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The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | declare open the 799th
pl enary neeting of the Conference on Di sarnmanment.

As you know, the representative of South Africa, Anmbassador Selebi, is
about to | eave his post in Geneva, as he has been appointed Director-Genera
of the Departnent of Foreign Affairs in Pretoria. During the three years he
has spent in Geneva, we have been able to appreciate his talents as a skilled
di pl omat, his energy and the authority with which he has upheld the positions
of his Governnment. On behalf of the Conference and on my own behalf, | would
ask his delegation to be so kind as to comrunicate to himand his famly our
best wi shes for personal happiness and success in his new job.

I have on ny |ist of speakers for today the representatives of Brazil
Canada, Egypt and the United States of Anmerica, as well as the Special
Coordi nator on anti-personnel |andm nes, Anbassador Canpbell of Australia, the
Speci al Coordi nator on transparency in armanents, M. Gecu of Romania, and
the Special Coordi nator on expansion of the nmenbership of the Conference
Anmbassador Hofer of Switzerland. Before | give the floor to the first
speaker, | would like to make a few introductory remarks

Assum ng the presidency of the Conference on Di sarmanent as the
representative of Ukraine for the first tinme, | should like first of all to
pay tribute to this unique nultilateral negotiating body, which has
contributed so nuch to the cause of disarmanent and strengthening
international security, especially during the last few years.

My predecessors in this function, Anbassador Norberg of Sweden
Ambassador Hofer of Switzerland, M. Al-Hussam of Syria and Amnbassador Sungar
of Turkey, deserve our gratitude and appreciation for their tireless efforts
aimed at allowing the CD to carry out substantive work this year, pursuant to
decision CD/1501. | feel nyself also indebted to the Secretary-General of the
Conference, M. Petrovsky, the Deputy Secretary-General, M. Bensmil, and the
secretariat for the invaluable support and encouragenent they provide to the
presi dency.

Fromits early existence as an i ndependent State, Ukraine was and still
is deeply involved in disarmanent and arms control issues, as exenplified by
adherence to START-1 and the NPT, which has culmnated in the conplete
elimnation of the third | argest nuclear arsenal in the world. Wth this
wel | - known record in nuclear as well as conventional disarmnent, two years
ago we became a fully-fledged nenber of the CD. To be a nenber of the CD
means for us maintaining the authority and rel evance of this unique
mul tilateral disarmanent body. Each and every menber of the Conference should
take care that the CD serves its purpose and neets the aspirations of the
peopl es for peace and a nore secure world. As CD President, | will do ny best
to acconmpdate the national positions of various delegations while
i mpl ementing decision CD/1501. M imedi ate predecessor, Anmbassador Sungar of
Tur key, has already conmpleted the first skillfully crafted round of
consultations on agenda item1l. It appears evident that the Conference needs
to build on the results achieved during his presidency and seek ways and neans
to nmove this process ahead
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At this stage the President would appreciate any new i deas as to how to
find a bal anced, nmutually beneficial approach to item 1 which takes into
account the concerns of all. Personally, | am convinced that agai nst the
background of current international devel opnents, the Conference cannot afford
to end this session w thout taking concrete action under agenda item 1, on
cessation of the arms race and nucl ear disarmanment.

The activities of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on negative security assurances,
the only subsidiary body with a negotiati ng mandate, chaired by
Anmbassador de |lcaza of Mexico, are a matter of hope and inspiration for
the President. W also |look forward to fruitful and cl ose cooperation
with the Special Coordinators, Anmbassador John Canpbell of Australi a,
Anmbassador Pal i hakkara of Sri Lanka, M nister G ecu of Romani a,
Anmbassador |1l anes of Chile, Anbassador Naray of Hungary, Anbassador Hofer
of Switzerland, who are in the process of inplementation of their respective
mandat es. The President remains confident that the current efforts on
anti - personnel | andni nes, transparency in armanents and outer space wll
soon result in the establishnment within the CD of appropriate nechanisns with
negoti ati ng mandat es.

We are aware of the role and the responsibility of the presidency. In
this capacity | am supposed to take into account and to reflect the opinions
of all del egations, maintain the bal ance between different agenda itens, so
that a | ack of progress on one particular issue will not result in a stalemte
in another one. At the same tinme, each CD President inevitably brings with
hi m new energy, desire and hope to push ahead the work of our Conference. To
al | ow success in acconmplishing this task I am | ooking for support from and

cooperation with all delegations. | would endorse Ambassador Norberg's words
that the President is not a magician but a facilitator of CD work. Having
said this, | appeal to delegations to show the utnost flexibility to enable

the Conference to nove along the road towards further achievenents in gl obal
di sar manment and arns contr ol

I now give the floor to the representative of Brazil, Anbassador Lafer

M. LAFER (Brazil): M. President, may | take this opportunity to
extend to you warm congratul ati ons on your assunption of the presidency of the
Conference on Disarmanment? Your skill and tact, coupled w th Ukraine' s unique
experience in nuclear disarmanment, to which you have made such a significant
reference in your opening statement, are inportant assets for the Conference
in these trying tinmes. Be assured of nmy own and of the Brazilian delegation's
full cooperation and support in your endeavours. And | also associate the
Brazilian del egation with the warm words that you have, in the nane of the
Conference, addressed to Anmbassador Selebi, who is |leaving us to take further
responsibilities in his own country.

| al so express recognition and warm thanks to your predecessor,
Ambassador Murat Sungar of Turkey, for discharging his responsibilities with
even- handedness and steadfast resolve. It was for ne, personally, a rewarding
experience to interact with himas G 21 Coordinator during his presidency.
Under his presidency, the CD started to inplenent the programme of work |aid
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out in document CD/ 1501, thereby undertaking its first substantive work

since 1996. The various consultations held by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc
Comrittee on negative security assurances, as well as by the Specia

Coordi nators on outer space, anti-personnel |andnm nes and transparency in
armanents, will hopefully provide a basis for actual negotiations to begin in
the near future. Holding discussions on the agenda, expansion and inproved
and effective functioning of the Conference should also help in reaching a
common and nore updated approach to these pressing questions.

There is no doubt as to the inportance of the areas nentioned above, and
any positive developnent in their treatnent by the Conference is to be
wel coned. It goes without saying, however, that agenda item 1, “Cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nucl ear disarmanent”, remains the highest priority
for the international community and for the vast mgjority of the nenbers of
this Conference, not least for Brazil. The presidency's consultations
pursuant to docunment CD/ 1500 should therefore continue unabated.

In this respect, we took particular note of Anmbassador Sungar's
prelimnary findings, as reported by himat our |ast plenary meeting, on
18 June. Although he felt he was not in a position to make recomendati ons at
this tine, it is clear that the qualitatively new situation created by events
outside the CD only point to the urgency of bringing the presidency's
consultations to good termas soon as possible. This is underlined by his
enphasis on “the need for the Conference to devel op, w thout delay, consensus
on an appropriate nechani smor nechanisns to deal with this itemin all its
aspects”, as well as his expressed belief that “recent events have clearly
shown that the entire nuclear disarmanent cause must be revived both in pace
and scope to match the newly denonstrated urgency”. W agree with these
assessments, and al so hope the CDwill be in a position to take action on
agenda item1l in the third part of its 1998 session, as expressed in the
report.

There is certainly no | ack of proposals to that effect, and I nyself, as
the then Coordi nator of the G oup of 21, recalled to this plenary on 11 June
those put forward by nenbers of the Goup in the past two years and published
in specific CD docunents. The range of views on the scope and nmandate of an
ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmanent, as reflected in these proposals,
shows the length to which many in our Group have gone in attenpting to take
into account various alleged difficulties. Regrettably, though, reasonable
opportunities, as recently as during the first part of this year's session,
were | ost as obstacles continued to be interposed. But we take heed of the

fact that, as in all issues of a political nature, this one is also subject to
the evolution of perception and opinion. |f there ever was a solid reason for
such obtuse opposition, the | east we can expect is its re-exam nation in the
light of the recent monmentous international devel opnents. If | were in ny
sem nar at the University of Sdo Paulo, | would say that this is an exanpl e of
what the CGerman phenonenol ogi sts would call “an intentional audacity of

consci ousness”, and this is what | have tried to convey in the word “obtuse”.
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The nucl ear tests conducted by India and by Pakistan in the past nonth
of May indeed mark a mmjor international crisis of the post-cold-war era
They put in question the international nuclear non-proliferation regine,
creating a situation that poses a real challenge to it.

