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The PRESIDENT | declare open the 1001st plenary meeting of the Conference on
Disarmament.

At the outset, | would like to extendcardial welcome to Apassador Sameh Hassan
Shoukry, who has recently assumed his respitisib as the representative of Egypt to the
Conference on Disarmament. | wish to take tpportunity to assudem of our cooperation
and support in his new assignment.

Before we proceed to our debate, | should tix draw your attention to the requests of
Denmark and Oman to participate in the woflthe Conference during this session, which are
contained in document CD/WP.541/Add.2, which i®keyou. In accordance with established
practice, | invite you to take a decision on thessgiests without first having considered them in
an informal plenary.

May | take it that the Conference decides to invite Denmark and Oman to participate in
our work in accordance with the rules of procedure?

It was so decided

The PRESIDENT I have 10 speakers for today’s plenary meeting: the first to take the
floor is India, followed by Indonesia, the §ian Federation, Sri Lanka, France, Switzerland,
Italy, Romania, Japan and Australia. Howebeffore giving them the floor, | would like to
make a statement.

As | informed you earlier, and as the period of two weeks required for the adoption of
the programme of work comesada end, | wish to inform youbaut the results of the bilateral
consultations which | conductedth all the CD delegations.

As mandated by the CD at the end o5 session, the then current and incoming
CD Presidents conducted infaahtonsultations on the postities of reaching consensus on
a programme of work. The delegation of P@formed us of its findings at the informal
open-ended consultatioheld on 13 December 2005. The Peruvian delegation came to the
conclusion that, at that time, it was impossibleg@ach consensus on a programme of work for
the Conference based on existing proposals - foomialformal. In my capacity as the incoming
CD President, and, following 1 January, ascthrrent President, | have conducted numerous
consultations. In recent weekkdve consulted bilaterally withll CD delegations. | would like
to present the results of those consultations.

The main purpose of those consultations twwasheck whether there was any change in
the positions of member States concerningogamme of work. | tried to check for the
readiness of delegations to accept the idettssrchamber, including those contained in the
A-5 proposal and the recent Peruvian proposakedisas in the non-paper presented last year by
Ambassador Sanders of the Netherlands. Unfataiy, we did not detect any change in the
position of delegations with regard to the pragnae of work. We still hear divergent opinions
about its possible content. A majority of thelegations support the A-5 proposal. At the same
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time, some other delegations are not in a pwsiib support it. Diffenet delegations have
different priorities as to the work of the Cordace. The positions of member States differ to
the extent of not allowing consensus on thegprmme nor on the establishment of any ad hoc
committees or the appointmentafy Special Coordinator. However, we note that there is
emphasis on the need for more flexibility, and ithea of updating the issues the CD should deal
with is also present.

During my consultations, | noted concernsineasiness with regard to the CD’s work
and future. There is an overall expectation to overcome the unsatisfactory performance the CD
has given for the last nine years, an expemat generate creativity, to come up with new
ideas, to start exhaustive discoss on merit and delibations leading to effective and fruitful
work. This adds to what we could call “receiviagtrong message”, especially after last year’s
First Committee meeting. Many delegations underimat this year we should use “momentum”
and create the conditions for deliberations winstance that could lead us to adopting the
long-awaited programme of work.

Let me now inform you about the initiative of the six CD Presidents for the 2006 session,
that is, the appointment of the Friends of Presidents.

The appointment of the Friend§Presidents is the prerogative of the Presidents, who
can freely choose who could assist them in fulfillihgir tasks, and is based on precedent in this
Conference. The use of the mechanism of “Friaridee Chair” is nothing new in this room.
Maybe the only novelty is that the group of “Fiisi has the support of all six CD Presidents
in 2006, which should allow coherenagdacontinuity in their functioning.

It is my pleasure to announce thag gix CD Presidents for the 2006 session -
Poland, the Republic of Korea, Romania, RaisSenegal and Slovaki have appointed
the following Ambassadors as the Friend®oésidents: the Abassador of Sri Lanka,
H.E. Mrs. Sarala Fernando; the Ambassador of Algeria, H.E. Mr. Idriss Jazairy;
the Ambassador of Bulgaria, H.E. Mr.tke Draganov; the Ambassador of Chile,
H.E. Mr. Juan Martabit; the Ambassador of Italy, H.E. Mr. Carlo Trezza; and the
Ambassador of Japan,H.Mr. Yoshiki Mine.

FoPs will conduct their actities during the whole of the 2006 session of the CD. Their
main task will be to assist the R6discharging their responsibilitiedt is our conviction that the
Presidents should focus on activities directiyed at searching for consensus on a programme
of work, namely, on the propergpining and preparation ofgttured debates and on other
activities related to the programme of workherefore, the FoPs could concentrate on two
topics.

First, the agenda. Preserving the agesdaucially importanttaking into account the
lack of a programme of work. The CD may de#h any issues, and they could be dealt with
within its agenda. At the same time, every CD President is obliged to continue to keep in mind
the question of the review of the agenda, as indicated ichpeau of the agenda adopted on
24 January. We are of the view that the Friend®residents could assist the P6 in discharging
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that responsibility, and conduct infoatrconsultations in this regard. It is also worth mentioning
here that, according to the rules of procedangsogramme of work should be adopted on the

basis of the CD agenda. Therefore, there is a clear link between the issue of the agenda and the
programme of work. Thus, the FoPs, subsequamidynaturally, will also assist the P6 in our

search for consensus on a programme of work.

The second topic is the effectivenessnefthods of work. In 2005, many delegations
raised the question of the improvement of theatiffeness of the methods of work of the CD.
Although the key problems of the CD areagpolitical nature, there are views that the
improvement of procedas could lead to the creationafnore favourable organizational
environment to affect change in political postures. Let me give you some examples of ideas
raised in 2005: the extension of the duratiothefterm of Presidents (as four weeks lead to
fragmentation and lack of continuity) and the range of Presidential prerogatives with respect to
the appointment of the Special Coordinators.

At the beginning, the FoPs would have ndipalar mandate, excéghe above outline.
However, the mandate for the FoPs’ activities ddag changed by the P6, if necessary, in the
course of CD proceedings.

Allow me now to inform you about the way the Friends of Presidents are going to
function. Each Friend will conducbnsultations in his own capacity. When necessary, there
will be meetings of the FoPs or of the FoRthwhe P6. The FoPs would analyse the existing
proposals, study suggestions made during thé 266sion, if any are put forward, and present
their opinions to the current CD President.

The Friends will report to the current President on their findings. When necessary, each
current President should foresee an opportuaifyresent the findings of the Friends of
Presidents in plenary meetings (most probably informal), allowing the CD to discuss them. The
current President would act as an informal focal point for the FoPs.

