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The PRESIDENT(translated from Freng¢h The 958th plenary meeting of the
Conference on Disarmament is called to order.

At the very outset | would like to welcome warmly among us today the
Under-Secretary-General for DisarmarmAffairs, Ambassador Nobuyasu Abe.
Your Excellency, on behalf @l delegations to the Carence and on my own behalf, |
would like to express our appreciation to youyour long-standing interest in our endeavours
and your sustained support to the Conference.

I should now like to invite the Conferemto take a decision on the requests for
participation in our work from two States whiare not members of the Conference, without
having first considered them in an informa¢@ting. These are Saudi Arabia and Sudan. These
requests are contained in document CD/WP.534/Add.5.

May | take it that the Conference decidesiote Saudi Arabiaad Sudan to participate
in our work, in accordance with its rules of procedure?

It was so decided

The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | have on my list for today the representative
of Poland, Ambassador Przygodzkinow give him the floor.

Mr. PRZYGODZKI (Poland): Mr. President, as | am taking the floor for the first time
during your presidency, let me congratulate you on the assumption of this high office. Let me
assure you of my delegation’s full support to yendeavours as the President of this body. |
also join you in welcoming our distinguishedegti the United Nations Under-Secretary-General
for Disarmament Affairs, Mr. Abe.

The purpose of my intervention today is to share with you information about the First
Anniversary Meeting of the Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI), which was recently organized
by the Polish Ministry of Foreign Affairs in idkow, Poland. The statement of the Chairman of
that meeting summarized well its goals and proceedings, and | will request the secretariat to
distribute it as an official docuemt of the Conference. Please allow me now to read out that
statement.

“The First Anniversary Riiferation Security Initiive (the PSI) Meeting took
place in Krakow, on 31 May - 1 June 2004.eTMeeting was to commemorate the first
anniversary of launching the Initiative by the United States President, George W. Bush in
his speech at the Wawel Royal Castle in Krakéw, on 31 May 2003. Thus, the
Proliferation Security Initiative wilalso be known as the Cracow Initiative.

“The meeting brought together seniepresentatives from over 60 countries.
The participation of a brabrepresentation of counts@cross the globe in the
Anniversary Meeting confirms the growing awaess of the dangef proliferation of
weapons of mass destructionated materials and their means of delivery. It also
highlights the worldwide support of the P®idaits Statement of Interdiction Principles.
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“The meeting was conducted undee patronage of Aleksander Kémewski,
President of the Republic of Poland.

“During the meeting the Addressesthg President of the Republic of Poland,
Aleksander Kwéniewski and President of the United States of America,
George W. Bush, were transmitted.

“The aims of the meeting included emphasizing the PSI as a global initiative,
further development of inteational support for the aimsa objectives of the PSI, and
promotion of broad internamal cooperation and gicipation in P$activities. The
Cracow Initiative is not about structurecaorganization, but opation and cooperation.

“During one year the Proliferation Security Initiative has been transformed from a
vision into an active network of partiship and practical cooperation. Common
principles have been defined. Interdiction capabilities developed and tested. Regional
activities undertaken.

“During the meeting, a series of preseiotas on the nature of PSI, its prospects,
character, future development and outresfttrts were madeA special emphasis was
made on the extensive exercise progranahere many countries have actively
participated.

“It was stressed that the Proliferation Security Initiative is an important element in
responding to the growing challenge pobgdhe proliferatiorof weapons of mass
destruction (WMD), their delivery systems\carelated materials to or from States and
non-State actors worldwide. It was furtlséressed that the PSI activities had to be
consistent with national and international law and frameworks.

“The PSI builds on efforts by the international community to prevent the
proliferation of WMD, their delivery systems or related materials and complements
existing treaties and regimekl.is consistent witmewly adopted United Nations
Security Council resolution 1540 (2002f)28 April 2004. The United Nations
Security Council resolutionates that the Council igravely concerned by the threat of
illicit trafficking in nuclear, chemical or biological weapons and their means of delivery,
and related materials. It calls upon all Statestd take cooperative action to prevent
illicit trafficking in nuclear, chemical or biological weapons, their means of delivery and
related materials'.