For may years after the entry into force of the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nucl ear Wapons, several countries renmined outside its
purview, unwilling to forgo the options that joining it would have inplied
Despite strong vocal opposition, particularly with regard to the dua
categories of States the Treaty recogni zes, the NPT regi ne was not, at |east
publicly, defied by concrete action that denied its central tenets.

The end of the cold war saw a gradual tendency towards much w der
acceptance of the NPT reginme, although not of its inherent asymretry. In
various regions of the world, and for different reasons, recalcitrant
countries, including two nucl ear-weapon States, decided either to join the
regime or to abide by its non-proliferation norms. This trend, coupled with
the 1995 decision to extend the Treaty for an indefinite period of tinme, gave
many the sense that the NPT regi ne had, despite its shortcom ngs, in fact
become the world's generally accepted non-proliferation paradi gm

But this general falling into line apparently |led sonme countries to
overl ook, or to choose to ignore, certain disturbing facts. One was
that despite this trend and repeated exhortations by many, three
nucl ear - weapons- capabl e countries remai ned outside the regime, which they
obvi ously saw as inconpatible with their own security needs and perceptions.
Anot her was that concrete nmeasures towards nucl ear di sarmanent on the part of
nucl ear - weapon States, an obligation and stated goal of the NPT itself, fel
woeful |y short of expectations. This becane increasingly apparent as the cold
war waned and yet possessor States hesitated to truly commt thenselves to the
el i m nati on of nucl ear arsenals.

Through the chall enge they pose to the regime, the nuclear tests
conducted by India and by Paki stan expose, perhaps as never before, its
contradictions and limtations, thus creating concerns as to its
continued efficacy. They also have inplications for concepts such as
nucl ear - weapon-free zones and their related negative security assurances.

Anot her consequence of the tests is to elevate to a higher international plane
what is essentially a regional conflict, raising the stakes for its solution.
Moreover, by entailing a review of the security and strategic cal cul us of many
countries, the tests may increase the hazard of further proliferation,
particularly in regions already beset by tensions and ambiguities. That is
why the current situation corresponds to an international crisis of |arge
proportions, one that dermands firm and reasoned action on nore than one front
if the response is to be effective. Just as it presents new risks, this
situation can al so provide the international comrunity with an unprecedented
opportunity.

Nucl ear tests are invariably disquieting and depl orable events, and
those conducted by India and by Pakistan are no exception. In various
statenents issued in the wake of such tests, the Brazilian Governnent, anong
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ot her points, nade clear its deep consternation and preoccupation with their
consequences for the nuclear non-proliferation reginme; urged India and

Paki stan to adhere to the CTBT and appealed for restraint in view of the risk
of a nuclear-arnms race in the region.

In a world struggling to shake off the nuclear |egacy of the cold war,
nucl ear tests are indeed perceived as sending the wong signal. The
i nternational conmmunity as a whole is rightly concerned with the consequences
of such acts for worldwi de efforts in the field of nuclear disarmnment and
non-proliferation, as well as for regional stability in a context of deeply
rooted conflict. The unequivocal and unani nmous manifestation on the part of
the Security Council by means of resolution 1172 reflects this genera
awar eness of the dangers of nuclear proliferation for global and regional
security and sets the direction to be followed in a nunber of areas. Although
much is expected of India and Pakistan, other concerned countries and the
i nternational community have a role to play as well

In this regard, certain recent devel opnents are to be wel coned, such as
the noratoria on nuclear tests announced by India and by Pakistan, as well as
the positive indications regarding renewed wi llingness for dial ogue between
them on outstanding issues. But in the current circunstances, both countries
must do nore in order to hel p defuse global and regional tensions generated by
the tests. Unconditional adherence to the CIBT is a step that should be taken
i medi ately. So should neasures to stop any nucl ear-weapon devel opnment
progranmme; to refrain from weaponi zing the recently denonstrated nucl ear
capability, including by neans of ballistic mssiles; to cease production of
fissile material for nuclear weapons; and to undertake conmitnments to prevent
the export of equipment, materials and technology that could contribute to
nucl ear proliferation.

Brazil is of course aware of the difficulties that |lie ahead. W are
neverthel ess determned to add our efforts in order to help overcone themin a
constructive and bal anced fashion. It is in this spirit that the Mnister of
External Relations of Brazil, Luiz Felipe Lanpreia, recently accepted an
invitation to participate, along with his counterparts from Argentina, China,
the Philippines, South Africa and Ukraine, in a neeting on 12 June in London
with the Mnisters of the “Goup of Eight” industrialized nations, where views
wer e exchanged on possi bl e coordination and foll ow up action.

In this context, the experience of countries that have found workabl e
ways to definitively rid themselves of nucl ear weapons or to step back from
the brink can be relevant. W are, together with Argentina, ready to share
our own bilateral process of confidence-building and cooperation in the
nucl ear field, as both countries already indicated in a joint statenent to the
| AEA Board of Governors on 9 June. While this experience is not automatically
transferable, in view of each particular historical background and the ways in
whi ch the end of the cold war affected different regions, it nonethel ess
provides a practical precedent that can hopefully inspire a reversal of the
current tense situation.
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It is to us self-evident that nuclear non-proliferation cannot be
effectively pronoted if nuclear disarmanent is not. |In this respect, it is
clear that the nucl ear-weapon States must take neasures to translate into rea
action the determ nation with which they recently stated they intended to
fulfil their conmtments under article VI of the NPT. It is indeed tine for
these States to match their words with deeds.

A number of concrete suggestions to that effect have been put forward in
the joint declaration by the Mnisters for Foreign Affairs of Brazil, Egypt,
Irel and, Mexico, New Zeal and, Slovenia, South Africa and Sweden issued
on 9 June and read out to this Conference by Anbassador Lars Norberg of Sweden
at the 11 June plenary neeting. The declaration fully takes into account
recent events and refers not only to the nucl ear-weapon States but also to
nucl ear - weapons- capabl e States. O course, the nost fundanental step in that
regard should be a clear commtnment to the speedy, final and total elimnation
of nucl ear weapons, a point in which there should be no reason for reluctance.
Nor should there be any in the case of other proposed practical steps, such as
de-al erting and deactivating nucl ear weapons, thus considerably del aying
l aunching tinme and reduci ng the chance that these weapons woul d ever be used,

i nadvertently or otherwi se. Non-strategic nuclear weapons should al so be
removed from depl oyed sites. Measures such as these, along with progress on

| egal Iy binding agreenents on no first use and on negative security assurances
to non-nucl ear-weapon States, would not only reassure the internationa
community but also actually strengthen the non-proliferation regime by show ng
real movenment towards the goal of conplete nuclear disarmnent.

These proposal s and suggestions are not to belittle the inportant
reductions in nuclear arsenals that are taking place in the START process,
whi ch, for their part, are duly recognized and encouraged in the declaration.
But the difficulties and linmtations of START are all too clear and present to
be dism ssed. The still pending ratification of START-11 by the Russian Duma
is a constant rem nder of how the process is subject to political constraints
and susceptibilities, particularly in the context of the expansion of a
nucl ear - capabl e NATO. Al t hough the vaunted START-I111 promi ses to bring down
arsenals to 2,000-2,500 depl oyed nucl ear war heads by 2008, negotiations are
yet to begin, and the absurd cold war |evels of accunulation should not
m sl ead us into thinking that such figures are actually low. Moreover, those
with | esser arsenals should be brought into the process and nmeke correspondi ng
reductions.

