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The PRESIDENTI declare open the 1048th plenary meeting of the Conference on
Disarmament.

I have the following speakers for this pdey meeting: Japan, Germany, on behalf of
the EU, France, Kenya, Italy, Indonesia, the Republic of Korea and Egypt.

I now give the floor to the distinguistieepresentative of Japan, Mr. Sumio Tarui.

Mr. TARUI (Japan): Madam President, thankiyor your kind words of welcome on
Monday. Furthermore, since thistiee first time for my delegation to take the floor in a formal
plenary, allow me to congratulate you on teswuanption of the presidency of the Conference on
Disarmament (CD). You can be assured of ourdufiport as you guide us through this critical
period of the year.

Last year, under the six Presidents’ initiatiintensive discussions on each agenda item
were carried out through the structured, focubslohtes on the tradition@D agenda. This year,
the CD needs to build on these developmentspaonvke that it can contribute to the formation of
international disarmamenhd non-proliferation norms. Jap& convinced the proposed
organizational framework could facilitate the act@iment of this objective if the CD member
States work actively within it. In this coaction, Japan supports the framework and commends
the efforts of this year’s six CD Presidemtsts formulation, and urges its early adoption.

Japan attaches paramount importandbeaarly commencement of negotiations on a
treaty banning the production fiésile materials for nucleaveapons or nuclear explosive
devices (FMCT). We take note that in the régeformal consultations, Madam President, you
indicated that at present there was no consensus for the commencement of negotiations on any
one issue or combination of issues. Howeites, also a significant fact that no country,
including any nuclear-weapon State, has voicambsjion to the negotiation of an FMCT itself
in the CD, even though a range of opinions wétard to the whole CD schedule exist. Japan
aims to enhance deliberations on the sulestaxi an FMCT for the early conclusion of
negotiations once they begin, through specifimeeents on the draft treaty and working papers
already circulated.

On the other hand, when the time comedisouss the other mafdD agenda items -
nuclear disarmament, NSA and PAROS - as well as other items, Japan is committed to engaging
in active debate in accordance with the CD schedule.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representa of Japan for his statement and
the kind words addressed to the Chair. | now gineefloor to the distinguished representative of
Germany, Ambassador Ruediger LuedekbDgputy Commissioner of the German Federal
Government for Arms Control and Disarmament. He will make a statement on behalf of the EU.

Mr. LUEDEKING (Germany): Madam President, | have the honour to take the floor on
behalf of the European Union. | would, first dif ke to congratulate you on the assumption of
the post of President of the Conference on Disarmament. | can assure you of the European
Union’s full support in your efforts to guide the work of this Conference.
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We are at the start of a new year and a new annual session of this Conference. The EU ha
been encouraged by the structured and sutbstashebates conducted gy last year’s session.
A new momentum has developed as a result of the initiative taken jointly by the six Presidents of
the CD last year. This has created the hopetiieatieadlock in the work of the CD can be
overcome and substantivegaoiating work be resumed.

We very much welcome and encouragedtferts undertaken by you, Madam President,
and the other CD Presidentsaff07 to take up the relay baton frdast year's P-6 and bring CD
activities to even more fruition in 2007. In pautii@r, we highly commend the meticulous way in
which you gathered the view of every single CD member State and managed to merge all these
views into a coherent organizational framework for this year’s activities in this Conference.

The EU supports the view that the traditibagenda of the Confence on Disarmament
and the rules of procedure allow every CD member to raise any security issue relevant to the
work of the Conference. In this perspective, Eueurges all CD membetates to swiftly adopt
the agenda as proposed by the six Presider&8@f to be able to start its work immediately.

I would also like to avail myself of this opgonity to recall the EU’s attachment to the
follow-up of the enlargement process of the CGid in particular tontose members of the EU
which are not yet members of the CD and which have submitted a request for admission to the
Conference.

The EU is strongly committed to reacioonsensus on a programme of work and
supports all genuine efforts undertaken to #rat. We welcome the new ideas and proposals
that have been put forward to that end over the last few years.

Getting the CD back to fulfilling its function as the single multilateral forum at the disposal
of the international community for disarmament negotiations is all the more important against
the backdrop of the security challenges that we are facing today. The threats to our security are
more diverse, less visible andg$epredictable. Non-proliferati, disarmament and arms control
remain indispensable elements of cooperaticersy between States and are essential for
effectively addressing those threats.

The proliferation of weapons of mass dedinrcand their means of delivery is potentially
the greatest risk to our security. The EW Haveloped a comprehensive Strategy against
Proliferation of Weapons dflass Destruction, whitwas adopted by the European Council on
12 December 2003. In this Strategy, the EU agapressed its convictn that a multilateralist
approach to security, including disarmamenrd aon-proliferation, provides the best way to
maintain international der. This conviction detmines our overall approach to meeting today’s
security challenges.

In this vein the EU has been and continues to be committed to making a constructive
contribution to the work afhe Conference on Disarmament.

The EU attaches high priority to thegmgiation of a treaty banning the production of
fissile material for nuclear weapons ohet nuclear explosive devices. We call for the
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immediate commencement of such negotiations here in the Conference on Disarmament. The
new momentum which was created in the courdasbfyear’s discussions on the subject must be
seized.

It again became clear last year thatehewntinue to be some differences regarding
individual aspects of a Fissile Material Qift-Treaty (FMCT), in particular relating to
verification and scope. Howeverthar than continuing protractetbates on these aspects, the
EU believes that the negotiations should statttout delay and without preconditions, bearing
in mind the 1995 Special Coordinator’s repamt the mandate contained therein. The early
conclusion of a non-discriminatory, universadyplicable treaty should remain our goal.
Pending the achievement of this goal, the Egearall States to deckaand uphold a moratorium
on the production of fissile material for nucleeeapons or other nuclear explosive devices. We
welcome the action of those four States whichehdecreed such moratoria and urge others to
follow suit.

In the structured debates during lastrigesession of the Conference on Disarmament the
EU also set out its views regarding other impartasues on the agenda of the CD. Thus, for
example, we recalled our support for pursuirggebnsideration of the issue of security
assurances to the non-nuclear-weapon Statesgtrtiee NPT. Such assurances can play an
important role: they can serve both as an itigerio forgo the acquisition of weapons of mass
destruction and as a deterrent. We calledusiear-weapon States to reaffirm the existing
security assurances noted by the United Nat&ewurity Council in its resolution 984 and to
sign and ratify the relevant protocols on leac-weapon-free zones, drawn up following the
requisite consultations, recognizing that treatyeldasecurity assurances are available to such
zones.

In addition, in last year’s structured dédmin the CD, many EU member States also
expressed their views on thesue of nuclear disarmament.

I would also like to recall the statement that was made by the Austrian presidency of the
EU in June last year on PAROS. With it, the EU reiterated its clear commitment to preventing an
arms race in outer space. Preventing an arms race in outer space is an essential condition for the
strengthening of strategic stability and for themotion of internationacooperation in the free
exploration and use of outer spacegeaceful purposes by all States.

The EU is very concernedthaut a recent test of an antiidite weapon. Such a test is
inconsistent with international efforts to avert an arms race in outer space. In this context, the EU
calls upon all signatory States to the OBpace Treaty to abide by their commitment to
exercise their space activities in accordance imigrnational law anah the interest of
maintaining international peace and security.

We consider, inter alia, all these issues to be important matters to be dealt with in the CD.
We wish to see the concerns of all addressdxstantively and condedy. We believe that
progress can best be achieved with a combinafi@mioritizing and at the same time allowing
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for just and meaningful consideration of the cenms of all. The EU is ready to engage in
constructive and results-oriented work in the sewf this year’s session of the Conference on
Disarmament.

Getting the Conference on Disarmament back to substantive work, and in particular
starting negotiations on an FMCT, would have a significant positive impact on the next NPT
review process, which starts at the endpfil with the first session of the Preparatory
Committee in Vienna.

The NPT Review Conference in 2005 was uedblagree on a substantive final document
to address the most pressing challenges tdnbaty. This provides the EU with an extra reason
to put all efforts into a successful review2@10. The EU believes that the prevention of nuclear
proliferation and the pursuit of nuclear disarmament in accordance with article VI of the NPT are
essential for global peace and security. We are therefore firmly committed to the objective of
strengthening the international nuclear non-proliferation regime as underlined in the EU’s
common position of 25 April 2005, by which wtand. The EU continues to support the
decisions and resolution adopted at the 199% RBview and Extension Conference and the
Final Document of the 2000 NPT Review Cergnce, and will bear in mind the current
situation. We will strive tgreserve the authority and integrity of the NPT.

We note that the final report, whiclclndes the programme of work, adopted by
consensus at the 2005 NPT Review Confereragstitutes a reference for the future review
process. The EU is committed to contributing actively to a successful outcome of the first
Preparatory Committee meeting in Vienna. Wealgkour full support to the chairman of the
first Preparatory Committee session, Ambasséaonano of Japan, and we hope that his
consultations to prepare the ground for the outcofrike first session, as well as on its agenda,
are successful in order for that first sessioprticeed to substantive work, pursuant to the
existing agreements among the NPT States parties relating to the strengthening and the improve
effectiveness of the review process. We laoking forward to fruitful and substantive
discussions with a view to building consensushenthree mutually reinforcing pillars of the
NPT: non-proliferation, disamament and the peacefide of nuclear energy.

I would also like to reaffirm the EU'strong support for the Comprehensive
Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT), which we consider as one of the pivotal pillars in the
non-proliferation and disarmament framework, tbge with an FMCT and as part of the 1995
agreement by States parties to the NPT. The early entry into force of the CTBT was recognized
at the 2000 Review Conference of the NPR @sactical step to achieving the nuclear
disarmament and non-proliféi@n objectives of the NPT.