Today we are going to hold a debate, based on agenda items, which | hope will help us
identify issues or possible elements of the work of the CD. As has been stated many times in
this chamber, this agenda, as adopted by the<ii@xible enough to allow us to deal with any
issues. They could be dealt with within it®ge. And its scope already contains the so-called
four core issues, as well as creating oppatizsto come up with different ideas through
constructive and creative delibemats, thus allowing the identifation of possible elements of
work. This is why we should concentrateaur discussion based orethgenda items. The
identification of the possible elements of wevkuld not only fill the agenda with substance but,
perhaps, could also allow us to better use and allocate our time as well as the assets at the CD’s
disposal.

Let me assure you that the P6 will spare no efforts to work out the details of the
“timetable of the CD Presidentattivities”. It is our intentin to inform you about it next
Thursday, 9 February.
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Let me underline strongly that both the identification of the issues - potential elements
of a programme of work - and the suppostaétable” are without prejudice to any future
decisions of this Conference on a programmeark or the establishment of any subsidiary
body. Atthe same time, reaching consemsua programme of work remains the most
important goal for me and the other CD Presidents in the 2006 session.

Distinguished delegates, you deathe swift adoption of this year’s CD agenda possible.
| hope that today we are taking a secondlsstep towards the wtalization and better
functioning of the CD. | sincerely hope thaywill not hesitate t@ontact our Friends of
Presidents and provide them with your viemsany or all of the above-mentioned subjects.

I would now like to give the floor to the representative of India, Ambassador
Jayant Prasad.

Mr. PRASAD (India): Mr. President, my deleiian would like to congratulate you on
your assumption of the presidency of then€@rence on Disarmament and commend your many
initiatives in seeking consensus on its programmeork. | wish you success in this mission
and assure you of the fultesooperation of my delegation.

We appreciate also your initiative to extehd established convention of the Presidential
troika to include all the incoming Presidents tloe 2006 CD session. Your idea to involve them
in decision-making and to invite them to the Rtestial consultations wiknsure continuity and
consistency in Presidential initiatives all throuljh year. The five incoming Presidents also
deserve credit for working closely with you in creatively exploring options for commencing
substantive work in the Conference.

We are satisfied that the Conference adojigetiaditional agenda, by consensus, at its
very first meeting. This only reflects the belief of member States that the existing agenda of the
Conference is relevant, inclusive and flexible egiotor dealing with issues that they regard as
important for their national security, as well as international peace and security.

Having adopted the agenda, the primask taow before the Conference is to reach
agreement on a programme of work. Indiwiling to consider any initiative that could
facilitate consensus on it. Forwo successive presidencies,cari999, have grappled with this
challenge. We support yoimitiative to invite member States émgage in a debate on the issues
of the agenda of the Conference in the hopedbateliberations today, and in the coming days,
will enable us to find common ground to reach agreement.

The goal of nuclear disarmament has been on the international agenda ever since the firs
nuclear weapons were built and used. Themniat@nal community has accorded the highest
priority to this objective, as embodied ireth978 Final Document of the first special session
of the General Assembly devoted to disarraatn The goal of a nuclear-weapon-free world
remains as important today as it was thenm@Minister Dr. Manmoha Singh, addressing the
Indian Parliament in July lagear, stressed that nuclear disarmament remains a core concern of
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India’s foreign policy. India is committed tonaiclear-weapon-free world, to be realized in a
systemic and progressive manrtbrough global, verifiableand non-discriminatory nuclear
disarmament.

As an interim measure, until the achievement of the objective of universal nuclear
disarmament, India continues to suppoet demand of the non-nuclear-weapon States for
multilateral and legally binding security assurances. They have regarded the existing security
assurances as conditional and not as legally hgndi'here has been, however, little progress in
realizing this demand.

India has always expressed its readinegmtticipate in the negotiations in the CD on a
multilateral, non-diséminatory and internationally and eftaeely verifiablefissile material
cut-off treaty. This is the essence of 8fsannon mandate, which embediithe spirit of the
1993 General Assembly resolution on FMCT, potssored by India and many other Member
States. While conscious of the developmenthkisregard over the past year and a half, we
continue to believe thatithessence should remain the basis for any future work.

The peaceful application of space technolbgg very much contributed to India’s
social and economic development. India hasi&d a growing infrastructure, including the
deployment of several satellites in space fangwnications and remote sensing and for the
utilization of space technology and assets in sf@cguch diverse sectoas agriculture, health,
education, natural resource mgament and disaster managemnelndia is, therefore,
committed to the peaceful pursuit of space technology and to preserving outer space, a common
heritage of mankind, exclusively for peaceful usége share the concerns about the dangers of
the deployment of weapons in outer space athdugethat this will not be in our collective
interest. We regard this Conference asdhppropriate forum to deal with the issue.

The agenda of the Conference is comprekerand enjoys the support of all member
States. Likewise, for any programme of wofkhe Conference to enjoy the support of all
member States, it will have take into account their conceransd priorities. India has also, for
instance, sought to accommodate the growing convergence on the A-5 proposal, even though
its mandate departed fro@D/1570, which proposed a ndging mandate for nuclear
disarmament. Though not fully satisfied witie A-5 proposal, India has decided to support it
in the hope that it could become the basis ferGID’s programme of work. India continues to
support the proposal as it reflects, to a largergxtbe priorities of most constituents of the
Conference. In this context, India continuefulty subscribe to the statement made by the G21
last year.

The United Nations Secretary-Generad haknowledged, in his message to the
Conference, that it is the lack of politicallvwvhich has not allowed the Conference to reach
consensus on a programme of work. As we Is@an, procedural fiseand cosmetic changes
in the existing proposals have failed to englithpasse. The underlying reasons behind the
Conference’s deadlock have also impacted on other multilateral processes and forums, such as in
the outcome document of the 2005 World Summit. This symptomatizes not just a procedural
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failure; it reflects the deep divergences in the security concerns, priorities and goals of member
States. It is, therefore, not surprising that we have not been successful in reaching consensus o
this Conference’s programme of work.

We do not share the view that the current impasse signifies the failure of the Conference.
As the sole multilateral disarmament negotiatiogly, the Conference has continuing relevance
in today’s world. There is no alternative forum that brings together militarily significant States
and that can engage in negotiations on issuesliteatly impact on international security. If
there is a divergence of views on security concerns, the same absence of convergence among k
States will also impede progress iryaiternative process or mechanism.

India believes that we need to remaigaged in deliberations, since these are an
essential prerequisite for theceess of any negotiating proces&&ur pragmatic proposal, Sir,
to undertake an exploration of agenda issueshmeagn instrument of distillation, leading to the
enlargement of the common ground. As MahatmadBesaid: “No principle exists without its
application.” We must persevere in our effpltut these should expressly be made for the
purpose of establishing a pragnme of work. We are suppouithe Presidential initiative in
the hope that discussions in the plenary meetimggg lead to the commencement of substantive
work in the Conference.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Prasad of dor his statement and for the kind
words addressed to the Chair. | now give floor to the representative of Indonesia,
Ambassador Markarim Wibisono.