In any case, we nust not |ose sight of the need for the nunerical
reduction of nucl ear weapons to be clearly inserted in a phased programe for
their conplete elimnation, and acconpani ed by a correspondi ng deval uati on of
their inportance in mlitary nuclear doctrines. Keeping “launch on warning”
postures, devel opi ng new concepts such as a cal cul ated anbiguity for using
nucl ear weapons agai nst perceived non-nucl ear threats, or justifying a nuclear
deterrent to counter terrorists only help maintain a self-sustaining
requi rement for such weapons.

The current international situation, in which the fragility of the
non-proliferation paradi gm has been exposed, allows for different responses on
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many fronts. The CD has yet to give its own response, which, in view of the
very nature of this forum should start with the i medi ate establishment of an
ad hoc conmittee on agenda item 1, where nucl ear disarmanent and rel ated

i ssues, such as a convention banning the production of fissile materials for
nucl ear - weapons purposes, can be properly addressed and negotiated. Sinply
allowing the Conference to take up its rightful responsibilities on these
guestions woul d al ready be a great step forward, one whose tineliness the
critical juncture we find ourselves in vividly underscores. This is what is
now expected of all States possessing nucl ear weapons or having such a
capability, and it remains no | ess so of those where nucl ear weapons
originated or first, historically, proliferated

Thi s appeal may sound famliar. It has, after all, echoed in this hal
for decades, reiterating it nowis, however, by no neans perfunctory. The
current international circunstances warrant, in our view, its exam nation in a

whol e new light. Let us take this opportunity, lest we run the risk, as the
great British statesman Benjam n Disraeli once observed, of noralizing anong
ruins.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Brazil for his statenment and for the kind words addressed to ny country and to
the Chair. | now call on the representative of Canada, Anbassador Moher.

M. MOHER (Canada): M. President, first of all, I would |like, as you
woul d fully expect, to congratul ate you on beconi ng our President and,
certainly, | pledge the support of Canada and the cooperation of our
del egation. | would also like to recognize and praise the contribution of
your predecessor, Anmbassador Sungar of Turkey, who, | think, had a true

baptismof fire in the waters of the CD and cane through it very well.

Canada would also like to join in the very positive endorsenent and
respect that you expressed for Anbassador Jacob Sel ebi of South Africa.
Certainly, Anbassador Sel ebi, through his work in this room and el sewhere,
earned the full and conplete respect and appreciation of the Governnent of
Canada, and it is with great regret that we see himleave Geneva

As we approach the end of the second part of the 1998 session of the CD
there are four challenges that Canada wi shes to highlight. |In doing so we can
be reasonably brief given our earlier statements on four occasions in this
pl enary.

Turning first to nuclear disarmanent, Canada set out its perspective on
this critical subject in its 22 January statenent, including its proposal for
appropriate action in this body. The latter was sunmarized in docunent
CD/ 1486 of 21 January. We nmmintain that perspective and we maintain that
proposal. Essentially, we consider that nuclear disarmanent does remain
primarily the responsibility of the five nucl ear-weapon States, all of which
comritted thensel ves at the 1995 NPT Revi ew and Extension Conference to “the
determ ned pursuit ... of systematic and progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear
weapons globally, with the ultinmte goal of elim nating those weapons ”
Thus, Canada has supported the START process, calling for the early
ratification of START Il and the beginning of START Ill negotiations, and has
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called for the early broadening of this process to include the other three
nucl ear - weapon States. W have also strongly supported the efforts in recent
years to broaden and strengthen the non-proliferation regi me based on the NPT.

But where are we now, at the end of June 19987 There is no doubt but
that we collectively have a nmjor chall enge ahead of us, both as regards
nucl ear di sarmament and nucl ear non-proliferation. The prom sing START
process is at a standstill and START Il, six years later, is continuously
bei ng hel d hostage to other issues. The no-nuclear-testing barrier codified
by the CTBT after decades of efforts has been breached. The second NPT
PrepCom was not able to reach agreenent, calling into question the comr tnent
of sonme States to the 1995 decisions and resolution to which the great
majority of States conmitted themsel ves. New or re-weighted articulations as
to nuclear deterrence are being proffered. Efforts to address tactica
nucl ear weapons reductions in a transparent manner are stalled. And, in many
quarters, argunents are being put forward designed to rearticul ate or
revalidate the political and security inmportance attached to the possession of
nucl ear weapons.

VWhat should be the key el ements of our collective response to this major
chal | enge? There are several. First, we should all resist firmy the effort
to “revalidate” nuclear weapons in the context of a new “nuclear realpolitik”;
secondly, we should reaffirmby word and by action our conmtnment to ensure
the NPT remains the basis for our efforts and we should strongly oppose any
move to call it into question; thirdly, we should all urge the United States
of Anerica and the Russian Federation to reinvigorate now the START process
and call upon the other three nucl ear-weapon States to directly associate
thenmsel ves with the next phase of that process; and, fourthly, we nust all
work together to mtigate and to reverse the recent negative nucl ear
proliferation devel opnments.

These strategic elenments are only the tips of the iceberg but are, we
believe, critical for the overall success of our nuclear disarmanment and
nucl ear non-proliferation actions.

And what can the CD contribute? W continue to advocate that the CD can
and should nake two contributions: it should establish a mechanismfor the
substantive di scussion of nucl ear disarmanent issues, with a viewto
identifying if and when one or nore such issues m ght be negotiated
multilaterally; and, separately, it should i mediately initiate negotiation of
a fissile material cut-off treaty (FMCT).

Menbers of the CD will recall that Canada set out in document CD/ 1485 of
21 January considerations as to how the I aunching of those FMCT negoti ati ons
m ght be facilitated. While that [aunch has been nade nore difficult by
recent devel opnents, we continue to believe that with appropriate deliberation
we can still proceed on that basis. W note, for exanple, with reference to
points 4 and 5 of that docunent, the United States Secretary of State recently
directed United States negotiators to conclude agreenents by the year 2000 to
make excess United States and Russian plutoni um unusable for weapons. Canada
wel cones this step, would certainly appreciate nore information thereon, and
hopes that it is the initiation of a dynam c and conprehensi ve process to dea
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with both plutonium and highly enriched uranium stocks. And once again,
such tal ks shoul d soon engage the other three nucl ear-weapon States as well.

In sum M. President, we join with our Brazilian coll eague,
Anmbassador Lafer, in sharing the assessnent of your predecessor,
Anmbassador Sungar, who stated in his 18 June statenent in the CD that

“it is ny firmbelief that recent events have clearly shown that the
entire nucl ear disarmanent cause nust be revived both in pace and scope
to match the denonstrated urgency.”

We sincerely hope that the CD, for its part, will do so

Turning to the question of outer space, Canada believes that ensuring
the non-weaponi zati on of outer space is a key issue that the CD needs to
address in order to pronote strategic stability into the next m || ennium
We made a formal proposal to this end in January. W welcomed the appoi nt ment
of a Special Coordinator. W assunme that that appointnment indicates a
willingness by us all to engage seriously and substantively on this issue.

For exanple, on substance, we have clearly stated that our proposal does

not extend to the non-mlitarization of outer space, but only its

non-weaponi zation. This is the essence, in our view, of pronmpting strategic
stability within existing realities. W |ook forward to early success by the
Speci al Coordi nat or, Anbassador Pali hakkara of Sri Lanka. As with our fornal
proposal s on nucl ear di sarmanment and on FMCT, we expect that at sone stage
during our formal work in the CDthis year we will receive a formal response
to these proposals.

As regards conventional disarmanent, Canada believes that the CD can
al so make a useful and appropriate contribution. Transparency, dial ogue and
restraint remain the key elenments of any such contribution. So also does a
sense of focus and perspective; the CDis not the body within which to address
specific regional situations and issues. W will continue to support your
efforts, M. President, and those of M. Gecu, as we work to establish the
basis for productive CD work in this regard.