It has been 11 years now since the CTBT was opened for signature. The entry into force of
the Treaty is more urgent today than evdof® The recent nuclear tests conducted by the
DPRK again demonstrated the importance ef@TBT and the value of the international
monitoring system, which is still expanding. The Preparatory Commission for the CTBTO
provides invaluable legahd technical information and advice in this respect.
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The EU welcomes the fact that the CTBTE laghieved near-universal adherence. Of the
44 States whose ratification is necessary foetitey into force of the Treaty, 10 have yet to
ratify the Treaty. We particularly call on the@States to do so without delay and without
conditions. This would also contribute to the positive atmosphere needed for the NPT Review
Conference in 2010.

The importance of maintaining the authorihdantegrity of the NPT is underlined by the
serious regional proliferatiorhallenges that the international community is facing.

The EU fully shares the concern over Iran’s nuclear programme expressed by the IAEA
Board of Governors and the United Natiors& ity Council. We welcome the unanimous
adoption of Security Council resolution 1737 éaction to Iran’s failure to take the steps
repeatedly required by the IAEA Board of Gavers and the United Nations Security Council.
The resolution represents a necessary and gropate response to Iran’s disregard for the
concerns of the international communrairyd for Security Council resolution 1696.

The EU will ensure the effective implemation of the measures contained in that
resolution, which are targeted against the madifpration-sensitive partsf the Iranian nuclear
and missile programmes thaeaf concern. We call on all States also to implement the
measures in full and without delay.

The EU is disappointed that Iran has reaciegatively to the resolution and that it has as
yet not taken any steps to comply with it. Welcome the Securit@ouncil’s decisions to
request a report by the IAEA Director General witB0 days, and to review Iran’s action in the
light of that report.

To avoid any misunderstandingyélieve it bears repeating atshuncture that there is no
dispute whatsoever abouair's rights under the NPT. The issuestake is Iran’s failure to build
the necessary confidence in the exclusively peaceful nature of its nuclear programme. The
pursuit of a secret nuclear programme relatinhpéomost sensitive parts of the nuclear fuel
cycle over more than 18 years, Iran’s documengedrd of concealmenivhich has resulted in
many failures and breaches of its obligation to comply with its NPT safeguards agreement, as
well as the fact that IAEA is not yet in a pasitito clarify some important outstanding issues
relating to Iran’s nuclear programme, are athleart of the matter. | would like again to
emphasize - as is done in United Nations 8gcCouncil resolution 1737 - the importance of
political and diplomatic efforts to find a solution guaranteeing that Iran’s nuclear programme is
exclusively for peaceful purposes. | would also likeavail myself of this opportunity again to
stress the EU’s continuing support for effortditml a negotiated long-term solution. Therefore
we urgently call on Iran, consistent witfetBecurity Council’s decision, to suspend all
enrichment-related activities to allow a return to the negotiating table.

The EU also continues to be gravely coneerby the situation on the Korean peninsula.
We strongly condemn the provocative missdst launches performed by the DPRK in
July 2006 and the nuclear test conducted by@atober 2006. We deplore the fact that the
DPRK continues to defy theternational community and disragl its obligations under the
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relevant statement and resolutions of the Uritations Security Council. The EU fully supports
the most recent resolution (1718) adoptedheySecurity Council on 14 October 2006 and is
committed to the full implementation of the measures contained therein.

We call on the DPRK to observe its obligats under the NPT, refrain from any further
tests of a nuclear device andagtablish the moratorium on long-range missile testing. The EU
fully endorses the diplomatidferts undertaken in the framework of the six-party talks. We
regret that the most recent round of thefiesthas not produced any results. We call on the
DPRK to adopt a constructive attitude to tHkgand work towards the implementation of the
joint statement of September 2005 and, inipaliar, verifiably abandon all nuclear-weapons
programmes and ambitions.

| have so far mainly dealt with nuclear issu mainly, but not exclusively, | should add.
However, this should not detract from otheportant tasks on the disarmament, arms control
and non-proliferation agenda this year. Theskdare manifold and include a broad range of
issues also relating to conventional weaponpanticular small armand light weapons. It
would go well beyond what is possible in my statement today if | were to try to deal with these
issues in an even remotely adequate or balanced way. Let me therefore only make a few
additional remarks on issuether than nuclear weapons.

I would particularly like to daw attention to two successedaxt year in the field of
disarmament and non-proliferation. First, thedhiReview Conference of the CCW agreed on a
substantive final document thatll enhance the instrument. Secondly, | would like to draw
attention to the sixth Review Conference @& Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention. It
has made an important contribution to the furdteengthening of the effectiveness of that
instrument. The international monunity now has the responsibiltty promptly, concretely and
effectively implement the decisions containedhe Final Document of the Review Conference.
The adoption of a new intersessional wprkgramme, leading to the seventh Review
Conference to be held notdéa than 2011, is a significant achievement. The EU is committed to
making the best use of the opportunities pradide it and will promote successful outcomes of
the meetings in the intersessional period.

Both these achievements that | mentioned, jointly with the revitalization of the CD
experienced last year, make a contribution towards overcoming the stalemate in the field of
disarmament and should provide a new impé&tushe work within our Conference.

In conclusion, | would like to touch upon thetféghat 29 April of this year marks the
tenth anniversary of the entry into forcetloé Chemical Weapons Convention. With the second
Review Conference of the implementation of tineaty due to take place in April 2008, this year
provides an opportunity to take skoaf the successful operation of that treaty so far and of what
remains to be done. This anniversary showd aémind us what, political will permitting, the
Conference on Disarmament can achieve.

The CWC ranks among the most ambitians complex international projects as yet
undertaken in our field. The successful negmtiaof this treaty should encourage us to
overcome the stalemate which has characterize@ihfor the last 10 years, and start another
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ambitious project. The FMCT provides the opportythat waits to beeized. We call upon all
partners in the Conference td&ésa constructive approach towards the FMCT as one of the most
pressing items on the CD agen&tarting FMCT negotiations willnderscore the relevance of a
multilateralist approach to security and testify to our commitment to a multilateral treaty system,
which provides the legahd normative basis for all ngoroliferation efforts.

The PRESIDENTI thank the representative of Germany, speaking on behalf of the EU,
for his statement and for the kind words addreésseahe Chair. | now give the floor to the
representative of France, Mr. Jean-Frangois Dobelle.

Mr. DOBELLE (France) (spoke in FrenciMadam President, as | am taking the floor for
the first time during a formal plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament, allow me first
of all to congratulate you on taking the Chaiddhe way in which you have been guiding our
work up until now. In particular, | would like to tell you how much we appreciate the great
professionalism and skill you have displayed in bringing us to the point we have reached today,
something which was not a foregone conclusion. Each and every one of us recognizes the
usefulness of the intensive cottations that you have held since last autumn on the way in
which you and the five other Presidentshef 2007 session of the Conference on Disarmament
are planning to organize our work this year, atidnk we are all aware that we are on the right
track, the only one which enables us to hopewmatvill make further progress this year in
revitalizing this Conference. My delegation beligeat we must be guided by a concern to
preserve what was achieved in 2006, and if postlibeiild on it so as to sustain the momentum
that was started last year. In order to do sanust work in a pragmatic way, as we did in 2006,
to adopt a programme of activsigvhich will allow us to work in an effective and concrete
manner. This type of approach would be coiiito later agreemewin a programme of work.

Madam President, we consider that the ogtion of work that you are proposing for this
session offers the best possible compromise and will allow us to take up all the agenda items in a
balanced way and to identify those which desenore specific attention, in the light of the
interest shown during the discussions. Therefarean support this proposal. We would like the
other member States of the Conference to leanl support to this proposal, and, when it is put
into effect, to show open-mindeess concerning the working rnetl that we might adopt. What
Is important is to carry out productive work on subjects that we have to deal with within an
open approach. My delegation egpses its confidence in the work of the six Presidents and
considers that the approach that has Ipeeposed today offers the Conference the best
prospects for progress, following on from thethod introduced in 2006. Rest assured that
France will spare no effort to allow this forum to fully play its rightful role. In this spirit, we will
not fail to remind you over the next few montifour keen desire that the Conference on
Disarmament should remain fully relevantdopting an open, consttive and pragmatic
approach.

My German colleague, speaking on behalihef European Union, particularly stressed the
priority which its 27 members attached to imenediate launching withayreconditions of the
process of negotiating a treaty banning the prodnof fissile mateal for military purposes.
This concern is of course a fumdantal element in my countryfsosition at the national level, as
was pointed out by the French President during the speech he delivered at lle Longue a year ago.
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This being so, France considers that the raison d’étre of this forum is also to work towards an
approach to disarmament which can help to lighten the heavy toll that humanity pays in the
excessive number of conflictswhich it is involved and to contribute to regional security. In
this context, we must bear in mind the faettti is conventional wgens which kill more than
500,000 persons each year in the world. This is why | would like to express the hope that this
year we can, during consideration of the retewvems, study the question of the control of
conventional weapons more thoghly than in the past. Sevégertinent proposals have been
made by other delegationsycawe support them. We are among those countries which are
seriously concerned over the gtien of illicit transfers of anventional weapons, including
portable anti-aircraft missile siems (MANPADS), to terrorist gups. Need we remind that a
plan to attack a civilian aircraft using this typieweapon was foiled lagear here in Geneva?

