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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | declare open the
768t h plenary neeting of the Conference on Di sarmanent.

Allow nme first of all to extend a warm wel cone, on behal f of the
Conference and on ny own behal f, to Her Excellency Ms. Zdenka Kranpl ova,
M ni ster for Foreign Affairs of Slovakia, who will be our first speaker today.
Ms. Kranpl ovd has occupi ed senior positions in her Government. Inter alia,
she has served as Secretary-General of the Governnent of the Slovak Republic
and Secretary-Ceneral of the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs, and she has very
recently been appointed her country's Mnister for Foreign Affairs. That the
M nister for Foreign Affairs felt it useful to come to address the Conference
so soon after taking up her inportant functions, and a few days before the
presi dency of the Conference falls to the Anbassador of Slovakia, is certainly
a sign of the deep interest which her country has in our Conference and in the
mul til ateral approach to disarmanent. | amsure that we shall all be
followi ng her statenent with the greatest of interest.

Apart fromthe Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Slovakia, on the list of
speakers for today | have the representatives of Italy and Mexico. Once we
have reached the end of the list of speakers, it is nmy intention to suspend
this plenary neeting for one hour in order to enable the various groups to

nmeet, and | wish to tell you the rooms in which the groups will be neeting.
The Western G oup will meet in room1, the Goup of 21 here in this room and
the Eastern European Group in roomC. 108. | would nowlike to invite the

M nister for Foreign Affairs of Slovakia, Her Excellency Ms. Kranplova, to
take the floor.

Ms. KRAMPLOVA (Slovakia): It is a great honour for ne to address this
i mportant forumtoday. The Conference on Disarmanent (CD) has many tinmes in
hi story denmonstrated its utility and significance in the field of disarmnent.
The inmportance the Slovak Republic attaches to the Conference on Di sar manent
is underlined by ny first official visit abroad in the position of Mnister
for Foreign Affairs. It is a synbol of the enphasis that nmy country pl aces
on the issues of international security, stability, peace, arns control and
di sarmanent. The history of the last 50 years has unequivocally proved that
the United Nations Organi zati on has been an irreplaceable institution
contributing to the solution of these questions. The Conference on
Di sarmanent and its predecessors that belong to the large United Nations
famly has gained a great reputation by its expertise, perseverance and nainly
by its achi evenents.

Let me recall that today one year has el apsed since the Conference
on Di sarmanent took the decision to expand its nmenbership by 23 countries,
i ncluding the Sl ovak Republic. Therefore, nmy address today is an historic one
as it is for the first tine that a high-level political representative of the
Sl ovak Republic is delivering its views as a full menber. W have accepted
the resolution in the matter of our status within the CD not only with
satisfaction but also with awareness of the related responsibility. W are
convinced that the expansion of the nenbership has been beneficial to the
Conference on Disarmament itself. It has nmeant an increase in its
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representativeness, legitimcy and consequently its credibility in the new
geopolitical environnent. Based on this principle, Slovakia believes that the
Conf erence should be open to all countries wishing to join it.

It is an indisputable fact that the Conference on Di sarmanent has been
strongly interconnected with the devel opment of the international situation
The end of the cold war has brought relief in tension and subsequent
consi derabl e i nprovenent of the international climte. The Conference on
Di sarmanent has found itself in a totally new situation that neither the
Conference itself nor its predecessors had been able to enjoy. It has managed
to make use of the available opportunity. The Conference successfully
el aborated and conpl eted the Cheni cal Wapons Convention (CWC) that entered
into force only a few weeks ago. The Slovak Republic was also a party to the
el aboration of this first international normthat will enable the elimnation
of one whol e category of weapons of nass destruction. The signature of
the CAC in January 1993 was one of the very first acts of the Slovak Republic
in the international conmunity. M country is highly commtted to the
successful operation of the Organization for the Prohibition of Chem ca
Weapons (OPCW. Slovakia has underlined this conmtment by providing
facilities for the training of OPCWinspectors and is prepared to continue
being active in this field. 1t is in our interest that the OPCW be as
effective an organi zation as possible. Therefore, we deemit inevitable that
the nunber of its nenbers be expeditiously increased to the greatest possible
extent.