Mr. WIBISONO (Indonesia): Mr President, it is certainly a privilege as well as an
honour for me to speak for the first time on an ocrathat sees the coincidental meeting, under
your presidency, of this special forum in thistbric chamber. Therefore, permit me first to
congratulate you on your assumption of this haffite on this auspicious occasion and also to
express my firm conviction that, under your alel@dership, we shall put fresh resolve into
achieving more productive andrestructive deliberations. Alhe same time, you can rest
assured that my delegatiwiill render its full supportrad cooperation to our common
endeavours towards a more secure world.

It is indeed a great concern for manyuef including Indonesia, that the Conference on
Disarmament has been dormant for almost a decade, even if we recognize that the post-cold-wa
era is supposed to have created a conducivesatmoe for international peace and security.
| believe that the members of this “best club in town” will concur that arms control and
disarmament remain one of the mwsportant, relevantral pressing issues in the world today.

On this basis, | am personally afraid that if the current tendency prevails, the CD will no longer
be able to claim to be the sole negotiating forum and will become just another deliberating forum
or, even worse, will soon be considered as no more than a talk show.

However, at the beginning of the 208$ssion we have witased somewhat more
encouraging developments. The decision takeyoolyas the current President, and by the
five incoming Presidents, to establish a P6 mechanism is surely a “breakthrough”. At least this
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ensures that throughout the 2006 session, thetiatieand deliberations ahe members of the

CD will be more focused. My delegation therefarishes to congratulate the P6 and to express
our great appreciation for this creative amgprecedented innovation. It is our common hope
that this “good sign” will be followed by furtheoncrete initiatives angractical steps towards
breaking the current deadlock in the programme of work.

Some years ago, in this forum, my predecessor stated that, despite our preference for a
comprehensive and balancedgramme of work, and hence association with the G21
position, Indonesia is flexible in its approach apen to new initiatives. Thapproach is based
on the conviction that flexibility is needed if wsh to see the CD back on track and reclaiming
its credibility. Today, Indonesia remains firmlytbfs conviction. However, flexibility and also
openness will only succeed in addressing the challenges before us and in answering the
expectations of the international communithiéy are guided by certain basic principles.

First, my delegation observes that the only cause of the current deadlock in the CD is the
lack of political will of its members. No cougtin this chamber, | believe, is against the
ultimate goal of achieving general and coete disarmament undstrict and effective
international control. Yet, for years, this Cerdnce has been held hagdy some who believe
that the only way forward is through the use @ thle of consensus. If we are serious about
making progress in our substantive work, politidl is a must and, to have such will, there
should be flexibility and openness. Otherwise, ladraid that at this very early stage of the
session, the outcome of the 2006 Conferenddisarmament can already be predicted.

Second, we are all aware that the presesf weapons of mass destruction poses a
serious threat and a great danger not onlptmtries that own or produce them, but to all
countries, to all human beings. Addressinghsa problem certainly does not belong to a
handful of countries; instead naultilateral approackhould be the best way to proceed. A
unilateral approach in this regard is certainly welcome and also appreciated, but it will only solve
the problem partially and incomprehensively. Therefore, multilateralism in arms control and
disarmament should be widely accepted and resgext the key principle in our work, since it
represents the relevance and importance ahteenational forum, including the Conference on
Disarmament.

Third, arms control and disarmament is datyea very broad and complex issue as it
embraces a wide range of aspects - political, economic, humanitarian, environmental and more.
Meanwhile, every type of weapon of mass desion also has its complicated ramifications,
making our efforts to abolish them more difficult.is in this regard that my delegation wishes
to stress the ultimate importance of pragmatisweifreally wish to see the Conference on
Disarmament make real progresadonesia remains committed to the final objective of a world
free of weapons of mass destran and to a treaty of genéand complete disarmament under
strict and effective internationabntrol. However, Indonesia is also pragmatic on the ways and
means to achieve these objectives and, in thieggns more than ready to have a step-by-step
approach. Ideally, we would prefer teesthe CD address all the items on the agenda
simultaneously; but we are also ready to statussing some of them as suggested in the
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A-5 proposal, for example. The proposal whick haen widely acclaimed as the most viable
in years is on the table. My delegation is redfy,is the wish of the Conference, to start
discussing it and get the ball rolling.

This Conference needs to be revitalized, and for that purpose we need political will in
order to restart our discussignge need to underscore théerof multilateralism in this
endeavour and we need to bagmatic in our approach. The Rés started its work with the
fresh idea of a unified presidency. It is tnape that this initiative will be followed up by
sustained and constructivesdussions and deliberations.

Finally, the Ambassador tfie Netherlands reminded us a few days ago of the noble
meaning of the painting in this chamber. [ therefore, in turn, remind everyone here that prior to
entering this room, on the wall in the hallway, we can read these words by Robert Cecil: “Here
is a great work for peace in which all can paratg The nations must disarm or perish. Be
just, and fear not.” It is my convictigdhat together we can do this great work.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Wibisono of Indonesia for his statement
and his kind words addressed to the Chairow give the floor to the Ambassador of the
Russian Federation, Mr. Valery Loshchinin.

Mr. LOSHCHININ (Russian Federation) (translated from Rugsidiirst of all,
Mr. President, | would like to stress that wgport all of your cortsuctive ideas which are
aimed at resumption of the ptaal work of the Conference.

The subject matter of our deliberations tpdahow, on the basis of the adopted agenda,
to proceed to the adoption of the Conferenpetgyramme of work, which is the next step
provided for by the rules of procedure. ‘&fe open-minded on this issue. We would be
prepared not to object to the “five Ambadses’ proposal” and hope that consensus will be
reached on the basis of those proposals. thigisproposal which, as we all know, now enjoys
the widest support.

The Russian Federation’s well-known prioritythe issue of the prevention of an arms
race in outer space by means of a legally bintisug on the placement of weapons there and the
use of force against outer space objects. This is a point we have made repeatedly. This is
perhaps the most relevant and most promigarg on the Conference’s agenda. After all,
there are no weapons in outer space yet, aeveption is always easithan prohibition and
reduction. What is more, this involves the furttevelopment of intern@nal outer space law,
whose foundations have already been laid, andldsing of the existing significant lacunae in
that law. Also important is the fact that cooperation in space between the major players - Russic
the United States of America, China, Indl&e European Union and other countries - is
developing rapidly, which is creating favourable political prerequisites for negotiations. It is in
the interests of all States without exceptiorerethose which do not yet have their own outer
space programmes, to ensure that spacecraft operate normally: mankind as a whole is
increasingly dependent on outer space activities. Itis also in the interests of all for there to be n
military threats in and from outer space. It soatlear that, with the rapid development of
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outer-space-related military and information technologies, no voluntary cooperation between
individual States, important though it may be, caargatee the equal security for all that can be
provided only by a universal legally binding agreement.