Multilaterally, significant progress was madst year outside the Conference in the area
of control of conventional wgans and the proliferation of such weapons. The First Committee
of the United Nations GenerAksembly adopted resolutiondich my delegation keenly
supported on the drafting of a treaty on thmsatrade and the question of stockpiles of
ammunition above and beyond thedks required for defence purpose. In the context of the
1980 Convention on Certain Conventional \p@&as, we also made progress under the
chairmanship of my predecessor on the questi@xplosive remnants of war. We also agreed
on a final document which will strengthen this instrument. Of course it is not our purpose here to
duplicate the excellent work being done in otherfimsubut rather to ensure that the Conference
fully plays its role as a standing body and farfor exchanges of viewan all questions relating
to disarmament, non-proliferati@md international security. As ppaf this open and flexible
approach, which makes it possilbdedeal with the control of weapons which are the most deadly
today, my delegation would also be preparekleep the Conference informed of the initiative
which my country has been guiding at variougls concerning efforts to combat the unlawful
transport of small armsnd light weapons by air.

Madam President, | would not like to dekayy further the progress of our work and the
handling of the essentiaém before us today, that is, thdoption of our agenda. You know our
views on its wording, which we think is no longepperly adapted to the current security issues.
This point of view is unchangesince last year. However, we are prepared to work with this
wording in accordance with the usual conditiansl reservations, so as not to block the
introduction of the excellent pragmme of activities wich has been proposed to us and which
we strongly support.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of France for his statement and
for the kind words addressed to the Chamow call upon the distinguished representative of
Kenya, Ambassador Maria Nzomo.

Ms. NZOMO (Kenya): Madam President, | takestiopportunity to congratulate you on
your assumption of this importapost of President of the Conference on Disarmament. | am
confident that you will successfully steer the wofkhe Conference to greater heights. With
your well-renowned diplomatiskills and depth of knowleddeam confident that you will
succeed.
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My delegation is particularly pleased thabther daughter of the African soil is presiding
over the Conference at the beginning of the g8&7. Kenya was privileged to be in the same
position exactly three years ago, at the beginoir2004. We are therefore conscious of the
challenges posed by being the first Presidetiteabeginning of the year, but we are encouraged
by the efforts you have made in carrying out demiange of consultations to ensure that the
Conference adopts the agenda @rogramme of work withowtelay. We lend our full support
to the programme you have put in place together with your five co-Presidents.

| also wish to thank you for the kind wordswelcome you extended to me and other new
members at the first plenary meeting of the @ogrice on Monday. | wish to assure you of my
delegation’s full support as we embark on a nearywith more focused discussions on the key
issues before the Conference.

It is indeed an honour and privilege for megomally to join this distinguished group of
Ambassadors to the Conference on Disarmament. But as an active member of the Conference,
Kenya has remained concerned over the lack of significant progress that has characterized the
Conference for close to a decade.

We believe that an increm@hand coordinated approaclowd lead to the development
of a comprehensive plan of action for the attant of a nuclear-free world. This should be
based on the 13 practical steps agreed uporeipetar 2000 under the auspices of the NPT, as
well as the recommendations of the A-5.

We appeal to all members of the Conference to rededicate themselves to the course of
nuclear disarmament and arm control. Disarmament is indeed an important pillar in global
efforts to achieve international peace aedusity. It cannot be overemphasized that
development cannot be achieweithout peace and security.

In this regard, my delegation is of thewi that the Conference must focus on and take
concrete steps towards nuclear disarmament which are achievable in the short term while at the
same time embarking on a path towards a comprehensive nuclear disarmament regime.

Kenya firmly believes that nuclear disarmamhand non-proliferation are two sides of the
same coin that must be purdugmultaneously. A selective appah can only lead to further
discordance and stalemate. It is only through flexibility and compromise that multilateral
diplomacy can succeed.

| assure you of my delegati’'s cooperation in your efforts this important endeavour.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Kenya for her statement and
the kind words addressed to the Chair. | nowwadin the distinguished representative of Italy,
Ambassador Carlo Trezza.

Mr. TREZZA (Italy): | would like to start by fully sharing the statement made by
Ambassador Ruediger Luedeking on behalf efEBuropean Union, and express my appreciation
of the fact that he came all the way from Berlin to deliver his statement.



CD/PV.1048
11

(Mr. Trezza, Italy

During 2006, the Conferenom Disarmament was still unable to perform its main
institutional role of conductingubstantive negotiations on primagyestions of disarmament.
However, as stated in the consensual Unitations General Assembly resolution 61/99, “active
discussions [were] held on the programme of Wwakwell as “increased deliberations of the
Conference due to the constructive contributioiisomember States, focused structured debates
on all agenda items includingtv the participation of expts from capitals, and cooperation
among all six Presidents of the Conference in the 2006 session”.

The same resolution stressed the urgent need for the Conference to commence its
substantive work at the beginning of its 2@@8sion and recognized the addresses of the
Secretary-General of the United Nations as wethase by eight Ministers for Foreign Affairs
and other high-ranking dignitaries as aprssion of support fahe endeavours of the
Conference. In its operative part, the resolutioteddbor intensified consultation with a view to
reaching agreement on a programme of work.

This is the moment to reiterate our gratitude to the previous six Presidents,
Ambassador Zdzistaw Rapacki (Poland), Asgsdor Park In-kook (Republic of Korea),
Ambassador Romulus Costea (Romania), Ambasaalery Loshchinin (Russian Federation),
Ambassador Ousmane Camara (Senegal) and ssatdar Anton Pinter (Slovakia) for their
efforts last year. The cooperation they established among themselves allowed the CD to reach a
better understanding of all issuesddo achieve meaningful progress.

This is also the moment to express our catgations to the South African presidency and
to you personally, Madam, and to acknowledgeititensive consultations you held during the
intersessional period. | wish to extend thosegratulations to the incoming Presidents,
Ambassadors Juan Antonio Marchj@{Spain), Sarala Fernandor{&anka), Elisabet Borsiin
Bonnier (Sweden), Jurg Stre@@witzerland) and Bashar Ja’aféSyria), and express our
satisfaction for the spirit of coopion they have already estahksi among themselves in order
to ensure continuity and castency in our deliberations.

The Conference, as stated in our rules of@dore, must adopt its agenda for the year at
the beginning of each annual session. We are confidahwe shall be able to adopt the agenda
as soon as possible. As a “Frieraf’last year’s Presidentatsisted them in the task of
reviewing the agenda. At the end of thatiea/, my delegation found that the agenda was
inclusive and did not limit the CD’s work. It was appropriate for dealing with current
disarmament and security issues, comprehemsiddlexible enough taccommodate all issues
of concern. | take note of the remarks madéhieyAmbassador of France on this issue, and like
France, my delegation can accept that last yearagement for the agenda should serve as a
basis for our activities this year. On that bagisshould determine whiadoncrete items of the
broad agenda are mature for substantivekvaod which items need further discussion.

We hope that through those preliminary dekitens it will be possible to reach a stage
where it appears that there is a basis for negotiations on specific issues.

In that case, and in accordance with rule 23 of the rules of procedure, the Conference may
establish subsidiary bodies such as ad hbc@mmittees, working groups, technical groups or
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groups of governmental experts. As demonstristsidyear, the Presidents have a wide range of
discretion in finding the best way to assessies which are mature for more substantive
deliberations and negotiations.

The work done in the past years, and irtipalar during 2006, as well as the indications
received by delegations this year, should Benadnto account in det@ining our priorities.

I would like to conclude by underlining tiaportance to be attached to high-level
political participation in our deliberations. Thankghe joint invitation last year of the President
and the Secretary-General of the Conference, many dignitaries addressed the Conference on
Disarmament during its 2006 session. We are@bitinion that such invitations should be
extended this year not only to all Foreign Miers of member States but also to other
dignitaries, and in particular to the heads of international organizations and institutions which
deal with the issues relevant to the Conference on Disarmament. We refer, for instance, to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, the @oeGeneral of IAEA, the Chairperson of the
First Committee of the United Nations General Assembly and other interested international high
officials, including representatives of parliami@ry bodies. Upgrading thevel of paticipation
IS a way of crafting the political consciousnassl political will which are necessary for the
Conference to resume its work. In the same spirit, we encourage delegations to ask their capitals
to include references to the Conference on Disarmament in their high-level national and
collective statements or documents. We also elibat some steps forward could be made in
acknowledging the attention andntribution that non-governmental organizations present in
Geneva dedicate to our deliberations.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Italy for his statement and
for the kind words addressed to the Chamow call upon the distinguished representative of
Indonesia, Ambassador Makarim Wibisono.

Mr. WIBISONO (Indonesia): Madam President, ieé join my other colleagues in
extending to you our heartfelt congratulatiamsyour appointment as the President of the
Conference on Disarmament. Wadr that under your able leadkip, this Conference will be
successful in achieving a more constructive resittiin the scope of disarmament efforts. You
can be assured of my delegaits full support and cooperationtime discharge of our duty. |
would also like to express our sincere appreaiatoall the forthcoming Presidents of the 2007
session for their initiatives to have a concertezsiglency throughout the year, and wish them all
great success in leading our deliberations.

Every time the Conference on Disarmament cemees its work, there is always the hope
that the new session will bring forth fresh ideas so that the Conference can make progress and
achieve a tangible outcome in the area sadnament. This common expectation has long
remained unfulfilled, and the Conferermannot let this hopeemain unanswered.

As a result of the slow progress of tieeluction and abolishment of weapons of mass
destruction, and in particulaf nuclear weapons, as wellthg increase in the production and
sophistication of conventional weans, the task of addressingih has become more daunting.
This will entail extra efforts on the part of member States and closer cooperation between them.
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In the meantime, there is growing concern at the emergence of new challenges, such as the illici
use and transfer of small armisd conventional weapons in thends conflict areas as well as

into the hands of terrorists. These challenges ebd addressed collaely, and to this end,

this Conference must demonstrate its willingness and resolve in this historic forum.