I would like nowto turn to the question of anti-personnel nm nes (APLs).
Canada has, on several occasions in this plenary, made it clear that work
on APLs in the CD is not a Canadian priority. There are other far nore
i nportant issues relating to nuclear disarmnent and FMCT, as well as outer
space and conventional disarmament, that should be occupying our tinme and
efforts. Mbreover, we consider that the effort of the internationa
community on APLs should focus on the existing viable and credi bl e agreenents
dealing with these weapons, i.e. the Otawa Convention and the CCW Anended
Prot ocol I1.

Thus, we have seen no real reason to proceed in the CD to negotiate
a | egal mechani sm of | esser obligation that the Otawa Conventi on.
Nevert hel ess, we have recogni zed that others attach a priority to negotiating
in the CD a transfer ban on APLs.

We respect the efforts of Australia s Anbassador Canpbell as Speci al
Coordinator to find a way forward on this file and will continue to do our



CD/ PV. 799
11

(M. Moher, Canada)

best to cooperate with him In doing so we will however be vigilant to ensure
that any work in the CD does not weaken or detract fromthe Otawa Convention
and the new gl obal normwe believe it has established. Therefore, building on
our statenent of 26 February, we wish to set out several considerations that

wi Il guide our delegation during any such negoti ati ons.

First, the nost - indeed only - appropriate definition of both
“transfer” and “APLs” is contained within the Otawa Convention. These terns
represent agreenents anong both m ne-produci ng and m ne-affected States
arrived at in the negotiating session in Oslo |ast Septenber. |In our view,
there is no need to revisit these terns in any CD negoti ati ons.

Second, while the core obligation of the proposed CD instrunent seens to
be relatively straightforward, we have not heard nmuch in detail about this
instrunment fromits proponents beyond sone prelimnary comments as regards
its verification or verifiability. At Oslo, we decided not to establish a
formal institution or structural mechanismfor the Otawa treaty, preferring
instead to rely on the good offices of the depositary, the United Nations
Secretary-General, and the annual Conferences of States Parties to perform any
necessary functions. Qur goal was to ensure that noney went to address the
APL problem dem ning and victim assistance, and not to create an unnecessary
bureaucracy. It is therefore entirely consistent that we will not now accept
the creation of any bureaucracy or organization for the inplenmentation or
verification of any instrunent of far |esser scope and obligation than the
O tawa Conventi on.

Canada will also have views on the preanble and entry-into-force
provi sions as well as other aspects of any such CD-negotiated instrunent.
Basically, we will wish to ensure that any new instrunment is clearly placed in
an appropriate context with respect to the global ban on APLs already agreed
to by 126 nations. W would not, for exanple, support any fornulation setting
out a transfer ban as a first step in an ongoi ng, open-ended series of
negotiations in the CD intended over time to achieve sonme kind of nore
compr ehensi ve agreenent.

These points having been nade, |let me be very clear on one final matter.
Shoul d, at any tine, a nove within the CD develop to nmove toward a CD treaty
or instrunent that confuses or underm nes in any way the clear globa
prohi bition on APLs entrenched in the Otawa Convention, Canada will formally
wi t hdraw from any such negotiation process. And we would, in those
circunstances, not sign any final product. OQur commitnment to conprehensive
action to deal with APLs is defined and inplenmented through the Otawa
Convention. The point of this intervention is to make clear that Canada is
not prepared to see any dilution of that commitnment as the result of any
CD process.

The field of disarmanent remains a demandi ng one. Wrk needs to be done
in the field of weapons of mass destruction, in that of conventional weapons,
and in associated security fields. The CD can and should define what its
contribution to each will be. 1In the all too short tine remaining to us
in 1998, Canada hopes that we will be successful in doing so.
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The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Canada for his statenent and for the kind words he addressed to ne. I now

give the floor to the representative of Egypt, Anmbassador Zahran

M. ZAHRAN (Egypt) (translated from Arabic): | would |like to begin by
expressing on behalf of the del egati on of Egypt our pleasure at your
assunpti on, Anmbassador Mai nmeskul, of the presidency of the Conference on

Di sarmanment. | would |like to assure you of my delegation's full support and
cooperation and I am confident that your efforts to further the work of this
Conference will prove to be a valuable contribution and will build on the

efforts of your predecessors in the presidency of the Conference this year,
their Excell enci es Anbassador Norberg of Sweden, Anmbassador Hofer of

Swi t zerl and, Anbassador Al -Hussam of Syria and Anbassador Sungar of Turkey.

I would like to express our gratitude and appreciation to H' s Excellency
Anmbassador Jacob Sel ebi, the Permanent Representative of South Africa, for his
val uabl e contributions to the work of the Conference on Di sarmanent during his
assi gnnment in Geneva and wi sh himevery success in his new post at Pretoria.

At this last neeting of the second part of this year's session, | would
like to express ny del egation's appreciation to Arbassadors de |caza of
Mexi co, Hofer of Switzerland, Canpbell of Australia, Naray of Hungary, |11l anes
of Chile and Palihakkara of Sri Lanka and M. Grecu of Romania for the efforts
they have exerted in fulfilling the mandate entrusted to them by the
Conference on Disarmament within the framework of its programe of work. We
hope that they will continue their efforts and their consultations in order to

achi eve maxi mum progress during this year's session.

In the spirit of positive participation which has characterized our work
this year and in order to turn our deliberations during the two previous parts

of the session into tangi ble achievements which will have a positive inpact on
the third and final part, | would |like to make a nunber of observations.
First, I would like to re-enphasize the inportance of establishing an

ad hoc conmittee on nuclear disarmanent in the CD this year in order to start
negoti ati ons on a phased programe of work for the elimnation of nuclear
weapons, including negotiations on a treaty prohibiting the production of
fissile material which could be used in the production of nuclear weapons or
ot her nucl ear expl osive devices, in accordance with the nandate proposed by
the Egyptian delegation. | would also like to remind the Conference in this
connection that, at the regional level, there are several resolutions calling
for the establishment of a nucl ear-weapon-free zone in the Mddle East, as
wel | as President Mubarak's initiative which called for the removal of al
weapons of mass destruction fromthe region. At the international level, in
the nonth of June, President Mibarak stressed the need to free the world from
all weapons of mass destruction, and particularly nucl ear weapons, through the
negoti ation of an international treaty to achieve this objective within an
agreed tine-frame. \Wile congratul ati ng Arbassador Sungar, the previous
President of the Conference, on his consultations concerning the first item of
the agenda and his interimreport on the outcone of those consultations which
he presented to the plenary neeting of the Conference on the 19th of this
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month, we | ook forward to the consultations which you, M. President, are
going to carry out and we stand ready to cooperate with you in this
connecti on.

Secondly, the deliberations of the Ad Hoc Comrittee on security
assurances under the chairmanshi p of Anbassador de Icaza, the Pernmanent
Representative of Mexico, started in a positive manner, thereby confirmng the
i nportance of taking these deliberations into a nore detail ed phase and
dealing with both negative and positive security assurances for
non- nucl ear-weapon States in a conprehensive manner with a view to draw ng up
a multilateral convention in this regard which would become one of the
cornerstones of the non-proliferation regime. | would like to congratul ate
Anmbassador de lcaza on the sunmary that he submitted to the Committee
concerning the manner in which this subject should be dealt with in the
future.

Thirdly, the tine is nowripe to tackle the question of the prevention
of an arms race in outer space in order to ensure that no destructive weapons
are stationed in outer space and that outer space is not used for mlitary
pur poses, because outer space is a conmon heritage of manki nd which, on the
threshold of the third millennium we must respect and treat from a broad
humani sti c perspective, using outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes.