In the last years the Conference on Di sarmanment has reached anot her
i mportant achievenent in the field of nuclear weapons. The conpletion and
adopti on of the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) neant the fulfilnment of a
nore than 40-year-old dream |Its inportance was confirned by the unequivoca
support it received at the fifty-first session of the United Nations
General Assenbly. W perceive the adoption of the CIBT by the United Nations
General Assenbly as a significant success of the Conference on D sarmanment and
the entire international community. It is a logical and inportant step to
devel op the Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) towards the conmon final goal -
nucl ear disarmanent. W are convinced that accession to the nuclear test ban
isin the interest of all States that support the process of nuclear
di sar manent .

The Sl ovak Republic does not only observe with satisfaction the
process of the form ng of the CTBT verification nechani smand the rel evant
organi zation in Vienna, but it fully participates in these activities through
the chai rmanshi p of the second Preparatory Conm ssion for the CTBTO

I cannot fail to nmention the unlinited extension of the NPT and the
encouraging results of the recent first PrepCom session of the NPT Review
Conf erence schedul ed for the year 2000.

We al so wel cone the encouragi ng statenents by the Presidents of the
United States and the Russian Federation given at their recent neeting in
Hel sinki. The confirnmation of their intention to strengthen stability, arms
control and disarmanent and the intended further reduction of strategic arns
has been wel comed with satisfaction by the whole international comunity.
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VWhile referring to the above-nentioned achi evenents and progress, it
woul d be an omission not to touch upon the effort to strengthen the Biol ogica
Weapons Convention. The discussions of the Ad Hoc Group on the concrete text
of a legally binding verification nmechanismthat are to take place next nonth
here in Geneva can undoubtedly be considered as the end of one stage and the
begi nning of a new, qualitatively higher stage.

The above-nenti oned achi evenents prove that a favourable internationa
political environnment continues to exist. On the one hand this fact is
satisfying, on the other hand, it obliges us to undertake further work and
achi eve further success. However, nowadays the Conference on Di sarnmanent does
not seemto be naking full use of the opportunities offered to it, and
continues to hesitate. It is understandable that after finishing the
i nportant stage of work on the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty, some tine is
needed for analysis, reflection and the defining of new tasks. Nevertheless,
it is highly inportant to maintain the existing nmonentum and to continue its
dynam c devel opnent. The Conference on Di sarmanent has a great role to play
in this process. Its inability to adapt to new tasks and to find effective
solutions could undermine its position in the international nechanismin the
area of arnms control and disarmanent.

We regard it as highly inmportant that the Conference on Di sar manment
shoul d keep on playing an irreplaceable role in solving the nost fundanenta
issues. In the global context we have in nmind threats resulting from
uncontrol l ed proliferation of weapons of mass destruction. Therefore, in the
nucl ear field, the next |ogical assignnment of the Conference on Di sar manent
shoul d be work on the prohibition of the production of fissile materials for
weapons and ot her expl osive devices. The adoption of such a prohibition would
first of all change the de facto noratoria adopted by several nucl ear Powers
to a legally binding obligation. Moreover, it would preclude the illega
proliferation of nuclear weapons and materials. Such a prohibition cannot
fail to satisfy the interests of all countries which are active in this aspect
of the disarmanent process. The door leading to the start of work has been
opened thanks to the CD decision in 1995. The opening of concrete
negoti ati ons has thus becone only a technical question. The Slovak Republic
is prepared to conmence substantive work inmediately.

Nucl ear di sarmanent is only one of the disarmanent issues that mankind
faces in this era. The statistical data on the nunber of victinms of
conventional weapons only confirmthis claim The Conference is the only
mul tilateral body able to effectively negotiate di sarmanment treaties.
Therefore, it nust adopt a very bal anced approach to the conmpl ex set of
di sarmanent and arnms control problens. |Its agenda cannot overl ook the
conventional aspect. This category of weapons includes anti-personne
| andm nes, on which international society has focused its attention in the
second half of this decade. This problemis a very serious and intricate one.
It brings together humanitarian and di sarmanent el enents. It was the fear
engendered by the growi ng humanitarian crises caused by uncontrolled
proliferation of anti-personnel mnes that led the States parties to the
Certain Conventional Wapons Convention (CCW to strengthen its Protocol 11,
which sets the rules in this field. This process nust be acconpanied by a
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coordinated effort aimed at achieving its universality. The Slovak Republic
has been actively involved in these negotiations and at present it is
preparing to ratify the Protocol