At this early stage, Indonesia is of thewithat the current agenda as contained in
document CD/WP.545 reflects the needs and chaketinge august body needs to address. Such
a flexible agenda allows membssuntries to include any issues they deem necessary under any
one item. In this context, Indonesia masobjection to supporting the adoption of the
above-mentioned agenda for 2007.

Indonesia believes that the problems Ishke disarmament and non-proliferation -
whether they pertain to WMD or to conventibneapons - involve too great a risk to be
addressed unilaterally. Given its significant ramifications, disarmament needs to be tackled using
a more comprehensive framework that is baseshotual trust. Therefore, Indonesia is of the
view that a multilateral and ing$ive approach should be usesithe basis of our work.

Finally, allow me to alstake this opportunity to share with you the news that the
Indonesian Government hagpaoved the ratification of éhConvention on anti-personnel
landmines. | am pleased to convey to you thdbnesia will soon be joining more than
150 States parties to the Otta@anvention and will be contribugpactively to the creation of a
mine-free world.

Indonesia is neither a producer of landesimor a mine-affected country; however, it
shares the general concern at the horrendoastefbf anti-personnel landmines, especially as
they mostly affect civilians and children. Therefpthis ratification process once again testifies
to Indonesia’s unswerving commitment to #lvancement of disarmament efforts.

To conclude, | would like to gxess my sincere hope thaettoncerted efforts of the P-6,
combined with a positive spirit of cooperation oga ffart of the member countries, will ensure
that this Conference can truly start working towards achieving disarmament.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Indonesia for his statement
and for the kind words addressed to the Chaiow call upon the distinguished representative of
the Republic of Korea, Ambassador Dong-hee Chang.

Mr. CHANG (Republic of Korea): Madam President, at the outset, | would like to
congratulate you on your assumption of fin& presidency of the 2007 Conference on
Disarmament. | am confident that your wisdom and leadership will guide our deliberations to a
successful beginning of this year's work. keéahis opportunity to assure you of the full
cooperation of my delegation duritige course of our discussions.

Our work this year has a particular importance as it will set the tone for the future viability
of the CD. Building upon the proggs we made last year, weosld intensify and deepen our
understanding with a view to reaching a coss@hdecision on the programme of work. We
should strive diligently not to lose the mambem created by lastear’s discussions.
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In this regard, my delegation welcomes tbaaerted efforts by this year’s six Presidents
to come up with the common initiative outlined by you on 15 January. We believe that the
common approach, which includes holding intaaditliscussions on all agda items aimed at
elaborating priority issues for further discussand the appointment of coordinators for each
agenda item, will serve as a solid basis for advancing our work.

To make the most of your initiative, it would be desirable for a more detailed
organizational framework with a specific timetable for each meeting to be circulated as early as
possible. Doing so would allow sufficient time for full preparation by the members. We also
believe that the introduction of amdicative list of subtopics for key agenda items would help
our deliberations be more ingetive and focused. In addition,csua list would help members to
decide on the timing of inviting experts from their capitals.

It is our earnest hope that at the end offitise€ 10 weeks we will be able to evaluate the
level of evolution of each agda item and then make a decisadoout how to move forward. As
emphasized on many previous occasions, my delegation believes that an FMCT is the only issue
ripe for negotiations in the CD. However, we are ready to actively participate in the discussions
on the other agenda items as well, withoejymtice to the result of such deliberations.

As for the 2007 CD agenda, we fully suppibe draft agenda contained in CD/WP.545.
My delegation believes that the current agendaosad and inclusive enough for any member to
raise any issue of concern related to inteamati peace and security. Having said that, | hope
that we will be able to swiftly adopt the agia and to begin substantive work as soon as
possible and in a positive frame of mind.

In conclusion, | once again would likedgpress my delegation’s gratitude for the
collective and concerted efforts that this yeansPresidents have shown in the preparation of
the work of the CD, and we sincerely hope thabugh our deliberatiorthis year we will be
able to finally put the CD back to work.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of the Republic of Korea for his
statement and for the kind words addressabedChair. | now call upon the representative of
Egypt, Mr. Meleka.

Mr. MELEKA (Egypt): Madam President, let me at the outset congratulate you on your
assumption of the presidency of the Conferemt®isarmament. We are confident of your
ability to manage our work in view of your@ptional diplomatic skills and deep knowledge of
the issues. | would like to assure you and alRsesidents of the Conference of my delegation’s
full support during the year, wishin@y all success in your endeavours.

I would also like to take this opportunity éxpress our deep appreciation to the former
Presidents of the CD during the previousssen, among them Ambassador Anton Pinter, your
immediate predecessor, who successfully mash#igefinal part of the 2006 session of the
Conference. | also want to express deep appreciation to all the staff of the CD for their efforts in
facilitating our work.
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Madam President, you assume the presidehttye CD at an important juncture full of
challenges. We all need to strive to reversenttgative effects of inaction that have plagued the
Conference in recent years and indeed ltage shadows of doubver the relevance of
multilateral efforts in the field of disarmament. The continuation of this state can only adversely
affect our common efforts to enhance international peace and security and decrease tensions. W
stand today at a crossroads concernindgutge of the Conference on Disarmament and
multilateral disarmament efforts in general. It is absolutely clear that the Conference on
Disarmament continues to witness difficulties, both structural and substantive. It is imperative
that we clearly examine how to deal with this situation.

To do so, we must deal with the core problem, which lies in the lack of political will of
some member States to address disarmam#érihwhe context of the CD, based on agreed
priorities. Any genuine movement in the Conference on Disarmament will not materialize unless
our collective interests and agreed priorities aueadly considered, devoid of selectivity. It is
inconceivable that a particulessue could be imposed in orderfulfil self-interest, without
considering the needs of othdrgernational public opinion alongith the majority of States
Members of the United Nations are eager to achieve substantive, tangible results in this new
session of the CD in order to break thétgra of stagnation and frustration which has
characterized the work of the CD in the last years.

We have recently examined the draft orgational framework which you have prepared
in coordination with the six other Presidentsled Conference. We hopeat it will provide us
with a productive outcome. | would also like tole@me the idea of appointing a coordinator for
each agenda item. We support alliatives and proposals that sdekfacilitate the work of the
Conference, and we wish all seveoordinators all the best in their difficult task. My delegation
is prepared to offer full support and assistance to them.

Egypt has always called for the adoptioraafomprehensive andlaaced programme of
work for the Conference on Disaament which would take in@ccount the priorities of the
international community based orethesults of the first special session of the General Assembly
of the United Nations on disarmament, SSODVE. have always been committed to reaching
consensus on a programme of work. It iomaeivable that any programme of work would
deviate from recognized commitmentsdertaken by member States.

Egypt’s determined commitment to achieve general and complete disarmament is
unrelenting. We strongly believe the necessity to eliminaéd weapons ofmass destruction,
particular nuclear weapons. Nuclear disarmamélhtemain our top priority in the Conference,
and we believe that it should remat the forefront of the Conference’s work in its new session,
not only due to the priority it was given in then&l Document of the first special session of the
General Assembly of the UndeéNations on disarmament, bubre importantly due to the
devastating destructive nature of nuclearpegs, which necessitatesthelimination for the
preservation of mankind. Members of then@erence on Disarmament have a responsibility
before the international community to achieve that objective. It is imperative to listen to the
voice of the majority of States, internatiooafjanizations, non-governmental organizations and
civil society which warn of the dangers timatclear weapons pose to international peace and
security.
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It will be regrettable if the Conference on Disarmament remains unable to take any
effective steps towards nuclear disarmam@fd.fail to understand and refuse to accept the
contradictory argument that supports the doetof nuclear deterrence while advocating the
non-proliferation of nuclear weans. We reaffirm our principlgaosition in support of the total
elimination of all weapons of rsa destruction, and in particulanclear weapons. We call once
again on the nuclear-weap8tates to undertake their responsibidifias stipulated in article VI
of the NPT, in order to preserve internationageeand security and the credibility of the Treaty.
We equally call on all Parties to faithfully and strictly comply with its provisions and work to
guarantee its universality.

In this context, we reiterate our commitment to the NPT as the cornerstone of the
non-proliferation and nuclear disaament regime. As we are soon to embark on a new cycle of
review of the Treaty, we muatl stand fast to uphold its primes and seek to achieve its
objectives. This is more true today than any time before in view of the results of the last review
process and both recent regioaatl international dev@ments that have contributed towards
undermining the credibility of the Treaty. It distuns that, despite the passing of 39 years since
the NPT came into force and despite its indefiextension, which wastrinsically linked to
the decisions and resolution adopted at the Fa9Bew Conference, the NPT continues to face
extremely dangerous challenges. Its credibdiintinues to be undermined, not only by those
who refuse to join it, but also by its veryrpes, whether through lack of adherence to its
provisions or complacency in striving to achieve its universality.

The CD was created to undertake one tdskframing and conclusion of international
treaties, in a multilateral forum, aimed at achieving the goal of disarmament, especially that of
nuclear weapons, given the threat which thege to humanity. We accepted, during the last
session of the Conference, a more deliberativeoggprso as to explore and identify areas of
common understanding. We cannot attest thaptioisess has reaped any tangible results. We
continue to note, unfortunately, that whether in the CD or in other multilateral disarmament
forums, words do not necessarily correspond to deeds, and actions continue to focus on
individual interests that prevail ovprinciples. It is thus not sprising that this unfortunate
situation has cast its negative shadow on the work and activities of the CD and its future, as well
as on the multilateral disarmament agenda in general. The continuation of this state will
necessitate a re-evaluationanfr position on many issues.