Fourthly, at a time when mankind is aspiring towards a world free of
weapons of mass destruction, it is disappointing to note the continuation of
research to devise deadly new weapons whi ch threaten manki nd wi th mass
anni hilation. That is an issue that this forum cannot disregard. 1In this
connection, | would |like to propose that the secretariat make a realistic and
up-to-date conpil ati on of what has been published or is known about the
devel opnent of new types of weapons, particularly biological weapons, and the
tests that are being undertaken to devise new forns of these weapons. | also
suggest that the United Nations Institute for Disarmanent Research (UNI DI R)
carry out an updated detailed study in this respect like the studies that it
has already carried out on a number of subjects of interest to the Conference
such as, in particular, chem cal weapons, transparency, the United Nations
Regi ster and | andm nes. W have often stressed the inportance of coordination
and conplenentarity between the different bodi es concerned with di sar manment
affairs such as the Conference on Di sarmanent, the United Nations Di sarmanment

Commi ssion (UNDC) and UNIDIR. | would |ike to enphasize the specia
i nportance of this matter since the Conference on Disarmanment should rapidly
deal with such deadly weapons while they are still at the stage of research or

devel opnment so that they can be covered by conventions prohibiting any of them
that pose a future threat to nmankind, including radiol ogical weapons.

Fifthly, as regards the conprehensive programe of disarmanent, the
Conference on Di sarmanment has an excellent basis on which to build,
particularly in regard to the results achieved by the special coordinators
whi ch provide a basis for the achievenent of nore progress in this field. |
would like to nmention in particular the work carried out in this connection by
the | ate Anbassador Garcia Robles of Mexico and ny own contribution as Speci al
Coordi nator on this subject in 1992.
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Sixthly, as regards anti-personnel |andm nes, the del egation of Egypt is
glad that this subject is being dealt with in a serious manner. It is
essential that the mandate of any ad hoc conmittee established in this regard
shoul d include two basic elenents. First, the clearance of old and abandoned
| andm nes, for which the States which planted them are responsi bl e; second,

t he exenptions based on national security concerns, especially in the case of
countries with extended borders in uninhabited areas. The del egati on of Egypt
has cooperated wi th Anbassador Canpbell, the Special Coordinator on this

i ssue, and has clarified our concerns so that they could be taken into account
in his consultations. W shall continue to cooperate with himin future to
ensure the success of his task, with due regard for our priorities.

Seventhly, transparency in armanents is a positive confidence-buil ding
measure which we should try to develop. W reiterate once nore the inportance
of the inclusion of all kinds of weapons including stockpiles, nationa
production, advanced technol ogies used in the production of weapons and al
weapons of mass destruction. Wthout these essential conponents, it is
i npossi ble to determ ne whether the accunul ati on of weapons in States is in
excess of their national defence needs and thus poses a threat to
international stability, peace and security.

Ei ghthly, the Conference on Di sarmanent cannot be a club with a
menmbership limted to a nunber of States. W should consider the requests
made by some countries wishing to participate in its work in a positive and
denocratic spirit. W should begin by considering the concept of the optinum
size of the nmembership of the CD as a negotiating forum \When discussing the
agenda of the Conference on Di sarmanent, we should always bear in mnd its
programme of work since the agenda and the programme of work are two sides of
the same coin and conpl enentary aspects that help to steer the work of the
Conference. It is inportant also to reach agreenent on effective nmeasures to
i nprove the functioning of the Conference and prevent tine from being wasted
in procedural mazes. The agenda and its priorities should be based primarily
on the outcone of the first special session of the United Nations
Ceneral Assenbly on di sarmanent (SSOD-1), which was adopted by consensus,
pendi ng the outcome of the fourth special session of the General Assenbly on
di sar manment SSOD- 4.

Finally, I would like to stress the need to rechannel our activities
during the remaining part of this year away from the phase of deliberation and
expl oration towards the phase of serious negotiation in order to achieve our
obj ecti ves.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
Egypt for his statement and the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now cal
on the representative of the United States of Anerica, Anbassador G ey.

M. GREY (United States of America): M. President, | too congratul ate
you on your assunption of the presidency, and assure you that you have the
full support of ny del egation as your carry out your duties.
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I would like to nmake a statement today concerning the CD's work in the
nucl ear area. Along with a ban on the export and transfer of anti-personnel
| andm nes (APL), a fissile material cut-off treaty (FMCT) remains a top
priority for the United States in the CD. W take satisfaction in the
know edge that we are not alone in our support for a cut-off treaty. The
parties to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) agreed in 1995 at the
Revi ew and Extension Conference that a cut-off treaty was the next step in
mul tilateral nuclear arnms control after a Conprehensive Test-Ban
Treaty (CTBT). We believed that was the case then, we continue to believe
that today, and the NPT parties reaffirmed this comritnent in various ways at
the recently concluded PrepCom here in Geneva. | would also like to point out
that the Canberra Conm ssion report, which is so often cited in this chanber
as a road map to a world free of nuclear weapons, also cites FMCT as the next
step in multilateral nuclear arns control

On 6 June, the United Nations Security Council encouraged India and
Paki stan to “participate, in a positive spirit” in negotiations for an FMCT on
the basis of the agreed mandate, with a view to reaching “early agreenment”.
We note that all CD menbers have supported proposals of one kind or another
for FMCT negotiations, and we hope the CD will conmmence these negotiations, on
the basis of the agreed mandate, when it reconvenes next nonth.

Following the regrettable events last nmonth in South Asia, the dynamc
in the CD seens to have changed. | agree with many of ny coll eagues fromthe
G 21 that the ill-considered decisions to conduct nuclear tests on the
subcontinent shoul d gal vani ze the Conference into action. But | have to say
take very strong exception to the statenent nade at our |ast plenary that
recent devel opnents in South Asia were triggered in “large neasure” by a | ack
of substantive progress in nuclear disarmanment in recent years. While we can
and will honestly disagree about the scope of the work we should undertake in
t he Conference, we should at |east be able to agree on the facts regarding
what has been achieved so far in working towards nucl ear di sarmanent.

Let's have a reality check. The United States and the other
nucl ear - weapon States, to varying degrees, have made significant progress both
before and since the 1995 NPT Revi ew and Extension Conference. Recent
initiatives cover the ganut of nucl ear-weapons activities: testing,
production, and deploynent. They also address all aspects of nucl ear-weapons
systens - the missiles and aircraft equi pped to carry nucl ear warheads and
bonmbs, the nucl ear weapons thenselves, and the fissile material needed to nmke
those weapons. These actions speak | ouder than words. A few exanples:

By Septenber 1996 all of the nucl ear-weapon States had decl ared nucl ear
testing noratoria and signed the CTBT.

In May 1997 in Helsinki, Presidents Clinton and Yeltsin agreed to
negotiate a START IIl treaty that, once inplenented, will reduce the nunber of
depl oyed United States and Russi an strategic nucl ear warheads by approxi mately
80 per cent fromcold war peak |evels.
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In Septenber 1997, the United States and Russia signed the Pl utonium
Production Reactor Agreenent, under which Washi ngton and Moscow will work to
convert by the year 2000 Russia's three plutonium production reactors that
remain in operation so that they no | onger produce weapon-grade plutonium
Both the United States and Russia announced a cessation in the production of
pl utoni um and hi ghly enriched uranium for weapons years ago. The
Uni ted Ki ngdom and France have publicly announced a cessation of production as
wel | .

As of January 1998, the United States had elimnated nore than 900 heavy
bombers and mi ssile launchers, which carried over 4,000 accountabl e war heads.
The physical destruction of strategic systems - blowing up ICBM silos, and
slicing apart heavy bombers and ballistic mssile submarines - is real
di sarmanent, not just enpty rhetoric.

As of May 1998, the United States and Russia were both al nost two years
ahead of schedule in inplenmenting START I.

And it is not just delivery vehicles that we are elimnating. Since
1988, the United States has dismantled nmore than 12, 300 nucl ear war heads and
bombs, averagi ng approximately 100 per month. We are continuing to dismantle
these weapons at the maxi numrate consistent with security, safety and
envi ronnment al standards.

Since 1990, the United States has elim nated nucl ear warheads for nore
than a dozen different types of nucl ear-weapon systens.

Overall, 90 per cent of the United States non-strategic nuclear
stockpil e has been elimnated. All nuclear artillery, short-range tactile
m ssil e war heads and nucl ear depth bonbs have been elimnated or will have

been by next year.