However, the strengthening of Protocol Il can neither fully neet the
expectations of the international conmunity nor can it halt or slow down the
escal ation of the humanitarian crisis. Wat are possible solutions then? One
way is to adopt relevant decisions and appropriate measures at the nationa
| evel . Slovakia ranks anong those States that pursue the ultimate elimnation
of anti-personnel mnes. In 1994 ny country adopted an indefinite noratorium
on the inport, export and transfer of all types of this category of weapons.
Let me add that Sl ovakia does not devel op and produce anti-personne
| andm nes

Further answers to ny question depend on the approach taken to the
conpl ex issue of mines. A nunber of countries perceive the problem of
anti-personnel mnes mainly as a serious humanitarian issue. This
under st andi ng of the problemgave rise to the international initiative wdely
known as the Gttawa Process. The Slovak Republic has been actively invol ved
in this process fromits inception and is intent on maintaining an active part
init. The existing humanitarian crisis can only be solved by radical action
that will ban the production, stockpiling, operational use and transfer of
anti-personnel mnes. W support this objective set by the Otawa Process.
The purpose of creating such an international normw |l also be to serve as
a noral and political exanple and incentive for those countries which do not
feel prepared to accede to a conprehensive ban at this stage.

The ot her aspect of this issue is the disarmanent aspect. In the
solution of these questions, the Conference on Di sarmanent has fully proved
itself by its representativeness and credibility. The advantage of the
Conference on Disarmanment is enbodied in the fact that its results have
a gl obal character and are wi dely supported. This balances the relative
sl owness and procedural conplexity of CD work. W therefore regard the
suggestion to open negotiations | eading to an eventual ban on anti-personne
m nes through talks on the prohibition of transfers as very rational

The Sl ovak Republic is prepared to support all forunms and ways that can
contribute to effective resolution of the anti-personnel mnes issue. It is
the principle of conplementarity that |eads us to endorse progress in both the
main foruns - the Otawa Process and the Conference on Di sarmament.

Si nce the beginning of this year the Conference on Di sarmanment has
experienced sonme problens related to its concrete work programe. Let
me express our hope that these difficulties will soon be overcone. The
Conf erence on Di sarmanment cannot waste the opportunities available. The
Sl ovak Republic is ready to contribute to its success. | hope that success
for the Conference on Disarmanent will result fromour common effort and work
W will seek your support especially during the period when Slovakia wll
assune the responsi bl e and honourabl e function of the presidency of the
Conf erence on Disarmanment in a few days
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The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank Her Excellency
M's. Kranplova, Mnister for Foreign Affairs of Slovakia, for her inportant
statement. | now give the floor to the representative of Italy,

Anmbassador Bal boni Acqua.

M. BALBONI ACQUA (Italy): Since this is the first time |l amformally
addressing this assenbly, which, as is so often recalled, is the only

mul tilateral negotiating forumdealing with disarmanment affairs, | wish to
share with you sone thoughts and eval uati ons on the present state of our
activities. First of all, let nme express my congratul ations for the

interesting intervention of the Slovak Foreign M nister, Madam Kranpl ova,
representing a country with which Italy entertains the nost cordial relations.
May | al so address to you Madam Presi dent ny great appreciation for the style
wi th which you have presided over our deliberations and the efforts you have
exerted in acconplishing this difficult task? | would also like to take this
opportunity to thank all those coll eagues who, in recent weeks, have addressed
to me such warm words of welcome, and which | now, in turn, wish to address to
the German Anbassador, Ginther Seibert, who assunmed his new functions in this
post just a few weeks after ne.