Our objective is to draw up and concludehe Conference a new legally binding
agreement on the non-deployment of weapons ier@gace and prevention of the threat or use
of force against outer space objects. Neversiselgs you are aware, we have taken a more
important and difficult step towards compromis the context of the “five Ambassadors’
proposal”. In the context of the “five Ambassaglg@roposal’ we have agreed to an exploratory
mandate rather than a negotiating mandate for the future ad hoc committee on PAROS. We are
expecting gestures in return from our partners.

The Russian Federation is committed to the goal of nuclear disarmament in compliance
with article VI of the NPT. In this regard, the complete elimination of nuclear arms can be
achieved only through gradual phased movement towards the ultimate objective on the basis
of a comprehensive approach with participatigrall nuclear Powerand, of course, while
maintaining strategic stability. We share tmnion of the distinguished Ambassador of China
on the importance of the principle of equal security for all States, as well as on the fact that it is
impossible to strengthen one’s own security atdkpense of another’s security. Russia is living
up to all its commitments with respect to the reatuncof nuclear weapons. The process of these
reductions, which is a highly labour-intensivesheically difficult and costly task, is on the
whole moving ahead successfully, consisteatiy continuously. Owing to the joint and
concerted efforts being made by Russia and the United States, there are ever fewer nuclear
weapons left on earth.

We do not object to the establishment of an ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament
with the mandate provided for by the “five Ambadsrs’ proposal”. | would like to draw your
attention to the fact that, as compared Wi#1, Russia’s total nuclearsanal has been reduced
fivefold. Its arsenal of non-strategic nuclearapens has been reduced by three quarters. Under
the Moscow Treaty, by the end of 2012 Russihtie United States must further reduce the
levels of their strategic warheads approximately threefold as compared with the final ceilings
established for the end of 2001. Russia has repeatidéd that it is ready to continue reducing
its strategic potential to an even lower level than that envisaged by the Strategic Offensive
Reductions Treaty.

In our view, the work of an ad hoc committee on nuclear disarmament would be
incomplete and one-sided if it were to focuscslyion nuclear arms reductions in the nuclear
States. The issue of nuclear non-proliferatioth @hstrengthening the NPT regime is currently
becoming more acute and urgent. This is alsissue that should be discussed in the ad hoc
committee. At the same time, the interrelated issues of nuclear disarmament, nuclear
non-proliferation and cooperationtine peaceful uses of atomic energy are being thoroughly
and comprehensively studied within the NPT egwprocess. It would certainly be worth
thinking about how to avoid duplicationtine spheres of work of the two forums.
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Russia has consistently supportedageeed recommendations of the 1995 and
2000 NPT review conferences concerning the digftina treaty to ban the production of fissile
material for nuclear weapons or other explesievices in the Confence on Disarmament.
Achieving a compromise on a balanced prograrofmeork for the Conference would make it
possible to launch negotiations on this important issue.

And there is one more “nuclear” issueaur agenda. We would not object to the
proposal drawn up by the “five Amassadors” for the establisent of an ad hoc committee in
the Conference on the issue of security ass@sfor non-nuclear-weap@itates against the use
or threat of use of nuclear weapons. Russia @vbalready to move towards the development of
a global agreement on negative security assurances. At the same time we would like to note the
nearly 100 States which are members of nuelsapon-free zones have already been provided
with legally binding security assurances. Wport efforts to establishew zones of this type.

These are our approaches to the core items of the agenda on which most of the
discussions are now under way. In our statemweriteep referring to the proposal made by the
group of “five Ambassadors”. This attests te fact that Russia idose to supporting those
views. We would be prepared to agree toappointment of special coordinators on the three
remaining issues of substance - new tyfedd/MD and new systems of such weapons, a
comprehensive programme of disarmament, andpaency in armaments. We have expressed
our views on this subject on more than one ocoasie do not think that serious disagreements
can arise here. In our view, these items have figarulated in such a general form that they
should allow us to consider practically any sfiedssue within the framework of an agreed
programme of work.

Concerning the other issues related to maintaining international peace and security, they
obviously should meet at least thi@éeria if they are to be incledl in our programme of work:
they should enjoy consensus; they should cpmed to the Conferencefsandate and profile;
and work on them should not dugdie what other internationatganizations or forums are
already doing or are planning to do. We note ttmasuch issues have yet been identified. Of
course, we do not object to continuing to sealhsssues; there is no doubt that the Conference
on Disarmament must respond to new threats aalieclyes. However, we now face a task of a
higher order - the resumption of normal work in the Conference. Itis clear to all that an idle
Conference cannot and wilbt be able to consider any issuebether new or traditional. We
are close to the thinking expressed by thérdisished Ambassador of Sweden when he said
that the present debate about old threats verswshreats is a false debate, and the result has
been that neither is dealt with, and this is wanfortunate. Therefore, in our view, while fully
respecting the right of any State to propose asye for consideration, vikelieve that at this
stage it is important not to further complicate the already difficult search for a compromise on
the programme of work of the Conference byaddtrcing additional issues, however topical they
may be. Meanwhile, of course, we remapen to any new ideas and proposals without
prejudice to reaching an agreement on the programme of work.

In conclusion | would like to say a femords on a methodological issue. Russia
welcomes all efforts to seek a compronosea balanced programme of work for the
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Conference. Only such a programme can ratodoverging interests and priorities within

a multilateral forum operating on the basis of tHe nf consensus. Demands that we renounce

a balanced approach ignorelityaand move us farther from itThey give rise to additional
difficulties instead of facilitatig progress towards compromise. The way out is to be found
elsewhere: under present conditions progresdeamnsured only by moving towards each

other, taking into account each other’s intes@std concerns and showing political goodwill. It

is this approach that the Russian delegatigopsrts, and it is our belief that with the political

will of all States we could readonsensus on the Conference’s programme of work on the basis
of the “five Ambassadors’ proposal”, whickvbuld remind you is an evolving proposal.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Loshchinin of the Russian Federation for his
statement, and | now give the floor to the Bamssador of Sri Lank#]s. Sarala Fernando.

Ms. FERNANDO(Sri Lanka): Mr. President, sia this is my first intervention under
your presidency, let me takieis opportunity to extend our sincere congratulations on your
assumption of this important gansibility. We also join othedelegations to request you to
convey our sincere condolenceshmhalf of Sri Lanka to the families of those who lost their
lives in the tragic accident in Katowice.