The United States also agreed with Russia that START |1l will include
measures relating to transparency of strategic warhead i nventories and the
destruction of strategic nucl ear warheads.

Furthernore, the United States Governnment is not just dismantling the
war heads but is taking steps to make sure that the fissile material fromthose
war heads i s never again used in nuclear weapons. W have declared nore than
225 tons of fissile material as excess to our national security requirements
and have voluntarily pledged to make this excess fissile material avail able
for | AEA safeguards as soon as practicabl e.

Twel ve netric tons of this excess material is now under | AEA safeguards
to ensure that it is never used again for weapons purposes.

Twenty-six metric tons have been commtted for inspections by the end of
1999 and an additional 52 netric tons of excess material is being readied for
i nternational inspection.
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All of this is significant progress. All of these acconplishnments are
noving in the right direction and constitute a positive trend. And this is
hardly an exhaustive |list of steps we have taken.

Let ne point out a significant fact: none of the nuclear-weapon States
has tested in the last two years. Two of the States outside the NPT have
tested in the last two nonths. Thus, fromthe point of view of nuclear
di sarmanent, those two States are noving in the wong direction, while the
nucl ear - weapon States are nmoving in the right direction.

Bef ore noving back to the FMCT, | would |like to nmake four fundamenta
poi nts about nucl ear arms reductions and nucl ear di sarmanent.

First, the pace and scope of nuclear arms reductions depend |argely on
the security and environnment and the |level of international tensions. Since
we cannot predict what the security environnment and the |level of tensions wll
be 20 years down the road, it is sinply not practical or feasible to sign up
to a tine-bound approach or specified time-frane.

Second, history has shown that the incremental approach to reductions
wor ks. The START process has already resulted in the elinmnation of thousands
of nucl ear warheads. Sweeping proposals to elim nate nucl ear weapons, on the
ot her hand, do not have a stellar track record.

Third, asymetries in the nunber and types of nucl ear weapons possessed
by the nucl ear-weapon States make nucl ear di sarmanment far nore conpl ex than
many woul d imagine. It would be easier if we could say that each State woul d
el im nate X warheads per year and we would all arrive at zero at the same
time. But, anobng the other conmplexities, the size, conposition and structure
of nuclear forces are different and do not | end thenselves to sinple reduction
formul as.

Fourth, verification of conpliance with nuclear arns reduction
agreenents is technically conplicated and politically sensitive. Trying to
multilateralize verification of nuclear arnms reductions at this point would be
a recipe for disaster. | exaggerate only slightly when |I tell you that the
START | Treaty, with its verification provisions making up sone 90 per cent
of its bulk, is the thickness of a New York City tel ephone book. Thus, for
practical reasons it seens self-evident that if such an arcane process
required the consensus of 60 or nore countries, rather than 2, it would spel
the end of progress.

In returning to the FMCT, | would like to take this opportunity to

clarify a point about the cut-off treaty. The FMCT will be a nultilateral,
non-di scrim natory treaty. It will make no distinction between nucl ear-weapon
St ates and non-nucl ear-weapon States. All States parties will undertake a
comm tment not to produce fissile material for nuclear weapons or other

nucl ear expl osive devices. The FMCT will not bestow any new status on any

State, but rather constrain all parties equally by banning the production of
fissile material for nuclear weapons on a gl obal basis.
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The same concept holds true for the CTBT. It is a non-discrimnatory
treaty in which each State party nmakes the sane |legal commitnent: not to
conduct nucl ear explosions. The CIBT does not distinguish between
nucl ear - weapon and non- nucl ear - weapon States. Joining the test ban does not
mean joining a nuclear club - it neans joining the international conmunity in
turni ng back the nuclear arms race and nucl ear proliferation.

In closing, | would like to say again that | believe that the dynamc
in the CD has changed. Let us hope that when we reconvene for the third part
of the session in late July, we can channel the new energy in this body into
a positive force to do substantive work that can produce concrete results.
The time for rhetoric that contributes to divisiveness has passed. Let us
get down to business here when we return in July and begin negotiations on
an FMCT.

The PRESI DENT (translated fromFrench): | thank the representative
of the United States of America for his statenent and the kind words
addressed to the Chair. | now call on the representative of Australia,
Anmbassador Canpbell, who will address the Conference in his capacity as
Speci al Coordi nator on anti-personnel mnes.

M. CAMPBELL (Australia): M. President, welcome to the arduous
responsibilities of high office. | amsure you will acquit your duties with
di stinction. Your distinguished predecessors have paved the way for a nore
productive and cooperative Conference on Di sarmanent. Let us hope their
efforts and yours bear fruit. You have nmy delegation's full support. My
al so wi sh Anbassador Sel ebi well as he departs for his new assignment? His
many skills will be sorely mssed in this and other foruns.

| take the floor today to present a progress report on the consultations
that | have undertaken as Special Coordinator on anti-personnel |andn nes.

The decision of 26 March (CD/ 1501) mandated ne to seek the views of the
menbers of this Conference on the npost appropriate way to deal with questions
related to anti-personnel |andm nes, taking into account, anmong other things,
devel opnents outside the Conference.

I have, as a consequence, held over 40 bilateral meetings over the | ast
si x weeks, chaired open-ended consultations at which 32 del egati ons expressed
their views, and consulted with each of the regional groups.

| appreciate the tine del egati ons have afforded ne.

I have noted the views of nmany del egati ons who believe the Conference
on Di sarmanent has a contribution to make to reduci ng the unbelievabl e human
nm sery anti-personnel | andnm nes cause, by negotiating a ban on APL transfers.

I have listened to those who believe that no further work in this
Conference is necessary, given the existence of other relevant |ega
instrunents. But | have heard those sanme del egati ons say that, as |long as
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what the CD does is consistent with the terms of those instrunents, they wl
not stand in the way of the comrencenent of negotiations limted to a transfer
ban.

I have al so heard and tried to understand the position of the one
del egation that told me that what | was considering was sinply a waste of
the Conference's tine.

There is, therefore, a wide spectrumof views in the Conference on
all of the issues with which we seek to grapple, not just anti-personnel
| andm nes. Finding a consensus on any issue is, as we all know, difficult.
The chal l enge for a Special Coordinator is to remain objective.

It is not for me to |l et personal feelings or national positions intrude
upon or influence my findings. This has not been easy. | have served
as Anbassador in a mine-affected country and have seen at first hand the
appal ling aftermath of hostilities which have involved the indiscrimnate
use of dunmb m nes.

I can perfectly understand the relentl essness with which
Anmbassador Zahran pursues the issue of old and abandoned mines in the Western
Desert and the Sinai, even if, at this stage, | cannot accommdate all that he
woul d wish to see in the prelimnary recommendations | nake to the Conference

Last year when, as the then Special Coordinator for anti-personne
| andm nes, | first worked on this issue, landnmne victinms were the hostage
of a political debate over the appropriate forumfor negotiating a ban on the
production, use, stockpiling and transfer of anti-personnel |andm nes. That
debate was resolved in favour of the Oxtawa Process.

Wth the successful conclusion of the Otawa treaty, the forum question
is less of an issue. And | think it is nowclear to all that the Conference
on Di sarmanent coul d never have achieved, within the same tinme-frane, what
the Otawa treaty achieved for the 126 countries, including Australia, which
signed it.

But, as has been pointed out repeatedly to nme, not all countries signed
that document. |Indeed, sone of the |argest producers and users of |andm nes
have not felt able to commit themsel ves to the undertakings set out in the
Otawa treaty.

Neverthel ess, fromny consultations, it is clear that many in this
category, who are also nenbers of the CD, are prepared to comrit thenselves at
| east to negotiate a legally binding instrument prohibiting the transfer of
anti-personnel |andnmnes. And this they are prepared and, indeed, willing to
do in the Conference on Di sarmanment.