For Italy, the issue of disarmanment has al ways been one of absol ute
priority, especially in the aftermath of such historic events as the end of
the cold war, and on the eve of a new nmillennium a new era where the probl ens
of stability and security are destined to assume an ever greater predom nant
signi ficance. The achievenents in this forumin recent years are very wel
known to us all, and of particular inportance are the concl usions of
fundament al negotiations for greater global security, such as the Convention
on the Prohibition of Chem cal Wapons and the Conprehensive Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT). It is therefore understandable that for sonmeone |ike myself,
a newconer to the activities of this Conference, the present stalemate in
our work, notw thstanding the successes already achi eved and the projected
activities generally recognized as urgent, could give rise to sonme deep
perplexities. The Italian Mnister for Foreign Affairs, M. Lanberto Dini,
when taking part in the inaugural debate of the present session, did not fai
to address a fervent appeal to all nenber countries to overcomne ideol ogica
confrontations and other prejudiced attitudes which seemto be the basic
obstacles to fruitful devel opment of our activity. |In fact, it should be
evident that in our forum political realismand a diplomatic approach
constitute the fundanental essence of any aim and, consequently it would be
advi sabl e, albeit w thout denying the full respect of each national position
t hat adequate roombe left for a free conparison of different theses in order
to find a m ni num conmon denomi nator on which the best solution for the
successful attai nnent of our endeavours can be arrived at.

Li nkages and cross-vetoes are not conducive to positive results.
Di al ogue is the essential instrument of our work. This assertion is
el oquently supported by the Wl of saying, quoted in the literary works of
that great statesman and well-known witer nuch appreciated in nmy country,
Léopol d Sédar Senghor, that “quand on conmence par |e dialogue, |I'on aboutit
a une solution”.
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On 5 June, we listened to the inportant intervention by the Foreign
M ni ster of the Russian Federation, Evgeny Prinmakov, and we were able to take
note of his satisfaction at the agreenment reached between the
Russi an Federation and the Atlantic Alliance. This historic docunent has,
very rightly, been recorded as a “Founding Act”. In fact, both the Atlantic
Al liance and the Russian Federation for a long time have been reducing their
respecti ve arsenal s, which were overburdened by the accumul ati on of armanments
in the “arms race” of the |ast decades, and they are now foll owi ng the reverse
path on which nucl ear strategy was built. W have gone from coexi stence to
cooperation and partial integration, adhering to those far-sighted
perspectives so well expressed by Abraham Lincoln at the end of the Anerican
Civil War: “Grudge for nobody, generosity for everybody”. Peace in our world
is now, more and nore, entrusted to conplex structures, one of which is the
solid understanding just attained and codified between the Atlantic Alliance
and the Russian Federation. Nevertheless, taking advantage of the said
achi evenents, we nust not overl ook the sources of persistent tension in
ot her geographi cal areas.

Italy takes its place, wi thout any hesitation whatsoever, anong the
countries who support the process of nuclear disarmament with is final goa
of achieving the conplete elimnation of all such armanents. W already
undertook steps in that direction in the past, assum ng our ful
responsi bility, and we understand the inpatient expectations of some countries
in this forumfor concrete progress on that path. Nevertheless, we are
convinced that no positive results can be attained just through declaratory
good intentions and take-it-or-leave-it attitudes. This is why - and I am
referring to the words of the Italian Mnister for Foreign Affairs,
Lanberto Dini - we urge everyone to be specific and to enbark on negoti ations
for which we feel, along with others, that the time is nowripe. | am
referring to a convention banning the production of fissile material for
nucl ear weapons or other nucl ear explosive devices (“cut-off”) and to the

resunption of negotiations in this field. It is inconceivable to permt
fissile materials to be manufactured while nuclear tests are being banned and
existing fissile material is being destroyed. It would be an historica

contradiction! But “cut-off” is only the first of a series of neasures set
out in the “Principles and objectives” docunment agreed on at the Review and
Ext ensi on Conference of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT). 1In the
view of the Italian Government this docunent is itself a plan of action for
nucl ear di sarmanent over the next few years. Some of the nobst pronising goals
that still lie ahead are the follow ng: consolidating and extending the
denucl eari zed zones, especially in areas of tension; strengthening negative
and positive security assurances to benefit States that fully conply with the
provisions of the Non-Proliferation Treaty; extending and enhancing the
International Atom c Energy Agency (| AEA) safeguards in order to detect

and prevent nore effectively any possible undecl ared nuclear activity.