Your presidency offers a unique opportungince your country Poland has experience
and understanding of aspiraticssd sensitivities across the regal groups. Moreover, the
Polish presidency comes at a crucial time. As you mentioned in your opening statement, our
current situation is one of seriofrastration and quests for alternative approaches to get the CD
back to work. We must also be mindful oé thanagement reforms currently being processed in
New York, which will bring new pressures to further reduce the resources allocated to the CD
for reasons of the impasse in this body. During ylar, considering what is at stake, all of us
in the CD bear a special responsibility to egggaach other and ocapitals, using all the
creativity, flexibility and political will evoked bynany delegations, to assure the healthy
continuity of this unique body.

Some delegations have referred to the magnificent murals of José Maria Sert in this
Council chamber and the power they hold &pire our work. We would however prefer
to recall, as did many speakers during tiek’s 1,000th plenary meeting, the historic
achievements of the CD, the landmark multilateral disarmament agreements which represent
today a robust body of internatioral, as the basis to inspire our efforts to get the CD back to
work.

Many delegations have referred in the First Committee and in the CD to their
disappointment and concern at the lack ofgpess in disarmament matters throughout 2005,
notably the failure of the NPT Review Confetenthe impasse in the CD and UNDC, as well as
the inability to agree on any language on disarmament in the World Summit outcome document.
Nevertheless, the announcement of the awardeoNtibel Prize to Direot General EIBaradei
and IAEA on the eve of the First Committee, as well as the very positive statements delivered by
the heads of OPCW and CTBTO during that sessiomld be considered as healthy signs that
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multilateral arms control and disarmament initiatives, some born in the CD, are now well into the
stage of implementation witheétbroad support of member States. The statement presented by
the Russian Ambassador alsegented important joint effarfor the reduction of nuclear

weapons. Reports presented at the First Comnaittddoy delegations in the CD on the physical
destruction of important stocks of arms and landmines have a similar positive effect.

Several delegations have already commended you, Mr. President, for getting the agenda
of the CD adopted so quickly this year. Sri Lackatinues to hold that the agenda is relevant,
comprehensive and flexible enough to accommoalhiesues of concern. You have also taken
an initiative to seek the joinboperation of all CD Presidera$ the 2006 session, as well as to
institute a mechanism of Friends of Presidents with due geographical balance. With the passag
of time, the hibernation in the CD has seen its pool of expertise depleted, and suspicion and
cynicism set in. In this impasse, Presiderirarogatives have become something of a last
resort. However, your “inclusive” approaahd willingness to engage across regional groups
will assist in gathering momentum for the work ahead, to ensure continuity and a determined
attempt to shape the CD proceedings tha yéhile at the same time building confidence
towards an eventual resumption of work. | easure you of my delegation’s full support to you
and the 2006 Presidents in this endeavour.

You have also announced yoatention to organize structured debate on issues and to
establish a timetable. My delegation is on re@wdtating that Sri Lanka fully supports the five
Ambassadors’ proposal. We could@akonsider any other proposiaht would be likely to meet
consensus. To this end, we are also of the Weavthe wider and more frequent use of informal
and open-ended consultations could take place ecifgpissues. These informal consultations
would provide a flexible method of dealingtivissues in a substantive manner pending
agreement on the establishment of any subsidiary body to commence negotiations.

We cannot turn a deaf ear to the callrfgfiorm throughout the United Nations system.
Many of us have had the opportunity to wieet first hand the recent developments - though
small - towards improving the methods of waifkthe First Committee. Should there not be
coherence in our work across the multilateral forums? Finding a balance by moving flexibly
between the segments for formal statements and interactive debate, while opening the way also
to the participation of civil society, are somwiethe small steps achieved in the First Committee
which could benefit the CD too. Let us not forgedt the CD rules of procedure already permit
invitations to be extended to the specialiagéncies, IAEA or any other organs of the
United Nations system, to assist olvancing the work of the Conference.

There are too few of us who have persoaeablections of what the CD has been capable
of until the Ambassador of Swedeeaminded us recently of tlexcitement of the negotiation
process. So | ask you, dear colleagues, since winter has come, can spring be far behind?

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador FernandoSx Lanka for her statement and
the words addressed to the Chair. | novegdhe floor to the Ambassador of France,
Ambassador Francois Rivasseau.
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Mr. RIVASSEAU (France) (translated from FrenchMr. President, allow the French
delegation to associate itself with the comaales expressed to Poland here following the
disaster in Katowice.

Sir, you requested delegations to suggegbtoavenues of work and reflection on issues
which could be taken up by the Conference osaBhament this year. We believe that the
Conference on Disarmament must be in a position to address all important issues in the area it
covers today. In that spirit, for over a yeaw France and Switzerland have been thinking
together about critical civil infrasicture. We informally circuled a draft mandatest year. A
French expert came to put our views on theexttlgt an informal plenary meeting which was
held on 10 June 2004. On 28 and 29 Octobe8 20@ 7 and 8 October 2004, thanks to the
boost provided by the Swiss authorities, the @ar@entre for Security Policy organized two
forums at which this issue was extensivelscdssed. These events resulted in publications
which have been communicated to the members of the Conference. Yesterday, in a spirit of
reflection, we organized open-endszhsultations on this issue. Lastly, with a view to seeking
consensus and enriching our thinking in floisim, our two countries are submitting to the
Conference a draft mandate which is being distributed today so that the issue of critical civil
infrastructure may be taken into account ia @hair’s efforts to secure agreement on a
programme of work in this forn. And | have the honour, Sir, to ask you to give it a reference
number as usual for the working papers of the Conference.

In the spirit of flexibility and consensus whigoverned the adoption of the agenda this
year, we could, if you wish, consider placingtissue under item 5 of our agenda, even though,
nationally speaking, our reservations ceming this agenda remain relevant.

While thanking you for distributing this aft mandate as an official document of the
Conference, we will also be sending you a letter today to confirm in writing what | have just
said, and if | may conclude, Sir, | would sagttlast week the Ambassador of the Netherlands
was hoping that the curtains would be opened,lanust say | remember that two years ago,
during the statement | made when | arrived, | expressed exactly the same wish. The curtains are
open today, Sir, and | hope thaddes well for our future work.

The PRESIDENT | thank Ambassador fRasseau of France for his statement, and | now
give the floor to the Ambassadat Switzerland, Mr. Jiirg Streuli.

Mr. STREULI (Switzerland) (translated from FrencH also noted that the curtains are
open, but there is fog outside. | hope that is not symbolic.

