 1997 PrepCom M/ del egation's agreement to the introduction of
t he proposed programre of work by the Goup of 21 should therefore not be seen
as in any way changing the position which we adopted at the NPT PrepCom or our
eventual position on the negotiations which will surround the proposal to
establish an ad hoc commttee for agenda item4, “Effective internationa
arrangenents to assure non-nucl ear-weapon States against the use or threat of
use of nucl ear weapons”.

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the representative of
South Africa for his statenent and the kind words addressed to the Chair

As you know, intensive consultations are going on, both w thin groups as
wel | as between groups, on the proposal to appoint a special coordinator on
anti-personnel |andmnes as well as on the Conference's programe of work as a
whol e on the basis of all the proposals that have been subnmitted. | amin a
position to informyou that during the Presidential consultations yesterday
afternoon, | detected a will to continue the open-ended informal consultations
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concerning the programme of work of the Conference. Consequently, | propose
that these consultations should be continued this afternoon in this room at
3.30 p.m In response to the request made by the Coordinator of the G oup

of 21, everything will of course be done to ensure that this docunment becones
an official docunent of the Conference

The Republic of Korea is asking for the floor. You have the floor, Sir.

M. HMNG (Republic of Korea): On behalf of the Wstern Goup | would
like to propose that the open-ended informal consultations take place after
4 p.m because another neeting is scheduled for the Western G oup at 3 p. m
this afternoon

The PRESIDENT (translated fromFrench ): | thank the representative of
the Republic of Korea. |If there is no objection, |I think that we can grant
his request and hold the informal consultations this afternoon at 4 p.m
Wul d any other delegation like to take the floor at this stage?

The next plenary neeting of the Conference will take place on Thursday,
12 June at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 1.20 p.m