Anot her indi sputabl e objective of the action of the Conference concerns

conventional disarmanent. |In this regard, the initiative for the prohibition
of anti-personnel |andm nes has acquired, in these |ast nonths, due also to
the inpetus of the Ottawa exercise, an eloquent neaning. Italy, which intends

to give the Gttawa exercise its full support, taking due account of its
humani tari an val ue, cannot, at the sane tine, overlook the opportunity of
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political solutions to be negotiated in this forum which should not exclude a
gradual and gl obal inplenentation of certain principles already accepted in
sel ected and advanced groups of countries. That is what we nean by
conplenentarity between the two processes in question

The undeni able inplications of a strategic and nilitary character
and the connected exigencies for security, anply justify the urgency for
the direct involvenment of the Conference in the debate on the ban on
anti-personnel landnmines. |In this connection, | ampleased to informthis
assenbly that, on the occasion of the neeting of the Italian Council of
M nisters on 13 June, mnmy Covernnent decided to renounce the operational use of
anti-personnel | andm nes. This neasure reinforces the one previously taken
concerning the prohibition of production and export of these devices and the
procedures for their destruction. | have asked the secretariat of the
Conference on Di sarmanment to kindly issue this decision as an officia
docunent of the Conference for distribution to nenber States. Wth this
further unilateral step towards the banning of these devices, Italy intends to
reaffirmits commtment to the achievenent of a legally binding internationa
agreenent banning anti-personnel landmnes. Italy will therefore be present
at the Brussels Conference of 24-27 June as a fully-fledged participant.

On this occasion, | would also like to say a few words on the subject of
the rules of procedure of this Conference. | have noted sone perplexities on
the effectiveness of these rules, which at tinmes seemto create obstacles
instead of facilitating our work. The rules of 7 Septenber 1994 nention, in
annex |, the presence of 38 nenber States, whereas today the menber States
are nearly double that number, and we are all aware that nore than 20 other
countries are awaiting their adm ssion, for which Italy has often reiterated

its support. | am persuaded that the uneasi ness which we perceive in the
progress of our activity should be seen as the consequence of an increasing
desire for a better quality and a greater useful ness of our debate. 1In other

words, a nore profitable and efficient progress of our work. W would
therefore be inclined to reconsider this subject, together with all other

i nterested del egations. The interna corporis are essential conponents of the
concept of denpcracy and sovereignty in any assenbly. They give the measure
of its independence in the managenent of its activity and they are val uabl e
only if they concur with the expression, internally and externally, of its
deci si on- maki ng effectiveness.

Italy, as one of its founding nmenbers, |ooks on the activities of this
Conference with great hope and confidence. Nevertheless, nmy Governnment will
not accept indefinitely the perpetuation of unproductive stalemates. W need
to reinstate the negotiating process which should realistically take account
of the limts of our action. This is the approach which has enabled us to
reach inportant results in even nore difficult political situations.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank the representative
of Italy, Anbassador Bal boni Acqua, for his statenent and the kinds words
addressed to the Chair. | give the floor to the representative of Mexico,

Anbassador de |caza.
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M. de | CAZA (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): At the |ast plenary
meeting of this Conference, on 12 June, a group of delegations tried to inpose
a deci si on whereby the Conference on Di sarmament woul d deal with the subject
of anti-personnel |andm nes and would even hold consul tations on a negoti ating
mandate in the Conference, despite the fact that in the informal consultations

it had becone clear that there was no consensus for such a proposal. The
del egati on of Mexico opposed this attenpt. This opposition was m srepresented
in sonme cases and misconstrued in others. | amtaking the floor today in the

hope of fully clarifying our position.

The untruth that Mexico does not wish to have a ban on m nes has been

spread in bad faith. 1In Septenber 1995, at the comrencenent of the Conference
held in Vienna to review the 1980 Convention on Prohibitions or Restrictions
on the Use of Conventional Wapons, | said (you will forgive me for quoting

mysel f) that Mexico's basic position has been that the final solution is to
secure a conpl ete ban on the use, devel opnent, production, storage and
transfer of mnes. Any prohibition or restriction of |esser scope would not
provi de any solution to the problem of those weapons, which are fundanentally
i ndi scrimnate and shoul d be banned once and for all.