Switzerland together with France forms part of the project for a mandate on critical civil
infrastructure. Yesterday, our open-ended attagBons on this draft showed once again that
threats to critical civil infrastructure areate The legitimate questions raised during the
discussion showed that we are in the early stages of analysing the threat and the way in which we
could address it. In our view, the time is ripe to begin work along the lines set out in our joint
proposal. Coordination with existing effontsother regional organizations, definitions,
implementation of recomemdations and any other solutioguéed could be handled by the
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group of governmental experts we propose settingMe.invite all the delgations in the CD to
contribute substantially to elatating on our draft. My delegation therefore suggests that the
issue of critical civil infrastructure should bensidered under the agenda of our Conference. It
should be included in your plannifgr the structured debate during 2006.

The PRESIDENT | thank Ambassador Streuli of 82erland for his statement, and |
now give the floor to the Ambassar of Italy, Mr. Carlo Trezza.

Mr. TREZZA (Italy): Mr. President, at the outdewould like to thank you and the other
five Presidents of the CD this year for appoigtine as a Friend of the Presidents. | wish to
assure you that | shall perform these duties to the best of my capabilities and on the basis of the
guidelines that you have outlined today.

In your inaugural statement of 24 Janugoy indicated that you would have held a
debate based on the CD agenda to identify issues which might constitute possible elements for
our future work. Although our views were peesed to you in bilateral consultations, we
understand that during this sessdelegations are expectedot@sent individually or on a
collective basis the priority issues for our worlstear. Of course, | am taking the floor on a
national basis and not asdend of the Presidents.

Our views are based on previous natigrusitions as well as on European Union
positions, and in particular, on the Européhamon strategies and common positions on
non-proliferation and disarmamemthich were submitted as official documents of the CD. Let
me add that the so-called “food for thought” naper, presented by the then President of the
CD one year ago, and which is a further elabion of the A-5 proposal, remains an important
term of reference for us.

The general issue of nuclear fissile matagdbday a topic which requires the greatest
attention. In this regard, we are analysing witerest the statement made by the distinguished
Permanent Representative of the Russian Faderan nuclear fissilenaterial on 31 January.

We have already explained in the pastitiasons why the negotiation at the CD of a
multilateral treaty banning the prodiomn of fissile material for ndear weapons asther nuclear
explosive devices (FMCT) constitutes the priofdy my country. We support the establishment
of an ad hoc committee to that end. We belténag the negotiation of such a treaty commands
the widest support in the CD.

We recognize that other delegations hanbdated, even today, other priorities, and in
particular the prevention of an arms race in outer space, negative security assurances, nuclear
disarmament issues. We are ready to deal thém in our programmef work and in our
timetable.

Italy also believes that more considéra can be given within the Conference on
Disarmament to appropriate new and addl issues relevant to this forum.
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Finally, and at this partical juncture, Italy calls upon the 2006 presidencies of the CD to
establish a timetable for this year based on the priorities expressed by delegations and to seek a
compromise on a substantial programme of work.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Trezza of {tdbr his statement, and | now give
the floor to the Ambassador of Romania, Mr. Doru Costea.

Mr. COSTEA(Romania): Mr. President, as requested by the unwritten rules of
procedure of the Conference, allow me atdltset to congratulate you not only on assuming
the high and highly demanding office of Presitlof the CD, but first and foremost for the
dedication you attach in accomplishing this takkt me also put on record my personal support,
as well as my delegation’sigport, for all your efforts.

If asked to define the atmosphere in @@nference on Disarmament in one single word,
the first and most pregnant that comes tommyd would be “frustratn”. We could sense it
among the delegations for the last couple of ye®rs.can feel it more strongly at the beginning
of the session. We have heardtteted this very day. It may be defined as a common feature of
the statements we heard during the first plenaggtings. Frustration is also felt personally,
perhaps stronger, by those approaching the podium and stepping up there.

Please allow me to quote a short fragmennfeostatement delivered by the Romanian
President of the Conference on Disarmamenteab#ginning of his term at the 756th plenary
meeting on 20 February 1997. If necessary, then | could explain my frustration.

“It is a great honour for me to assume the presidency of the Conference on
behalf of Romania. At thgame time, | take this as arf)eular responsibility. ... the
Conference on Disarmament is calleetobark upon a process of self-examination
and adaptation to a changed political environment. Well before the conclusion of the
negotiations on the Comprehensive Test-Bantyreat year we all started to consider
the future of the Conference on Disarmament, its new priorities, how it could best serve
the legitimate aspirations afankind. Appropriate responsasd concrete actions are
expected from us without undue delaydded, in setting its objectives and working
methods, in its very spirit, the Conference nre$iect current international trends. Its
negotiating role must be presed and reinforced. Concrete results must crown our work
if the Conference is to remain faithful to generous goals. | shall spare no effort to
serve the interests of the Conference to the best of my ability, in a balanced, open and
pragmatic way.”

Well, my single comment would be that niyears after this statement, there is nothing
more to add to it. In my opening statemémiess than two months from now, the best | can do
is only change some words, and try harder tearadifference. Fortunately, on your initiative,
this year we have decided that the six Pegsisl of the 2006 CD seesi should coordinate and
cooperate better in order at least to etthgeConference to its main aims and purposes.
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When we started this exercise, all six of us professed realistic but optimistic expectations
about the chances and the ways of launchingaotdge work in the CD. Therefore, none of
us expected you today to announce thatiiracle has happened and we have agreed on a
programme of work. Whatgdersonally would have expected is that after the already
well-known assertion that “there no consensus on a programme of work”, you would have
been able to present concrete proposals that dieleganight have come up with. It would have
been a sign that each and every delegatiahis Council chamber has understood that only
together, the 65 of us - not only the P6 - can ne@mor at least moveldtle bit, the huge stone
blocking our activity. Yet wéope that it can still happen. Butdo this, we all may wish to
keep in mind at least three bagrinciples. First, Presidents try to provide opportunities for
members to come forth witlpdated and debate-provokiogntributions. Second, any
delegation may raise any topic any time, as long as it is strictly linked to the mandate of the
Conference. Third, national priorities are not - and let me repeat: not - mutually exclusive.

Several delegatiortsave asked to make room fmeativity in our work. My
understanding is that such a calhi restricted to the Presidents of the CD, but to its entire
membership. For the last few years the Presidents of the Conference have done their best. |
think it is high time for all the members, including the Presidents, to continue doing so.

I would like to end this statement today\mjicing a question that somehow haunts me
about the significance of the magic word whigliconsensus” in the CD, and perhaps we may
give it a thought. Does consensus in the CD mean “no vote” or “vote no”?

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Costea of Romania, an incoming President. |
now give the floor to the Ambas$ar of Japan, Mr. Yoshiki Mine.

Mr. MINE (Japan): Mr. President, | would lik&ice again to express my appreciation to
you and this year’s successive Presidents foirthiative to have struated debate throughout
the year. | would like to assure you oéthull support and coopdian of my delegation.