On the other hand, if sincerity and good faatkvail, we are willing and look forward to
working diligently with our partners in the CD ander to achieve real, tangible progress leading
to concrete results in disarmament, ultimately leading to the complete eradication of all WMDs,
primarily nuclear weapons. We will look forwhto the strengthening of the international
non-proliferation regime through achieving t@mplete universality ahe NPT and faithful
compliance with its provisions, while confrorgithe threats posed by other weapons whose
victims continue to fall in tl tens of thousands, both combatants and innocent civilians.

Madam President, | wish tinclude by expressing osincere hope that the current
session of the CD is ready to shoulder ispomnsibilities as the onlyternationaimultilateral
negotiating forum for disarmament, especially with regard to issues of critical importance to the
international community. | wish to reiterate that the delegation of Egypt is keen to offer its
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support to all serious efforts exed on your part with the P-6 tevitalize the work of the CD
and extract it from its current predicament so aactieve the interests of all parties within the
context of the agreed-upon referea@nd mandates given to the CD.

The PRESIDENTI thank the representative of Egypt for his statement and for the kind
words addressed to the Chair. | now call upordibgnguished represeringe of the Islamic
Republic of Iran, Ambassar Ali Reza Moaiyeri.

Mr. MOAIYERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Madam President, as this is the first time my
delegation is taking the floor under your presidy, | would like to congratulate you on your
assumption of the presidency of the Coefee on Disarmament and assure you of my
delegation’s full apport and cooperation.

| take the floor in exercise of my delegati®might of reply to react to the reference made
to my country in the course of today’s megtlbyy the distinguished representative of Germany
on behalf of the EU, and would #ko make the following points.

We have already reiterated that due to the technicalities of Iran’s case, we do not believe
the CD to be the appropriate body to deal W issue. Iran has worked closely with the
Agency during the course of the last three yéadeal with the issues, the questions raised
about the peaceful nuclear progwae. All the States parties tioe NPT, without discrimination,
have an inalienable right to produce nuclear gnér peaceful purposes. As this right is
inalienable, it cannot bendermined or curtailed under angfaxt. Any attempt to do so would
be an attempt to undermine a pillar of the NP@ maleed, the Treaty itself. Iran, like any other
non-nuclear-weapon State, has no dilmn to negotiate and seekr@gment for the exercise of
its inalienable right, nor can it be obligatedstspend it. However, Iran agreed to suspend its
enrichment activities voluntarily, as it prefed a political agreement which could serve
positively in the broader political spectrum, andtigalarly in our troubéd and volatile region.

Iran did suspend its enrichment activities exactly for confidence-building. But the question
IS, how does one measure confidence? There is a limit to confidence-building. Is
confidence-building a pretext for depriving Iran of its right under the NPT?

Iran commits itself to its NPT obligations. & Becurity Council is ndhe right place to
discuss the Iranian nuclear issue. The right place is IAEA.

This has just been an exercise of our rgheply. My delegation will present its national
position on the issues related to therkvof the Conference in the future.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of the Islamic Republic of Iran
for his statement and for the kind words addressele Chair. | now call upon the distinguished
representative of the Democraticdpée’s Republic of Korea, Mr. Choe.

Mr. CHOE (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea): Madam President, since my
delegation is taking the floor for the first time, | would like to congratulate you and the other CD
Presidents for this year.
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My delegation speaks in exercise of its tighreply to the remarks made by Germany on
behalf of the European Uniokly delegation regrets very much that the speaker has broken a
constructive atmosphere and theroundings of the CD, whose urgent and priority task is to
agree upon as immediately as possible the agenda #&ed other importamsues relating to the
successful carrying out of its business for tl@ar. However, since accusations were addressed
to the DPRK, it is the duty of the DPRK delegation to respond to them faithfully.

First of all, my delegation would like to state that the missile launch by the DPRK was a
fully-fledged exercise of its sovereign righésid nobody is entitled to criticize it. The DPRK has
categorically and resolutely rejected all Unitdations Security Council resolutions relating to
the DPRK and has made it vergar that it will not be bound by them. The DPRK, in addition
to that, is not a party to the Non-ProlifecatiTreaty (NPT) and thermfe will not be bound by it
either.

Let me now turn to the nuclear issue. We very much concerned about the allegation
made by Germany on behalf of the EuropBaron, because it has questioned only the position
by the DPRK on nuclear weapons, while makmagmention of the fundamental causes and the
ringleaders that compelled it to do so. Over tisé half a century, the DPRK has been subjected
to constant manoeuvres of hostility by outside forces aimed at isolating, stifling and imposing
sanctions. In particular the rant United States administrati, immediately after taking office
in 2001, called the DPRK a part of the “axisewfl” and a target of the nuclear pre-emptive
strike, and has still been looking for every oppoitiuto invade it by deploying huge military
striking forces in the air, semnd land, ready to fire at any time.a nutshell this indicates quick
elimination of the DPRK. The DPRK had no alternative but was driven by such a situation to
possess nuclear weapons, just as a positive de¢ems&gasure to safeguard itself. If one has no
defence capability strongneugh to defend itself, it cannot avoid being stateless.

This is the bitter lesson drawn from the gastory of the DPRK, as well as the truth
shown by the reality of today’s world, where the laf the jungle is often prevalent. Our nuclear
weapons are not meant to threaten anyone @althe contrary, they are serving as a reliable
deterrent to protect the supreme security of théeStind the life of the people in the face of the
threat of nuclear war and the sanctions impdsethe United States, and to prevent a new war
and to ensure peace and saguwin the Korean peninsula.

We have time and again reiterated that we would neither use nuclear weapons first, nor
allow any nuclear transfer, and that it would continue to work towards its ultimate objective of
the denuclearization of the Korean peninsulaualty, we have done our utmost to make the
six-party nuclear negotiations wowell, move well. The success of those negotiations depends
wholly on the attitude of the United States.

Now the preparations are under way for the next round of the six-party negotiations. In
particular, the recent bilateral negotiations lewthe DPRK and the United States in Berlin
were conducted in a positive atrpbere and have led ts some sort of agreement, and that
would be useful in moving the six4g negotiations forward in the future.
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Under these circumstances, my delegation diiké to state that it would not be fair for
the European Union to point its fingers at the self-defence actions of the victim, which is the
DPRK, while deliberately ignoring the unjust, agggive actions of the offender. This can be
construed as nothing but flattery to a super-&oWw would be another big mistake if they
believed that they could shake our will by #itlening the DPRK with such accusatory remarks
as were made by the representative of thi@an Union. The DPRWill continue to be
uncompromising with any attempts aimegedvoking the DPRK, and will take strong
countermeasures accordingly.

The PRESIDENTI thank the representative of the DPRK for his statement. | now give the
floor to the distinguished representative of Australia, Ambassador Caroline Millar.

Ms. MILLAR (Australia): Madam President, as Rdesit of the Seventh Meeting of States
Parties to the Mine Ban Convention, | shoule Itk take this opportunity, on the record, to
warmly welcome the Indonesian Governmeng'sent ratification of that Convention, as my
friend and colleague Ambassadtiibisono has just advised this Conference. As President,
Australia has been working actively to promtite universality of th€onvention, particularly
in the Pacific region. Australia and Indonesiakvdosely together on a range of regional
security issues, so this step taken by thegBament of Indonesia will enhance our capacity to
do so with respect to mine action.

And Madam President, while | have the floor, | should like to place on the record, too,
Australia’s deep appreciation for your effoatsd those of your presidential colleagues in
preparing for the CD’s work this year. Youwrtsultations were thorough and undertaken with
great integrity, wisdom and sound common sense. It is a pleasure to be working under your
guidance. Australia hopes that all delegatioflsmatch your efforts with the same steadfast
commitment to getting our substantive work under way. We support your proposed
organizational framework aspagmatic and helpful way fwroceed. We also support your
proposed agenda and Presidential statement.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Australia for her statement
and for the kind words addressed to the Chaiotice that Germany has asked for the floor. |
would urge the delegations coneed to address matters of a t@lal nature outside this body,
but nonetheless, you have the floor.

Mr. LUEDEKING (Germany): | am grateful for being given the floor again, and | am sorry
for asking for the floor in order to exercise thghtiof reply of my delegation with regard to the
statements which have just been made byligtenguished representatives of Iran and the
DPRK.

First, I would like briefly - and | do not watd repeat what | said earlier in the statement
on behalf of the EU - to refer quickly to somiethe points made by the distinguished Iranian
Ambassador. First, | would beg to differ with regard to characterizing the Iran case, as he called
it, as a mere technicality not reént to the work of this Confence. | believe what - and that
was one of the primary focusesmy earlier intervention - we are concerned about is the
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integrity and authority of the NPT, and that is exactly what is at stake here, namely that the
Iranian nuclear programme and the pursud ekecret programme over nearly 20 years
represents a clear challenge to the nuclear non-proliferation regime.

Secondly, I would concur with the Iranian Aassador that there is an inalienable right
enshrined in the NPT with regard to the usaudlear energy. Nobody has questioned this right,
and indeed, on all the previous occasions, alsbdroffers and written statements made by the
European Union and also by the E3 + 3, tlght was unambiguously recognized. However, the
NPT also contains a numberaljligations, and those should also be observed. The concern was
raised by this extended periofinon-compliance by the Iraniade with regard to its own
obligations under its safeguards agreement WNEPA. This has indeed given rise to serious
concerns and suspicions about the Iraniatean@rogramme, becautee activities which had
been concealed referred speamafly to the most sensitive parts of the nuclear fuel cycle.