In October 1996, Mexico participated in the International Strategy
Conference held in the city of Otawa, and signed the declaration entitled
“Towards a gl obal ban on anti-personnel mnes”. Mexico is participating in
and pronoting the Ottawa Process to conclude before the end of this year a
bi ndi ng i nternational agreement to ban anti-personnel |andm nes. Next week
Mexico will be participating in the Brussels conference, an inportant phase in
this process which will give countries an opportunity to commt thenmselves to
a total ban on anti-personnel |andm nes. Mexico will be anmpongst those that
enter into this comrtnent. |In addition, on 17 February this year, the
Government of Mexico issued a declaration of principles on the production
export and use of anti-personnel |landnmnes. | wll quote the principa
par agr aphs of that declaration.

“The Government of Mexico considers that the use of this type of
weapon constitutes a flagrant violation of international humanitarian
| aw and that the only real solution to the problens that it poses is
the total abolition of anti-personnel |andm nes and the destruction of
exi sting stockpiles.

“The Government of Mexico does not produce or inport
anti-personnel |andnm nes and maintains strict and constant surveill ance
of Mexican firms or conpani es which use explosive material and does not
grant any pernmits for the production of anti-personnel |andm nes.

“Mexico is anpbng the countries which endorsed the need to nake
progress as fast as possible towards the prohibition of such weapons in
all its aspects, and accordingly it calls upon Governnents to accede to
and/or ratify, as the case may be, the 1980 United Nations Convention on
Prohi bitions or Restrictions on the Use of Certain Conventional Wapons
Whi ch May be Deenmed Excessively Injurious or to Have |ndiscrimnate
Ef fects, and its Protocol s”.
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The thrust of this declaration was nade known to the Conference in the
statenment | delivered on 6 March this year

Lastly, just a fortnight ago in the plenary of 5 June, the G oup of 21
to which Mexico has the honour to bel ong, proposed a programe of work, the
second paragraph of which suggested the appoi ntnent of a special coordinator
to collect the views of the nenbers of the Conference on agenda item 6,

“Conmpr ehensi ve programme of disarmanent”, with special reference to the

subj ect of anti-personnel |andm nes. W could hardly have submtted this
proposal if, on our part, there had been total rejection of the idea of
consultations on the subject. So | think there is no doubt about our
position. W suspect that it is distorted by those who do not share it, those
who oppose a total ban on anti-personnel |andmnes. |In ny statenment of

6 March | made it perfectly clear that Mexico is not convinced that the
Conference on Di sarmanment is the appropriate forumfor concluding as soon as
possi bl e negotiations on an agreenment to ban the use, stockpiling, production
and transfer of anti-personnel |andmines, in response to the United Nations
General Assenbly's appeal to all States in resolution 51/45 S, which Mexico of
course co-sponsored, and which did not ask this Conference to undertake such
negoti ati ons.

The reasons for our doubts are few in nunber but conclusive. First
of all, restrictions or prohibitions on conventional weapons which are
excessively injurious or have indiscrimnate effects belong to the field
of international humanitarian |aw in general and to the sphere of the 1980
Convention in particular. Open-ended processes are characteristic of the
reaf firmati on and devel opnent of international humanitarian |law. The Otawa
Process is one of these processes, and the nost appropriate for attaining the
obj ective we have set ourselves. Secondly, the Conference on Di sarmanment has
other priorities, and other objectives. The priorities in the field of
di sarmanent are weapons of mass destruction, beginning with nucl ear weapons,
and the reduction of conventional forces and weapons so that their excessive
accunul ation will not endanger security and international peace. Thirdly,
even all owi ng, though not conceding, that issues of international humanitarian
| aw shoul d be negotiated in the Conference on Di sarmanment, our nethods of work
do not guarantee that we will attain the aimof totally abolishing
anti-personnel landnmines with the speed required by international public
opi ni on because nore than 25,000 i nnocent people are falling victimto these
i ndi scrim nate weapons each year