A few minutes ago you made some intradug remarks about the Friends of the
Presidents. Let me express my gratitudesemse of honour at being appointed one of the
Friends of the Presidents.

On this occasion of identifying the matters of importance in our new session, | would like
to express our views on the priorities of the CIapan has placed its greatest importance on the
FMCT as a measure for nuclasisarmament and non-proliferation. The FMCT will be an
essential building block for the total elimination of nuclear arsenals. Furthermore, it will
contribute to the prevention of nuclear prolitesa by globally banninghe production of fissile
material for nuclear weapons, as well as enimgnitansparency and accountability through its
verification or safeguards system. The immediate commencement of negotiations on the FMCT
and its early conclusion was already agreeith the 1995 and 2000 Review Conferences.
Furthermore, the FMCT is the only issue amorggfthur core issues that has gained support
from all CD members. Therefore, it is ripe feegotiation. Today | will not go into detail on
the substance of the FMCT, but | will justpegss our views on the priorities of the CD.
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We intend to issue a working paper for the upcoming session on FMCT, and we are
looking forward to a useful exchange of vieewith members to deepen the substance on the
FMCT. To repeat what we have already discuss@dt good enough. We need to go further.
Last week | stressed the importance of setting a clear-cut timetable specifying how and when
each issue is treated, so that we can prepare well in advance and make a meaningful exchange of
views possible. We strongly urge that the taée includes continuous sessions with sufficient
time devoted to the FMCT. Continuous sessibesoted to one issue are necessary for
deepening the substance without interruption. eoee, this will make ieasier for members to
bring their experts from capitals.

A timetable where issues change every week is undesirable. In our eyes, the FMCT is a
priority, but of course we are certainly open to dgscany issue just as long as it fits in well with
the functioning of the CD and promotes the development of an agreeable future programme of
work.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Mine of Japfam his statement, and | now give
the floor to the Ambassador Aiistralia, Mr. Mike Smith.

Mr. SMITH (Australia): Mr. President, as this is the first time that Australia has taken
the floor during your presidency, may | welcothe enthusiasm and initiative you have brought
to your office? | can assure you of my delegds full support for your efforts to reinvigorate
this body.

In nine years, this Conference has fatie@chieve much of substance. For my
delegation, this state of affairs is atpaular frustration and a disappointment.

We have been one of the vast majority of delegations that have shown flexibility in
supporting the various proposals for a progranefeork put forward during that period.

It is a great regret that the CD has najuethe negotiation of a fissile material cut-off
treaty. This negotiation is long overdue.

States have a good understanding of the $&yeis after years of examination. An FMCT
would make a vital contribution to nlear disarmament and non-proliferation.

Australia believes a most effective FMCDuwid include appropriate measures to verify
parties’ compliance with their obligations.

But the priority should be to start FMGiEgotiations. Detailed aspects of the treaty,
including the nature of any verificationgiene, should be left to that negotiation.

For this reason, Australia supports the calls for the commencement of FMCT
negotiations, without day and preconditions.

But should the CD yet again fall short of thsal, we would support continued efforts to
prepare for the negotiation of an FMCT at the earliest possible time.
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In the nine years we have failed to agree a programme of work, other threats to
international security have gathered strength.

Of particular concern is the proliféi@n of man-portable air defence systems.

MANPADS are a legitimateveapon for States to possessi@eting their dience needs.
But their transfer to and use by non-State actors threatens international peace and security.

Experience shows that non-State actors can obtain these weapons easily and cheaply.

And they have been used against someivillan aircraft, leading to some 600 deaths
since the mid-1970s, according to some estimates.

The international community has taken steps to address this threat.

Australia, for example, has launched an initiative to encourage Asia-Pacific and
other States to implement effective contmer the manufacture, storage and transfer of
MANPADS.

As we struggle to find consensus on a ppragme of work in the CD, an international
consensus on the need to prevent thetitiansfer of MANPADS already exists.

Just last year, the United Nationsn&eal Assembly adopted by consensus
resolution 60/77 on prevention of the illicit transfer and unauthorized access to and use
of man-portable air defence systems.

In Australia’s view, this consensus prowsden opportunity for the CD to examine the
threat posed by the proliferation of MARBPS and develop measures to combat this.

In proposing MANPADS as an issue foetR006 session of the CD, Australia does not
intend to divert efforts to achiexagreement on a programme of work.

But we also believe that the nine-year-long inability of this Conference to find consensus
on four issues should not prevent us from exargiand even negotiating other pressing arms
control and disarmament issues - all the more so where a consensus on the need for action exis

It is our hope that by including MANPADS during its 2006 session, the CD will identify
and develop measures to prevent the pralifen of MANPADS to non-State actors through
their illicit manufacture, transfer and use.

To this end, | have written to you, Mr. Pident, outlining our proposal, and ask that my
letter be distributed as an dafifal document of the Conference.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Smith of Australia for his statement and | give
the floor to the Ambassador of Turkey, Mr. Turkekul Kurttekin.
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Mr. KURTTEKIN (Turkey): Mr. President, allow me to begin by saying how greatly we
appreciate the CD’s efforts you have launched,ttagevith other members of the P6, to get the
CD back to substantial work. As we saididgrthe first plenary session of the year, we are
encouraged by the speed with which the agendthi®ear was adopted. We hope that this is a
good omen for the year ahead.

It is high time for the CD, the sole negotiating body for disarmament affairs, to dust itself
off and once again become relevant. Itietthat 2005 was a disappointment in terms of
disarmament. Yet this should not be any reas@utas off. On the contrary, it should give us
all the more reason to get our act together andepimthe world that all hope is not lost. We do
not have the luxury of remaining idle in t@®nference on Disarmament any longer. At a time
when there are talks and even a repordtore Secure World: Our Shared Responsibility, we
cannot ignore the fact that the Conferenc®@marmament is exactiyne platform to work
towards achieving such a goal. Particularly when we are faced with the various new challenges,
as you, Mr. President and many delegatioenge already referred to, we cannot fail in
combining effort to search for greater security for us all.

The Secretary-General of the Conferemediis address to this body on 31 January,
brought to our attention the horrifying digportion between expenditure on arms and the
resources deployed for aid. Are we not all actalle for this, not only to those in despair due
to poverty, hunger, diseasesmatural calamities in today’s world, as well as to the next
generations? Therefore, the stakes are high and multidimensional. Progress on disarmament and
non-proliferation is vital, and the Conferencel@sarmament continues to be indispensable to
developing the necessary rsil@nd instruments to strengthcompliance and verification.

We should also keep in mind that the wofkhe Conference on Disarmament is one of
the litmus tests for multilateralism, which the family of nations is much more in need of today.