I now believe my third point wodlbe that it is only fair to ask for Iran to re-establish the
confidence of the international community i txclusively peaceful nature of its nuclear
activities.

I would also like to avail myself of this opponity to refer to the wide-ranging offers that
the European Union, as well as the E3 + 3, lextended to Iran, an offer which, for example,
would open an entirely new chapter in the relaghip between the European Union and Iran and
would, for example, not only cover cooperatiorthe nuclear field, in the development of
nuclear energy, but also cooperation in otheld§, like in the field of technology, economic
cooperation and also in the field of political ceagtion. These offers have unfortunately been
left on the table without Iran reverting to them.

| should also add that it would not help - alwaks not help - if Iran continues to disregard
the requests and requirementsha international community as expressed in the relevant
resolutions of the IAEA Board of Governoes well as the resolutions adopted by the
United Nations Security Council. lauld also, at this juncture, mion the fact that the lack of
cooperation, or the insufficienboperation, that is being deplored by IAEA with regard to the
clarifying of the still open questions does noaimy way contribute to building the necessary
confidence that is required. Therefore, it seeayguropriate, also in the light of the forthcoming
NPT review process, to call on Iran to comply with its obligations.

| should again stress that the European Ursdimmly committed to resolving the issue in
a diplomatic manner. |, for oneegret it very much that the process that was started, the
negotiating process which wasied between the EU3 and Inaith the October 2004 Paris
agreement, was unilaterally terminated by Irathe summer of 2005 witthe unilateral ending
of the suspension commitment. | think it is now ujrém to establish the necessary prerequisites
for resuming negotiations. The European Uni@amds ready to resume such negotiations. The
offer that was being made remains on the table.
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I would also perhaps, as we talk about righgger to a point which I think is equally true
regarding the case of the DPRK. The resolutishikh were adopted by the United Nations
Security Council also have established legbihding obligations on Iran as well as on the
DPRK, which we expect to be complied with.

Regarding the statement by the distinguished representative of the DPRK, | will not hide
my disappointment at that statement becawssavlin it a rehearsal @fell-known arguments.
| particularly deplore the fact that the distimghed representative saw fit to simply reject the
validity of United Nations Security Council régton 1718, which is also binding on the DPRK.
The distinguished representative of the DPRK nrafkrence to the fact that the DPRK is not a
party to the NPT. | would draw this Conferencatgention to the fact that this is a question
which is open. We, for one, do not consideriRRK as having exercised in an effective
manner its right to withdrawal pursuant to articlefhe NPT. | would also like to add that it is
simply unacceptable that a country chodsgsursue a nuclear-weapons programme under the
guise of the right enshrined in article 1V of the NPT. | believe that the distinguished
representative of the DPRK rightly referredhe risks of jungle laws gaining ground. That is
exactly why we so persistently call on the DP®kKomply with its obligations under the NPT,
and also its obligations in pursuance of thevahe resolutions adopted by the United Nations
Security Council.

| have also taken note of the positive assessment that he had of the recent contacts in Berl
between the DPRK and the United States. Wetals® hope from these contacts, and we hope
that the six-party talks will ragly be resumed and will hopefully quickly result in an agreement
which translates the Septeml@05 statement which was adopted in the six-party talks.

The EU, for one, will make its contributiontfuis process and is ready, as it has done in
the past, to contribute to an accég¢aand good solution to the problem.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Germany, speaking on behalf
of the EU, for his statement, anddw call upon China, Ambassador Cheng.

Mr. CHENG (China) (spoke in ChinekeOn the issue of the work of the Conference, |
would like to take the floor again a little latéw,set forth the position of the Chinese delegation.
| noticed that, in the statement which we have just heard, the delegation made reference to the
issue of the test. | can inform everyone here that, as we are all aware at yesterday’s news briefir
the spokesman of the Chinese Ministry of kgmeAffairs already stated the Chinese position on
the issue. Allow me here toiterate what he said: “Recently i@h conducted a test in outer
space. This test was not aimed at any coumtdydad not pose any threat to any country. China
has always stood for the peaceful use of outacesand is opposed to the weaponization of outer
space and to an arms race in outer sgabma has never parti@aged, nor will it ever
participate, in any form of arms race in outer space.” This is the main thrust of his statement. |
would like to state here that China’s position on thatter is very clear. As everyone is aware,
China has always called for the negotiatiod aonclusion by the Conference on Disarmament
of an international legal instrument to prevent an arms race in outer space. This is also the
common understanding of most MemiStates of the United Nations.
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A few years back my delegation, togethath the Russianelegation, and other
concerned delegations submitted possible elements for a treaty on the prevention of the
deployment of weapons in outer space and theatlor use of force agst outer space objects.
It is our hope that the Conference on Disarmament will start substantive work on this matter as
soon as possible.

Finally, I would like to voice my personal cara at the kind of statements being made by
certain countries and the tone in which thosesstants are made, which might interfere with the
constructive nature of the work of the Conference.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of China for his statement.
I now give the floor to the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament,
Mr. Ordzhonikidze.

Mr. ORDZHONIKIDZE (Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament and
Personal Representative of the Secretary-Geonéthe United Nations).ike probably many of
us sitting here, we are gradually starting to have the feeling that the debate is not going in a
positive direction, and that is obncern to myself, as the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General, so | would like to appealtalelegations, in pacular those who are
involved in the, let us say, exchange of viewghts of reply, political discussions, that actually,
those political discussions are repetitions of what we had in the Security Council debates on
these issues.

Since we have relevant Security Councslalations on the issues, we do not need to
concentrate on these political prefris too much. | would rather appeal to you to concentrate on
our problems, the problems of the Confereocdisarmament which are before the CD and
unfortunately, which we are not able to even salkting. | think such an approach will be more
conducive to the whole disarmamefifort process and will notaersely affect the important
political debates and negotiations going on outside this forum.

The PRESIDENTI thank the Secretary-General of the Conference on Disarmament for
his statement. | have two more speakers, drahthe DPRK, and | will reiterate the previous
request that | urge the delegati@mmhcerned to addresgatters of a bilateral nature outside this
body. | now give the floor to the distinguishegppresentative of the Islamic Republic of Iran.

Mr. MOAIYERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): | shall really follow your advice as well as the
Secretary-General’'s. Actually, | had prepared a long answer, to answer by a, b, c: (a) the
assumptions of the distinguished German repretesitéb) the behaviour that is exerted to Iran
internationally; and (c) the context, which | thinkvery interesting to disss. | have details of
them. But in order to follow your advice, aslhgs that of our good Secretary-General, | do not
respond, but that does not meaatti does not have an answer.

| just have one question, oneple question: who started it? Waish it. | hope we finish
it, for the sake of the CD.
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The PRESIDENTI sincerely thank the representative of Iran and now give the floor to the
representative of the DPRK.

Mr. CHOE (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea): Against my will | have to exercise
my right of reply, but as the Secretary-Genefahe CD has just méioned, | shall be taking
into full account what he has said andawviadam President has just mentioned.

I would just like to mention three things. Eicf all, we are very much disappointed, more
and more, by the stereotype accusations tleat@ming from a certain group of countries, which
is always boasting that it is interested in resolving international affairs. | think that my delegation
has to advise that group of couasito take into account the fact that everything has its own
causes and consequences, so | would advisénthgtroup of countries Bao take into account
the causes, not only the consequences.

Secondly, on the NPT and tBecurity Council resolutions: the DPRK position remains
exactly the same, and | shall not repeat it again.

Thirdly, we would like to advise that group @juntries to be morebjective and to refrain
from polemics if it is really interested in moving this CD forward.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of the DPRK for his statement.
| have no more speakers on my list for today. | actually do have a speaker on my list. It is the
distinguished representative of Germany, and | doepeat again: pleaséwe could deal with
bilateral matters outsidef this chamber, it would bepreciated. We aneinning into time
constraints in the work of the CD today.

Mr. LUEDEKING (Germany): Madam President, | apologize for taking the floor again,
and with your indulgence, very briefly, | jusbuid like to make the point that the issues that |
raised in my statement are all directly relevant to the work of this Conference and also relevant
to the preparation process for the upcoming NRiere process. | would also like to stress the
point that none of the points which | raised iaddilateral nature, btihese are points which are
of international concern, and thatwhy | raised them in this forum. Otherwise, | would never
raise any bilateral issues, because that, as you said, is inappropriate.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Germany, and we take note
of his comments. | have no more speakers unlese th a speaker. | recognize the distinguished
representative of Iran.

Mr. MOAIYERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Sindée distinguished representative of
Germany said it is in relationship to this CD aind of a multilateral nire, |1 have to respond. |
followed your advice. He repeated. He said thedlates, so if | do not just respond, it means
that we are not interested. So, let me by detailed on each issue that he raised.

First, on the assumptions. | think that in his assumption in his talk there are significant
assumptions which need to be deconstructed. Gthatigran had a secret process, a concealment
process. It was very secretive, like somethinguavhich we did not know anything at all, and
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now it is still in the same mode. It is not ese. Iran, through cooperation with the Agency,
resolved all these issues, step by step, and you can see the record. You can go to the files.

There is another assumption that Iran is duomeagainst the NPT and its obligations. It is
not. Iran is actually one of the founding membsrthe NPT. Iran is cognizant of the NPT,
cognizant of how important the NPT’s three pillars, and is exercisirits right under the NPT.

There is another assumption, tifate take into account thaetails of what is suggested,
you say that what Iran is doing is somethimggular, abnormal, illegal. It is not the case.
Whatever Iran has done is exadtlg word and verbatim of the law.