Certainly we would not oppose consultations being held with a view
to seeing whether there is consensus about a nmandate to ban anti-personne
| andm nes through a legally binding agreenment. This would not inply that the
Conf erence has decided to hold negotiations on anti-personnel |andm nes, stil
less that it has decided to establish an institutional arrangement to commence
negoti ati ons on any aspect of the mnes problem It would nerely mean that
consul tations would be held on the possibility of reaching agreenent on a
mandate that, for Mexico, could only relate to a total and i medi ate ban on
m nes. Nor would these consultations nean that the Conference has agreed that
subj ects belonging to the humanitarian sphere fall in its purview, still |ess
that only those subjects should be worked on in this sole multilatera
negoti ati ng forum for disarnmanent.
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Let us renenber that, while in the field of disarmanment we start from
the supposition that peace nust be preserved, in the humanitari an sphere we
work with the reality that arned conflicts do exist. Let us also renmenber
that negotiations in the field of disarmanent call for the requirenments of the
security of States to be bal anced agai nst the need to preserve internationa
security, whereas negotiations in the humanitarian sphere require the mlitary
need to neutralize the eneny to be balanced with the need to protect
non-conbatants. Finally, let us remenber that in the area of disarmanent our
aimis to elinmnate weapons of mass destruction and reduce conventional forces
and weapons, and that in the humanitarian sphere we are pursuing the goal of
ensuring that human rights prevail, even in the context of arnmed conflict.

We are certainly concerned about a school of opinion according to which
the end of the cold war has reduced the urgency of and need for efforts to
bri ng about disarmanent and in particular to ban nucl ear weapons, and that the
i nternational comunity should change its priorities on the subject. W do
not share that view. It is not shared by the International Court of Justice,
which on 8 July last affirmed the exi stence of an obligation to negotiate and
bring to a concl usion negotiations on nuclear disarmanment, and that this is
an obligation for all States. |If we succeed in reaching agreenent to hold
consul tations on a negotiating mandate in the Conference on Di sarmanent for
the total and inmedi ate prohibition of mnes, we nust sinmultaneously intensify
our efforts to establish a progranmme of work and negotiating mechani snms on the
subjects that really do belong on the agenda of the Conference. Last week the
del egati on of Mexico, on behalf of 26 delegations, submtted a draft nmandate
for an ad hoc conmittee on nuclear disarmanent. We would |like this proposa
to be considered seriously by the Conference.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Mexi co, Anbassador de lcaza, for his statenent. | have no nore speakers on
today's list. Are there any other del egations which would Iike to take the
floor at this stage? None do. As | indicated at the beginning of this
meeting, | amgoing to suspend the plenary for one hour so that the various
groups can neet. | would |like to invite the four coordinators to neet nme in
the Salon frangcais at 12.15 p. m

The neeting was suspended at 11.05 a.m and resuned at 1.05 p. m

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): The 768th plenary neeting of
t he Conference on Di sarmanent i s resuned.

As you know, | had suspended the plenary this morning in order to allow
for consultations within the various groups. | have just held a session of
Presidential consultations with the four coordi nators concerning the draft
deci sion on the appointnment of a special coordinator on anti-personne
| andmi nes, on the basis of the document of 22 May. It has energed fromthese
consul tations that several delegations, in the various groups, have asked for
time to consult their capitals and obtain instructions on this new draft
decision. | shall keep the next President abreast of the situation

Australia is asking for the floor. You have the floor, Sir.
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M. CAMPBELL (Australia): | amsorry to take the floor as you are about
to close the session, Madam but before you do, I think it is inmportant that
we take one decision, and that is this: | would like to table a forma

proposal on the question of the appointment of a special coordinator for

| andm nes, which | understand has been the subject of these inform
consultations. | shall give the text of the proposal to M. Bensnmail and
woul d ask that it be circulated as an official document of the CD. As that
will take sonme tinme, perhaps |I should take a noment just to briefly read out
that proposal so it is clear to all what it is that | amputting forward. The
proposal is:

“Draft decision

“Wthout prejudice to, and within the context of, its urgent
ongoi ng efforts to establish a programme of work for its 1997 session
and to set up nechani sns, as appropriate, for other agenda itens of the
Conference, and in order to facilitate these efforts, the Conference on
Di sar manent deci des:

“1. To appoi nt a special coordinator to conduct consultations on a
possi bl e mandate on the question of anti-personnel |andm nes under
agenda item 6

“2. The special coordinator shall take into consideration all relevant
proposal s and vi ews, present and future.