On the agenda that we adopted at the first plenary, the four core issues of the Conference,
to which Turkey also attaches importance,raeentained. To bring the CD back to work on
those issues, various efforts have been made in previous years to reach an agreement on the
programme of work. The five Abassadors’ proposal, whichwe were to take a roll-call,
would command the widest cross-group supportistibdy, was followed by further attempts,
both formal and informal. We believe that theferés ought to continue so that the deadlock in
the CD may be broken.

As highlighted by you and a number of delegas in their statements, there are also new
issues, the discussion of which may indeed pfoy#ul. We share the understanding that the
new issues are not to be substitutes for the four core issues on the agenda, which maintains their
priority. Naturally, the new issues must be in line with the disarmament and arms control
mandate of the CD. My deajation will study any such proposal from that perspective.

In the context, as a main co-sponsothaf United Nations GendrAssembly resolution
on the prevention of the illicit transfer and uttarized access to and use of man-portable air
defence systems, | welcome the proposal bstralia to include MANPADS for consideration
during the 2006 session of this Comfiece from the same perspective.
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Mr. President, in concluding, let me welcome your commitment to provide the
Conference, on behalf of the R@ith a timetable for our work thigear, to which we are looking
forward. We also welcome the Friends of thesRtents, who will assist the P6 in informal
consultations. My delegatiosill continue to support efforts to put the Conference on
Disarmament back on track.

The PRESIDENT I thank Ambassador Kurttekin of fikey for his statement, and | now
give the floor to the representatiof Pakistan, Ms. Tehmina Janjua.

Ms. JANJUA(Pakistan): Mr. President, to begin with, we would like to convey our
sincere condolences to the Polish Governraadtto the families affected by the Katowice
accident. We congratulate you once again on gssumption of the presidency. We hope that
under your leadership, and with your energetdeaivours, we will be abl® have success in
getting a comprehensive and balkti@rogramme of work. Paldst supports all efforts to find
a way out of the current stalemate in the CD.

Your choice of Friends of the Presidentsiid not have been better. Every one of the
distinguished Ambassadors in the Friends efRinesidents has outstanding credentials and
experience in dealing with disarmament and aromérol issues, and in the work of the CD. The
functional utility of setting up the gup of Friends of the President®wever, has to be seen and
confirmed. | reiterate that we all considerselves to be friends of the President.

On the programme of work, which is corapensive and balandemy delegation has
already stated its position in previous meetings of the CD. We would like to state once again
that we are convinced that the A-5 proposatioaes to hold the largest amount of support with
the CD. The A-5 proposal - even if it is not fully satisfactory for us - can help the CD get
jump-started and moving.

The PRESIDENT | thank Ms. Janjua of Pakistan for her statement and for the kind
words addressed to the Chair.

This concludes my list of speakers for tod®poes any delegation wish to take the floor
at this stage? | recognize the distinguished representative of Chile.

Mr. EGUIGUREN(Chile) (translated from SpanishFirst of all | would like to add my
delegation’s condolences to you and the GoventroePoland in connection with the tragic
accident that took place some days ago.

Mr. President, | would like to reaffirmur appreciation and support for the decision
taken by the six Presidents for the year 2006 tckwagether. This will avoid a situation where
we have six isolated exercises of bilateral consultations and the search for formulas which will
allow progress, and instead we will have integrated work which will begin now and encompass
the whole of 2006. Therefore we hope that we wilabke to obtain good results in this regard.
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The six Presidents wished to follow this major step with another, namely the establishment of
this group of Friends of the Presidents fa ylear 2006, and invited six ambassadors to help
them in their efforts. On behalf of Ambassatitartabit, | would like to thank you and the other
Presidents for having invited him to participatehis group of Friends, and | would like to say
that the delegation of Chile is at your disposdbu and the other Presidents may count on our
willingness to cooperate with amyforts which may be made heforth to move the Conference
forward. This has been the spirit nurturedodloly country as a member of the Conference on
Disarmament. We patrticipate in the five Ambagsa’ proposal in this $gt, with the aim of

trying to help the Conference on Disarmameriutetion as it should. We see that there is great
support for the five Ambassadors’ proposal - weehlaeard so today and on other occasions, and
we think that this proposal can be improved ugdnat would make it possible to increase the
level of support for it.

I would also like to refer to a subjashich was mentioned by the Ambassador of
Australia in his recent statement, relating to pogatt defence systems. We believe that it is so
important, in respect of the pr@oh created by the proliferation of these types of weapons for
international peace and security, in the eventttiet fall into the hands of non-State actors.
Hence its importance, and this topic has kaadt with in our forums, but | would like to
highlight what has been said by the Ambassadidwstralia and also thhAmbassador of Turkey
with respect to the treatment of this in #iest Committee of the General Assembly, where the
resolution on the subject enjoyed census on the part of all members.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Chile, and | recognize the
distinguished representative of Algeria.

Mr. KHELIF (Algeria) (translated from Arabjc First of all, | would like to join my
colleagues in expressing my condolences td’thiessh people and the faleis of the victims of
the tragic accident which happed recently in their country.

The delegation of Algeria did not really mtao take the floor, but the very rich
discussion and the proposals that have heard have today makimcumbent on us to address
a number of points.

My delegation will support any effort to gitie Conference out ofithstalemate. We
encourage your efforts, Sir, to hold constidias on issues that might be included in a
programme of work in the lighdf the agenda that has been adopted. We look forward to a
timetable of the kind which you proposed on 9 February.

We have heard some impamt proposals from a number of delegations concerning
issues to be included in the agenda thatlr@ady been adopted. Now, of course, every
delegation has the right to raise any point whidbels is important in accordance with the
Conference’s rules of procedure. In yourieastatement, Mr. President, you said that the
agenda had some flexibility built in to it, which would allow the Conference to discuss any
issues affecting international peace and security. The Presidential statement made following the
adoption of the agenda, at our first plenary meeting, made it clear that any issue relating to
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international peace and securtiyuld be discussed under theada, if there was a consensus

on such a discussion. My delegation would éfane like to endorse the statement by the
Ambassador of the Russian Federation on the condditbashed to the discussion of any topic.
So, | wonder how we are to proceed. Are we going to wait for you to present a timetable for
orderly discussion of the important issues which we heard raised today, or will our silence be
taken as consent? | woulddilyou to clarify this matter.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Algeria for his statement,
and of course, we shall study everythimgl give the Conference proposals soon as to our
calendar.

Does any delegation wish to take the flooth#t stage? That does not seem to be the
case, so before concluding today'’s plenary,qaeslow me to convey @l delegations thanks
for the very interesting discussion which | hopd start a successful dialogue in this room.
Today’s statements often referred to those madeeal hope that this spirit of dialogue will
further develop in the CD during this year’s session.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference will be held on Tuesday, 7 February,
at 10 a.m.

The meeting rose at 11.50 a.m.