And all these assumptions, latent and implghould be decotsicted and rejected.

And now | go to my (b): | think it is verynportant how you behave with a country, a
Member State, Member of the United Naticasd a founding Member of the United Nations.
Even if you think that you are offering sommeentive, incentives for economic development and
so on and so forth. The behaviour that is followgdertain powers towards Iran, not just today,
but in a historical context, should be taken iatoount. | think in this behaviour it is an insult to
the Iranian nation. This is why the nuclear issuedmdian is not a simple issue, just by elites.
The Iranian people see it aslastorical aspiration. A centudgo, certain Western Powers
deprived Iran of a railroad andiddran could not have a railroad. Then they said Iran could not
have a steel factory, and they deprived Iran of a steel factory. Now it is on the record. You go to
certain countries to the archives. You will findTihen they said Iran could not have this, could
not have that. This type of behaur, in a historical context, is agtly being repeated, and this is
a national issue today. | think that it is the same way that they are behaving towards the CD. The
CD is not the place for such a type of what you called, Madam President, bilateral issues.

We are at the beginning of a very importardrydut we start by thisand | tried to refrain,
but | think if they behave with the pretext o, it is also a reflection of a greater behaviour,
where you see the Iranian nation has been tréai@dery unreasonable manner, historically and
today, and with discriminatiotdere there have been sevaeierences to Security Council
resolutions. You all know that the Iraqi regimieSaddam Hussein invaded Iran in 1980. The
Security Council never, never, never condemnedrigi Baath regime. Iran nationalized its oil
in the 1950s. The Security Council convened atimgé¢o declare that the nationalization of
Iranian oil was a threat against internatioredqe and security. And the Security Council did not
take note of what was said in the Middle Easbut the possession of nuclear weapons by a
State, exactly by one of the leaders, or ohthose countries which possess nuclear weapons,
exactly in the same week that they discussad flor not stopping enrichment. So this type of
behaviour is rejected by Iranians.

But now let me go to my (c). (c) is context. You are talking in a global context where all
energies are forwarded just for preventing uheSouth generally, in the Middle East in
particular, and Iran with speciattention, to be stopped from rjost the nuclear issue, for
whatever its right is in that region, and you atking, you read every day, the threat of military
force. It is on the table. We talk about militanyasion. All forces are there, psychological
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welfare. This context should b@ken into account, | think, inigcontext, which is made by
certain Powers. Iran is really trying to solve axchmas we can. It is very important in this whole
discussion.

Saying all that, | still insist, reiterate, that Iran is a member of the NPT. Iran is cognizant of
its rights in the NPT, would remain in the NPT framework, and is ready to work in the
framework. | hope we take into aemt what the CD is about, and if you are going to open this,
we are ready to continue. | thank you and | hope my question that we have started will still be
answered.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Iran for his statement. There
are no more speakers on my list for today.

I now intend to suspend this formal plenary meeting and to invite the Conference to
continue the consideration in an informal meeting, which will follow immediately, of the draft
agenda for the 2007 session, as contained WW\ELB45, as well as additional requests received
from States not members of the Conference togy@ate in our work during this session, as
contained in document CD/WP.544/Add.1.

This informal meeting is open only to meml&tates and States not members that have
been accepted to participate in our work.

This plenary meeting is suspended.

The meeting was suspended 2110 p.m. and resumed at 12.25 p.m.

The PRESIDENTDistinguished delegates, at the informal plenary that we have just
concluded, we reached agreement on this yegesda. Accordingly, may | take it that the
Conference adopts for its 2007 session thad@eontained in document CD/WP.545, which
was distributed last Monday?

It was so decided

The PRESIDENTIn connection with the adoption of the agenda, |, as the President of the
Conference, should like to state that it is myenstanding that if there is consensus in the
Conference to deal with any issues, they coulddmdt with within this agenda. The Conference
will also take into consideration rules 27 and 30 of the rules of procedure of the Conference.

I would like to invite the Conference nowttike a decision on treditional requests for
participation in our work by States not menshef the Conference. These requests are contained
in CD/WP.544/Add.1, and were received from thiéowing States, namely, Albania, Georgia,
the United Arab Emirates and Yemen.

May | take it that the Conference decides tatenthese States to participate in the work of
the Conference according to its rules of procedure?

It was so decided
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The PRESIDENTAS you are aware, during our informal meeting that was held in this
chamber on Monday, 15 January 2007, | briefed you that the informal consultations that |
conducted during the intersessibpariod from October 2006 until now reflected the fact that no
consensus presently exists on a programme df ased on any existing formal or informal
proposal to commence negotiations on any one isswecombination of issues. You will also
recall that | informed you that no principlegposition exists to a vertical delineation of the
CD’s work or to a more structured framework éieliberations in the Conference. | furthermore
stated that no principled opposition exists ® a@ippointment of coordinators for issues of
substance under the agenda.

Following the finalization of the aforemigmned informal consultations, there is an
understanding in the Conference that it agre¢éld@ppointment of coordinators by the 2007
Presidents of the Conference for all items on the agenda and the organizational framework,
without prejudice to any future decisionstioé Conference on its programme of work. The
Conference may review and adjust the argational framework if deemed necessary.

Under the authority of the 2007 Presidentthef Conference, the coordinators will arrange
and chair deliberations dealing with the agdgeitems in a comprehensive manner without
preconditions, bearing in mind a#levant views and proposapgst, present and future. The
2007 Presidents of the Conference will peradly report to the Conference on progress
achieved by the coordinators.

In the light of progress achieved, the 200&drtents of the Conference will review the
assignments of the coordinatoas,and when appropriate, takingp consideration all relevant
views and proposals and the prospects for future work.

In accordance with the above, | am please@innounce that the 2007 Presidents of the
Conference on Disarmament appoint the felig persons as coordinators, namely:

e Ambassador Wegger Strammen of Norway for agenda item 1, entitled “Cessation of
the nuclear arms race and nuclear disarmament”;

Ambassador Carlo Trezza of Italy for agenda item 2, entitled “Prevention of nuclear
war, including all related matters”;

e Ambassador Paul Meyer of Canada for agenda item 3, entitled “Prevention of an arms
race in outer space”;

e Ambassador Carlos ParantafBrazil for agenda item 4, entitled “Effective
international arrangementsagssure non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat
of use of nuclear weapons”;

e Ambassador Petko DraganovRidlgaria for agenda ite 5, entitled “New types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systdraach weapons; radiological weapons”;
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e Ambassador Makarim Wibono of Indonesia for agenda item 6, entitled
“Comprehensive programe of disarmament”;

e Ambassador John Duncan of the Udittingdom for agenda item 7, entitled
“Transparency in armaments”.

The aforementioned coordinators will report the outcome of the discussions on the relevant
agenda items to the 2007 CD Presidents, whogimjunction with each dhe coordinators, will
finalize the report on the progress achieved oh efthe agenda items. Following informal
consultations with the CD membership, the incenttPresident will present the report to the CD
plenary. The outcome of the evaluation prosgisdetermine the planning of activities during
the subsequent period, including the level témsity of work for the various coordinators.

Regarding the forthcoming meetings of the Conference, | have requested the secretariat to
circulate an organizational framemahat contains information about our future meetings. It
will be entitled CONF/2007/CRP.1. In this regarduyare requested to please note that more
specific details regarding the various informal meetings will be forthcoming from the
coordinators in the very near future in ortteassist delegations in their planning for the
meetings.

In reaching the above understandings, | wish to thank all delegations for their flexibility
and constructive contributions that have made the P-6 initiative a reality.

Is there any delegation that wishes to takeflior on this or any other issue? | give the
floor to the distinguished repregative of China, Ambassador Cheng.

Mr. CHENG (China) (spoke in ChineseMadam President, #te outset, my delegation
would like to congratulate you on your asstimp of the presidency of the Conference on
Disarmament for the first part of the 2007 sesswie.believe that, under your able guidance,
the Conference will be able to make a veopd start. The Chinese delegation will make every
endeavour to support you in your work. We wbalso like to express our appreciation for the
efforts currently being made by the group of sistfer Presidents of the Conference to move its
work forward.

Last year, the Conference on Disarmamespldiyed a strong sense of innovation in the
activities which it organized. Constructive discussions were held on all agenda items and these
discussions undoubtedly played a positive molpromoting the Conference’s work.

There is a Chinese saying which goes: “Gamisreview makes cotant renewal”. This
means that, if we constantly draw lessons from the past, we will stand to gain more in the future.
In our view, the smooth conduct of discussionthanConference on Disarmament last year was
attributable to the fact that, as noted by the former United Nations Secretary-General,
Mr. Kofi Annan, we all made pacular efforts to reflect the security concerns of all member
States.
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Madam President, we welcenthe introductory outline which you have just given of the
work of the Conference for this year’s sessidare | would like to recall the remarks by the
Ambassador of Poland, MRapacki, when introducing lastaes initiative by the six former
Presidents, who pointed out that the aim of the initiative was to bring us closer to achieving
consensus on the programme of work. The €erdelegation believes that this year’s
arrangement is based tive same consideration.

In this connection, | would like to refew the message of hope addressed to the
Conference on Disarmament by the new Uniedions Secretary-General, Mr. Ban Ki-moon.
In his message, Mr. Ban stredsbe importance of nuclear disarmament, and looked to the
Conference on Disarmament to lead progresdldghase fronts. My delegation fully shares his
expectations.