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

The Australian del egation would hope that you woul d take the earliest possible
opportunity to have the Conference pronounce on this proposal

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank the Anbassador of
Australia for this proposal. The secretariat has taken due note of the
proposal and will do everything necessary to ensure that this draft decision
can be distributed as rapidly as possible. | give the floor to the Amrbassador

of the Islamc Republic of Iran

M. NASSERI (Islamc Republic of Iran): | have to apol ogize. | know
the hour is late, and you are about to close the neeting. Nevertheless, based
on the informati on we have received as far as yesterday's Presidentia
consul tations are concerned, the President apparently intended to hold
i nformal Presidential consultations to discuss all proposals. | am not
certain whether that is sonething still being considered or whether we wll
have those informal consultations between now and next week. It was suggested
to start themthis afternoon - or shall we just wait for instructions? | know
the situation is frustrating, but nevertheless ny del egati on believes that
we must continue consultations in a manner in which we will be kept aware
of any devel opnents that may take place. Oherwise, we will just be in a
wai t - and-see situation until next week, which may not be the nost appropriate
way to proceed.
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M. de | CAZA (Mexico) (translated from Spanish): Just to put on record
that, as | announced in ny statenment today, my del egation would accept the
decision in the ternms that have just been read out by the representative of
Australia.

The PRESIDENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Mexi co.

I would Iike to answer the question raised by the representative of
Iran. Open-ended infornmal consultations were being considered, but the
Presidential consultations that | held at 12.30 unfortunately did not lead to
agreenent anong all the groups to hold these unofficial open-ended
consultations. One group felt that, as the consultations were to allow us to
take into consideration all the drafts before the Conference, including the
new draft decision circulated this nmorning, it could not agree that open-ended
unofficial consultations could be held under the circunstances.

I am now coming to the end of ny termas President of the Conference on
Di sarmanent. When | took on these functions | was aware of the immensity and
the conplexity of the task on which | was enbarking with apprehension, but
also with the profound feeling that we were all determ ned to spare no effort
to energe fromthe deadl ock. The difficulties we had encountered in draw ng
up the agenda of the Conference at the begi nning of our session certainly gave
us grounds for thinking that agreenent on a bal anced programe of work giving
equal prominence to the interests, concerns and priorities of everyone would
be difficult. However, all the praisewrthy efforts of my two predecessors to
this end were unsuccessful. | nyself nmade a nodest attenpt to find ways and
means to bring the Conference out of the current deadl ock, and to ensure that
we could finally get down to our substantive work. Unfortunately all attenpts
to open the way to wisdomand to create the conditions for a bal anced and
measur ed approach to our programe of work have thus far proved fruitless.
At times we thought that we could blane our difficulties on the rigidities
of the Conference and what was deened to be the untransparent process of
consul tations anmong the various groups in the Conference. But we nust
acknowl edge that neither the open-ended informal consultations nor the
di scussions in plenary have brought any nore clarity or transparency to our
di scussi ons, and have sonetines even contributed to making positions nore
rigid. | will therefore not surprise anybody when | say that it is not so
much our established working nethods and procedures which hinder progress, but
rat her the persistence of fundanmental differences concerning the priorities
attached by the different parties to the items on the agenda of the
Conference, even in a context which is at last free of the influence
of the cold war.

Before I conclude, | would like to express my gratitude to all of you
for your encouragenent and your support. My thanks go, in particular, to the
coordi nators of the groups and the representative of China for the cooperation
they have displayed during ny term M task was greatly facilitated by the
entire team of the secretariat of the Conference and the interpreters, under
the authority of our Secretary-Ceneral, M. Madinr Petrovsky, and |I would
like to pay tribute to themfor their devotion and efficiency. The assistance
of the Deputy Secretary-General of the Conference, M. Abdel kader Bensmail
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(The President)

has been very valuable to ne. | have been able to appreciate his competence,
his integrity, his deep know edge of issues and procedures and his unlimted
readi ness to help. My these words serve to reflect the extent of ny
gratitude.

It remains for me only to wi sh ny successor in this post,
Anbassador Maria Krasnohorské, nuch success and to promise her my full
cooperation in her task.

The next plenary neeting of the Conference will take place on
Thur sday, 26 June at 10 a.m Before |I adjourn the neeting I would like to
informyou that the Goup of 21 will be nmeeting in this roomat 3.30 p.m with
interpretation.

The neeting rose at 1.20 p. m