Al though | am aware that there are one or two del egati ons who renmain to
be convinced, it seems clear to me that the consensus rule by which we work
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will ensure that successful negotiations require the CD to take the Otawa
treaty as its standard when it cones to such issues as definition and
verification.

It is equally evident that there is no shared willingness to see the
Conference on Di sarmament go beyond a transfer ban.

In this light, it has become clear that partial neasures on APLs
constitute the CD's preferred route. CD work, | believe, can be consistent
with, and conplenentary to, existing instrunments by creating a space allow ng
non-signatories of those instrunents to make their own contribution to solving
the I andm ne problem hopefully, as sonme have already indicated, on the way to
acceding to the Otawa treaty itself.

I have concluded, therefore, that there is a prospect that the
Conference may be willing to establish an ad hoc conmittee with the foll ow ng
possi bl e mandat e:

“The Conference on Di sarmanent agrees to establish an ad hoc
comrittee, under agenda item 6, to negotiate a ban on the transfer
of anti-personnel |andm nes.

“The Ad Hoc Committee will present periodic reports on its progress to
t he Conference.”

I have al so concluded that the Conference would nost |ikely insist
that the decision to establish such an ad hoc committee be acconpani ed by
a “statement of understanding”, possibly along the |lines of the foll ow ng:

“In taking this decision, nenbers of the Conference on Di sarmanment agree
that for such negotiations to be successful, delegations will want
addressed a range of issues including one or nore of the follow ng:

“ 1. The need for consistency with the ternms of existing internationa
i nstrunments concerni ng anti-personnel |andn nes;

‘2. I ndi vi dual countries' national security concerns, the inportance
of demining and the availability of alternative technol ogies;

“3. The nature of the international trade in anti-personnel |andm nes;

‘4. The possible inmpact a ban on the transfer of anti-personne
| andm nes m ght have on the indigenous production of such mines.”

The recomrended mandate is as much as | believe the Conference will bear
at this tine. The “statenent of understandi ng” encapsul ates as succinctly as
possi bl e the issues that del egations have indicated to ne that they will want
to raise in the course of negotiations.

There may be further considerations that need to be raised, including
participation and i nput of information by mine-affected countries and
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humani tari an organi zati ons, and the desires that the CD process not detract
from ongoi ng processes such as the universalization of existing instrunents,
dem ning, as | have said, and rehabilitation of victinms. | hope to provide
opportunity for these to be raised during and after the inter-sessiona

peri od.

We have cone to the end of this Conference session. | hope that
del egati ons, over the inter-sessional break, will give sonme consideration to
the recomrendati ons that | have put forward in this report in ny capacity as
Speci al Coordi nator and return in August to offer their comments, suggestions
and, hopefully, continuing support.

I woul d propose to hold a second round of open-ended consul tations on
my recomended mandate and its acconpanying “statenment of understandi ng” on
the first Tuesday of the next session. This will be done in the hope of
presenting an agreed proposal to the Conference for endorsenent as early as
péssible in the next session.

In closing, may | acknow edge the hel p and assistance | have received
fromthe Deputy Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference, M. Bensmail, and his
staff, particularly Ms. Jennifer Mackby, and the support | have received from
my research assistant, Ms. Rebecca Craske?

The PRESI DENT (translated fromFrench): | thank the Special Coordinator
on anti-personnel mnes for introducing his report on progress in his
consul tations, and for the kind words he addressed to ne. | now give the
floor to the representative of Romania, M. Gecu, who will address the
Conference in his capacity as Special Coordinator on transparency in
ar manment s.

M. GRECU (Rommnia) (translated from French): M. President, | would
like to begin by congratul ating you nost sincerely on taking up the inportant
post of President of the Conference on Disarmanent. It is a great pleasure
to convey greetings to you as a distinguished representative of a friendly
nei ghbouring country with which Romani a nmai ntains excellent relations. (%%
del egation assures you of its full support in performng your tasks. | would
also like to express nmy delegation's appreciation for the skilful work of your
predecessor, Anbassador Sungar of Turkey. At the same time | wi sh to convey
my del egation's best wi shes to Anbassador Sel ebi of South Africa on the
occasion of his departure from CGeneva

(continued in English)

I have asked for the floor today to present, as required, a brief
progress report in nmy capacity as Special Coordinator on item 7 on our agenda,
namely, transparency in armanments (TIA)

In conformty with the Conference's decision of 26 March 1998, ny task
was “to seek the views of its nmenbers on the nost appropriate way to deal with
the questions related to this iteni.
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In the fulfilnment of ny duties, | started a process of broad yet
t horough consul tations, exploring the nost suitable avenues in order to get
concrete results. Therefore, | consulted bilaterally a nunber of del egations

and held talks with a regional group, and a round of open-ended consul tations
attended by many of the del egations here present today.

As a very prelimnary conclusion, |I should say that | detected a vivid
interest within the Conference on Di sarmanent regarding the matters rel ated
to TIA, which testifies to the inportance many States attach to transparency
in armanments as a means of achieving nutual confidence conducive to security
and stability, both at regional and global levels. | amglad to share with
the Conference ny assessnent that practically all del egations support the idea
of engaging further work within the CD.

At the sanme tinme, there persist different approaches on the format in
which this work should be carried out, the scope of future activity, as wel
as its purposes. As a consequence, nore consultations are needed in order to
narrow existing differences and increase the common basis of understanding,
upon which we can build a prom sing prem se for the next stage. | therefore
intend to continue approachi ng del egations in the npost suitable format and to
make mysel f avail abl e even during the forthcom ng recess.

Before concluding, let nme express ny warnest thanks to our able
secretariat, in particular M. Abdel kader Bensmail and M. Jerzy Zal eski

for their valuable support. | take this opportunity to ask the secretari at
to prepare a conpilation of various proposals previously made within the
Conference on Disarmament in connection with TIA which, | amsure, will help

us a lot in our further work.

The PRESI DENT (translated fromFrench): | thank the Special Coordinator
on transparency in armanments for presenting his progress report on his
consultations and for the kind words addressed to my country and the Chair.

I now give the floor to the representative of Switzerland, Anmbassador Hofer,
who will address the Conference in his capacity as Special Coordinator on the
expansi on of the menbership of the Conference

M. HOFER (Switzerland) (translated from French): 1In taking the floor
today | sinply intend to make a practical announcenent in ny capacity as
Speci al Coordi nator on the question of the expansion of the menbership of the
Conference on Disarmament. However, as this announcenent coincides with the

first meeting of the Conference under your presidency, M. President, | should
like to extend to you ny warnest congratul ati ons on the occasion of your
taking the Chair. It is a particular pleasure to see you presiding over our

del i berations. As the representative of Ukraine, which plays an inportant
role in the area of security, both for our continent as well as for globa

stability as such, | am convinced that under your presidency the Conference on
Di sarmanment will be able to nmake progress along the path so well mapped out by
your predecessors. | would particularly like to encourage you to pursue

vi gorously the negotiating efforts on nuclear issues. Lastly, I should Iike

to associate nyself with the words of gratitude and good wi shes expressed to
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Ambassador Sel ebi of South Africa. His contributions, notably concerning the
nost recent expansion of the Conference, have strongly marked the work of our
i nstitution.

To return to ny practical matter, | should Iike to draw the attention of
the Conference to the working paper that | have drafted as Special Coordi nator
on the question of the expansion of the nembership of the Conference. | am

very grateful to the secretariat, which, with its usual devotion and
efficiency, did its utnpst to ensure that the document, which bears the synbol
CDEMWP.1 and the date of 22 June 1998, could be submitted to nmenbers and
observers of the Conference before the end of this second part of our session.
| also thank ny coll eague Anbassador Clive Pearson of New Zeal and, who

consi derably inproved the final version of this docunent, particularly by
meki ng its | anguage nore accessi bl e.