In the statement which you made a short wage, you also outlined the functions of the
coordinators. We would like to extend our agapation to those Ambasdars who have taken on
the heavy responsibility, as coordinators, of chgidiscussions on the respective agenda items.
We hope that, under the chairmanship of thdaimer Presidents and with the assistance of
each of the coordinators, the member Statesbeilible to reach a conclusion on how to carry
forward the work of the Conference.

Recently | came across an article in the \&iesimedia in which the author recounted the
following story. A Hollywood mogul was negotiating with Bernard Shaw to buy the film rights
of one of his plays. After protracted bargainMg Shaw told the studio boss that there could be
no deal between them. “The trouble is, Mr. Goldiyyhe said, “you are interested only in art
and | am interested only in money”.

I’'m not sure whether or not they struck anglde the end; nevertheless | consider that the
story is very instructive for our work heretime Conference on Disarmament. The progress of
the Conference depends on the combined efforts of us all: in other words, in order to move our
work forward in the Conference on Disarmerty all member States should demonstrate
flexibility and should give due coiteration to the concerns ofh@trs. Only in this way will we
be able to narrow the differences betweennasfanally break the deadlock on the programme of
work. It is China’s sincere hope that the dssions on which we are now embarking, building
on the efforts which we made last year, will help bring us closer to attaining this goal at an early
date.

The Chinese delegation stands ready to contivar&ing with all other parties with a view
to reaching agreement on the commencement at the earliest possible stage of substantive work
on all relevanagenda items.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of China for his comments. |
now give the floor to the distingghed representative of Algeria.
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Mr. KHELIF (Algeria) (spoke in Arabic At the outset, | should like to congratulate the
Conference on the adoption of the agenda ardngratulate you, Madam President, and the
group of Presidents for all the efforts that you made during the previous phase, enabling us to
adopt the agenda, and for your initiative on our work for 2007.

Madam President, | have a number of comtm@n your proposal and | should like these
to be included in the official records of the meeting.

From what we understood of the infahtonsultations on your proposal for the
organization of work, # appointment of the special cdovators is an initiative of the
Presidents. The coordinators will work undes #uthority of the Presidents, and, as the
delegation of Algeria understands it, will therefdacilitate our work. We did not object to this
initiative; rather, we encouraged it. However, adowg to line 2, paragraph 2, of your statement,
and | shall read it out in English:

(Spoke in English

“There is an understanding in the Conferenceittegrees to the appointment of coordinators by
the 2007 Presidents.”

(Spoke in Arabiy

We understand it to be a decision of the Conferehstould like to stress that the Algerian
delegation does not object to, indeed it encourages, this initiative. However, we do not regard
the appointment of the special coordora as a decision of the Conference.

As for the decisions or resolutions that will be presented on the progress made by the
Conference, as we understand it, these decisiorsolutions reflect the views of the Presidents
or rapporteurs on how the workshprogressed, but will not be dgioins or resolutions of the
Conference.

The PRESIDENTI thank the representative of Alge for his comments, and just for
clarification, these are not Spec@bordinators, and they are appointed under the prerogative of
the President.

I now give the floor to the distinguished representative of Norway.

Mr. STROMMEN (Norway): | thought it might be useful, since | go first, to say something
how | plan to go about item 1, buiaybe later, after the discussion.

The PRESIDENTI now give the floor to the distinguished representative of the
Syrian Arab Republic.

Mr. ALI (Syrian Arab Republic) (spoke in AraliSince this is the first time that my
delegation has taken the floor in a formal pen | should like to congratulate you, Madam
President, on your assumption of the presideritiie Conference and to express my gratitude
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and appreciation for the great efforts that youehaeen making over the past months. As a
member of the group of six Presidents, | am well aware of the scale and quantity of the efforts
that you have made.

| should also like to congratulate the Coefaze on adopting the agenda relatively quickly.
As we have said at previous plenary meetings, this agenda addresses the priorities of
international peace and security. In our view, éhiemo greater threat to international peace and
security than the very existence of nuclearpoges and the threat that these weapons might be
used.

Each delegation has its own priorities, buwé& want to make progress in our work, we
must give priority to the threats confronting imtational peace and security in general. On that
basis, we look forward to the cgten of nuclear disarmamentesving the attention of this
Conference and of delegations. We also look &wdato a discussion, undigem 1 of the agenda,
of the question of the establishment of a naicleeapon-free zone in the Middle East, a region
subjected to a foreign occupation which has inflicted suffering on the inhabitants for decades.

With regard to item 2 of the agenda, on the prevention of nuclear war, over the years only
one sub-item has been addressednely, prohibition of the prodtion of fissile material. We
believe that the time has come for this item to receive the attention that it deserves, in keeping
with its true purpose. Here, | call upon the delegattortbink hard and make a serious effort to
discuss a treaty prohibiting the use of nuclgaapons. Under item 2, we look forward to a
treaty prohibiting the use of niear weapons. Later on in our statement we shall state our
position on the other items and the wofithe Conference on Disarmament.

Allow me to return briefly to what happehéhis morning. We regard what happened as
discouraging. We hope thall delegations will act in a creddomanner and will address issues
objectively, whether they are bilateral or international issues.

We were surprised that a question wasexhteday about a country that has always
respected international law, has never attackexther country, has never occupied foreign
territory and has always affirmed its commitment to international law and to the peaceful nature
of its nuclear programmes. &te same time another very imgant question was ignored about
a country that is occupying the territory of atheengaging in violence and terrorism, launching
successive wars, violating resolutions endoweét imternational legitimcy, and flouting tens
of resolutions adopted by the Security Courtbi, General Assembbnd other international
organizations.

The Prime Minister of this State annoudgca few weeks ago that the country possesses
nuclear weapons; regrettably, no one has addtekseserious matter. We call upon delegations
to act credibly and deal with questions inadojective manner. This is the only way for the
Conference to make progress invitsrk. | hope that we are going to learn the lessons of history,
although an American historian has said thabthig lesson we learn from history is that we do
not learn from history. We hope that we wadhln from history and are convinced that progress
is not possible while the real security conceshStates and the world at large are ignored.
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The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of the Syrian Arab Republic for
his comments, and | now call on the distinguishepresentative of Indj Ambassador Prasad.

Mr. PRASAD (India): Madam President, since this is the first time | am speaking in a
formal capacity, | would like to warmly felicitag@u on your assumption of the presidency of
the Conference. We are most happy to see ytheilChair and assure you of our fullest support.
I would also like to compliment you on the successful steering of the consultation process so far
and accomplishing quick agreement on the agehtlze Conference. You have given us a
working plan for the schedule of our meetings vihich we thank you. We are glad also that
moments ago, in response to the interventioderay the distinguished representative of
Algeria, you clarified that the announcementha# appointment of the coordinators is being
made within the prerogative of the presidency, and that their role is distinct from the Special
Coordinators that the Conference had in trst,paho had a clearly defined mandate from the
Conference and were appointed under the aiyhafrthe Conference. We look forward to
working with all the seven coordinatoes)d compliment them on this appointment.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of India, and | now give the
floor to the distinguished representative of Morocco.

Mr. BENJABER(Morocco) (spoke in Arabjc Madam President, since this is the first
time that | have taken the floander your presidency, allow n@ begin by congratulating you
on your assumption of this important positiordaongratulating the six Presidents for the 2007
session. | should also like to pay tribute to ymuthe very professional manner in which you
conducted deliberationsitlv delegations throughout the prewrs phase and to wish you every
success during this year.

To a great extent, what | have to say is similar to the statements by the delegations of
Algeria and India on the appointment of the cwators. As you know, we expressed our views
on this matter during the bilateral consultations. Morocco welcomes this idea, because the
coordinators work under the authority of fhaesident and their appointment is one of the
prerogatives of the six Presidents. They are not appointed directly by the Conference. Therefore
| believe that the wording of paragraph 2 ofiystatement may have created some misgivings
among some delegations, since you speak irotitatne Conference’s approval for appointment
of these coordinators. However, | think thingsdaow been cleared up, in your response to the
distinguished representative of Algeria dhd distinguished representative of India.
Nevertheless, we wanted to urides our delegation’s position thtte Presidents should remain
the only official point of coract between the six Presidents and the Conference, while the
coordinators work unofficially under the authgrdf the six Presidents. Thank you again for the
wide-ranging consultations, amge wish you every success.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Morocco for his comments,
and perhaps will just reiterate the specific elements within my statement, referring to the
appointment of the coordinators by the 2007 Pesggland under the authority of the Presidents
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and that the Presidents of the Conferencerefdbrt back to the Conference on the progress
made. | do believe that we are trying to be aarchs possible, but wherever there is a question,
do not hesitate. We wifirovide the necessaryatification, as needed.

I would now also like to give the floor to the distinguished representative of Iran.

Mr. MOAIYERI (Islamic Republic of Iran): Madam President, | would also like to agree
with what the other distinguished delegatitwe$ore me mentionembout the relationship
between the coordinators and the presa@y, and | am happy you clarified it.

The PRESIDENTI thank the distinguished representative of Iran for his comments. Are
there any other requests for the floor? Thers aveequest from the Ambassador of Norway. He
specifically indicated that he would have liked to give you some information ahead of time.
However, in my statement, | have also indicated that the coordinators will, in the very near
future, provide you with more informatioma | would suggest, taking into account the
limitation on time, that we perhapequest Ambassador Strgmnifene could perhaps postpone
the information that he would have preferred to give until the next plenary. If he is willing to
accept that, and if there are no other speakers - and it seems to me that there are none - | will
indicate that this concludes our business for today.

I would like to inform you that our next plenary meeting will be held on Tuesday,
30 January 2007, at 10 a.m. in this Council chamber.

The meeting rose at 12.55 p.m.