The purpose of this docunent is to stinulate your thinking between the
second and third parts of our session, thus |laying the groundwork for a
constructive debate before the end of the annual session. As this docunment
shows, the concept of the npbst recent expansion of the Conference dates back
to the beginning of the 1990s, although it was inplenmented only two years ago.
This as well as other factors should pronpt the Conference to take a step
forward either by adopting a specific decision or by defining nore clearly the
criteria to govern future expansion. It is in this spirit that |I should like
to resune dialogue with the nenmber States, those which have submtted an
application to join and, of course, the observers in the Conference as soon as
it resunes its work at the end of next July.

I should like to thank you as of now for the confidence you have pl aced
in nme so far in the acconplishment of nmy task, and for all your constructive
and above all imaginative suggestions that should enable us to reach the
obj ectives we all share, namely to enhance the effectiveness and | egitimcy of
the Conference politically speaking, and to do so of course by follow ng the
consensus approach indicated in our rules of procedure.

To conclude, | should Iike once again to express ny gratitude to al
those supporting the conmon cause of our Conference. | w sh you an
i nter-sessional period which is marked by well -deserved rest and al so by
stinmulating thinking that will enable us to resunme our work in a dynam c and

forward-1 ooki ng manner.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the Special Coordinator
on the expansion of the nenbership of the Conference for his statement and for
the kind words which he addressed to ny country and to the Chair. | now give

the floor to the representative of Mexico, Anbassador de I|caza.

M. de | CAZA (Mexico)(translated from Spanish): M. President, allow ne
first of all to endorse the congratul ati ons you have received on assum ng your
i mportant responsibilities as President of this Conference today, and to
assure you of the full cooperation of ny delegation. | would also |like to
associate nyself with the good wi shes for success addressed to our colleague
and great friend Anbassador Sel ebi of South Africa.
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I have taken the floor, though I was not on the list of speakers, sinply
because | wanted to nmake sone brief observations on the report which
Ambassador Canpbell was so kind as to introduce today on the progress of his

wor k as Speci al Coordi nator on anti-personnel mnes. | have noted with
sadness, after a first reading and after having heard Ambassador Canpbell out,
that the views of ny del egation have not been reflected in his report. | have

read it through twice and | have tried to find where the views of ny
del egati on m ght have been included, even if only with an indirect reference,

since | had the honour of conmunicating themto M. Canpbell in the
conversation that we held, and | also nade them public during the open-ended
consul tations which he so expertly coordinated. | find one reference at the

end of page 1, which says:

(continued in English)

“l have ... tried to understand the position of the one delegation that told
me that what | was considering was sinply a waste of ... tine”.

(continued in Spanish)

Some of the colleagues around the table turned towards nme when they heard this

phrase. | nust say that when | heard it, | turned towards Mark NMbher
because, after all, the representative of Canada told us today, in a witten
t ext,

(continued in English)

“There are other far nore inmportant issues relating to nuclear disarmnent and
FMCT, as well as outer space and conventional disarmanent, that should be
occupying our time and efforts”

(continued in Spanish)

- and of course he said that in connection with anti-personnel mnes. So
presume that the “one del egation” to which Amrbassador Canpbell refers here was
the del egation of Canada. But |let me assure Anbassador Canpbell that the

Mexi can del egation fully endorses that part of the statenent by the del egation
of Canada.

The other point where | think there may be a reference to the views of
the del egation of Mexico is the sentence on the npost appropriate forumto dea
with the issue of mnes and on partial neasures ained at securing a conplete
ban. That sentence appears in the fifth paragraph of his second page, where
it now says:

(continued in English)

“The forum question is |less of an issue”.

(continued in Spanish)
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Since the conclusion of the OGttawa treaty. WII it be “less of an issue”
because it was ny delegation that raised it? W still believe that the

appropriate forumfor partial neasures in relation to anti-personnel nines is
the foll owup mechani smof the 1980 Convention and the neeting of States
parties to be held in the year 2000 where we will be review ng the operation
and scope of that Convention and its protocols, including Protocol Il and
Amended Protocol I1. | think that there we could reach agreenent anong those
countries which will still have anti-personnel mnes at that time in order to
formalize the noratoriunms which have already been declared unilaterally. As
far as ny delegation is concerned, Sir, | have pleasure in telling you that
this very nmonth the Governnent of Mexico deposited its instrunment of
ratification of the Ottawa Convention. W wll exam ne Anmbassador Canpbell's
report with still nmore care and full attention. Wth a little [uck, perhaps
we may find our views reflected in it and we will have the pleasure of

communi cating to himour views on his proposal at the appropriate tine,

possi bly at the begi nning of our forthcom ng resumed session.

The PRESI DENT (translated fromFrench): | thank the representative of
Mexico for his statenment and the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now
give the floor to the representative of South Africa, M. Goosen.

M. GOOSEN (South Africa): M. President, allow ne, as has been the
case with other delegations, to welcome you to the inportant post of President
of the Conference on Di sarmanent and to assure you of the continued support of
my del egation. | would also extend my del egation’s appreciation to the
Ambassador of Turkey for the excellent work he did during his tenure as
Presi dent .

I would also like to thank you, as well as the Anbassadors of Brazil
Canada, Egypt, Australia, Romania, Switzerland and Mexico, who have expressed
appreci ation for ny Ambassador, Anbassador Sel ebi, who is | eaving Geneva at
the end of this week to take up his new post of Director-General of the
Departnment of Foreign Affairs in Pretoria. Our thanks also extend to those
Ambassadors and col | eagues who have expressed their appreciation privately.

As | amsure it can be appreciated, with the short notice wi th which
Anmbassador Sel ebi has had to prepare for his return to Pretoria, it has not
been possible for himto address the Conference on Di sarmanent, although I am
aware that given the tinme, he would have appreciated the opportunity to nake a
statenment on his departure

| have had the privilege of working closely with Anbassador Sel ebi since
his arrival in Geneva, and | am aware that he considered his time here as one
of the quintessential experiences of his career so far. Anbassador Sel ebi has
focused on many issues during his tenure in Geneva and al t hough there have
been many highlights, he has enjoyed the disarmanent field and this body in
particular. They have been a positive chall enge, which he has enjoyed
tremendously.

As Director-Ceneral, which is the nost senior post in our foreign
servi ce, Anmbassador Selebi will be responsible for South African policy
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forrmul ation and inplenmentation in all areas of South Africa’s interaction in

the bilateral, regional and nultilateral arenas. |In this post - even over and
above his personal interest in the work of this Conference on Di sarmanent and
i n di sarmament and non-proliferation in general - Anbassador Selebi wll have

a direct influence and input into the positions adopted by this del egation.
When | next speak of instructions received - popul ar or unpopul ar -

di sti ngui shed col | eagues will now be able to put a face to the instructor
M. President, | will pass on the kind words from yourself and others to
Anmbassador Selebi. | feel sure that he will appreciate your good wi shes very

much, and in turn would wish all delegations in the Conference on Di sar manent
every success with their future work.

Finally, and on an unrelated topic with regard to ny earlier remarks, it
is a pleasure for nme to informthe Conference on Di sarmanent that the
instrunents of ratification for South Africa to the Blinding Laser Wapons
Protocol and al so the Anti-Personnel Mnes Protocol of the CCW as well as to
the Otawa treaty, have been signed in Pretoria and at the noment are being
transmtted to New York for deposit with the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Uni ted Nati ons.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): | thank the representative of
South Africa for his statenment and the kind words addressed to the Chair. W
have conme to the end of the list of speakers. Are there any other del egations
wishing to take the floor at this stage?

As there are none, turn now to the informal docunent distributed by the
secretariat which contains the tinetable of neetings of the Conference and its
subsidiary bodies for the first week of the third part of the session, that is
the period running from27 to 31 July 1998. This tinetable was drawn up in
consultation with the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee on negative security

assurances and the Special Coordinators and, as usual, it is nerely indicative
and can be anended if necessary. This being understood, | suggest that we
adopt it.

It was so decided.

The PRESI DENT (translated from French): Thi s concl udes our business
for today. The next plenary neeting of the Conference will be held on
Thursday, 30 July 1998 at 10 a.m

The neeting rose at 12.05 p. m