“The transparent nature of the PSI activities was reiterated and the contributions
from countries that share PSI concerng)giples and goals were welcomed. An
emphasis was made that the PSI is a globada@armlir with an inclusive nature. It relies
on the widest possible cooperation betw8tates around the world. This meeting
showed the willingness of strengtlegm and expanding this cooperation.
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“The meeting confirmed the importanceamintinued outreach efforts to build the
PSI and make it harder for proliferatorsetogage in this deadly trade. States
participating were welcomed engage in such cooperation as well as to undertake
national action to identify law enforcement laariities and other tools or assets that could
be brought to bear against efforts to stop proliferation facilitators.”

The need to adapt non-proliferation polecand approaches to the new threats and
challenges is self-evident. Ong&the main tasks is not to allowveapons of mass destruction to
fall into the hands of terroristsThe cooperation of States in preventing such a development,
with all its unimaginable coesjuences, and in ensuring tsuccess of non-proliferation
arrangements is of fundamental importance.

It is therefore encouraging that significant progress has been made in building broad
international support for the Cracow Initiative. Masguntries, particularlyn South-East Asia
and Central and EasteEurope, participated in outreaahtivities. For example, almost
30 countries participated in the Warsaw Bormation Meeting in January 2004. The
Statement on Interdiction Principles was unequivgalpported by the European Union, as the
principal purpose of the Prolifdran Security Initiative (PSI) complements the objectives set out
in the EU strategy and action plan againstpioliferation of wepons of mass destruction.

Poland welcomes the decision by the Russian Federation to join the PSI as a new membe
of the core group. Russia’s involvement in biidative will strengthen the fight against the
spread of weapons of mass destruction. It atlsterscores the global character of the Initiative
and will undoubtedly give new momentumits further development.

In his statement at the Krakow meeting the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Republic
of Poland, Mr. Wiodzimierz Cimosavicz, stressed intalia that “it wa our very commitment
to effective multilateralism that was the driving force for Poland to actively engage in the
undertakings within the framework of the Proldgon Security Initiative. ... we need to work
constantly to broaden our Initiative and to include everyone with the capacity and willingness to
help fight proliferation, both ternationally and regionally. W&hould strive for improvement
of operational information-sharing capabilities, for addressing gaps in legal authority and for
tightening controls over the export of nuclear mate The most important is, however, the fact,
that the Proliferation Security Initiative constitutes not only a platform for deliberation but also,
and more fundamentally, a practical measure aimed at the quick identification and combating of
breaches of international non-preli&tion standards as well as éweating an effective control
system”.

Effective actions against WMD proliferati are part of the overall non-proliferation
system. As many delegations have pointedrothiis room, non-prolération and disarmament
are complementary and mutually reinforcirige me express my dejation’s deep conviction
that the success of non-proliferation efforts like BSI will also lead to progress in the area of
disarmament. At the same time, let me stress that the Cracow Initiative expands and develops
first of all due to innovative thinking and politicalllv Let me express the strong belief that also
in this room we will be abl® generate enough political wdhd innovative thinking to move
the Conference on Disarmament from its current stalemate.
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The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | thank the Ambassador of Poland for his
statement and for his kind words addresseatiedChair. Meanwhile, the Russian Federation
and the United States of America have joitiegllist of speakers. | give the floor to
Mr. Anton Vasiliev, representativa the Russian Federation.

Mr. VASILIEV (Russian Federation) (translated from Rugsiddirst of all,
Mr. President, let me welcome you to your intpat post, wish you success and assure you of
the support and cooperation of théedgtion of the Russian Federation.

On 31 May, Russia joined the group of founder members of the Proliferation Security
Initiative set up to combat the piferation of weapons of masssteuction. This initiative was
launched by President Bush oétbinited States in May 2003. It is designed to identify, prevent
and suppress unlawful trafficking in and traogndary movements ¥¥MD-related materials
and delivery systems, including the black marketuch materials. In this way, PSl is a
potentially useful mechanism in combating thes#ttirof WMD proliferatio and particularly its
new dimension - the possibility that WMD could be obtained by terrorists. Threats of WMD
proliferation are of a global nagiand accordingly require a glélbasponse. We are convinced
that we can deal with them only through collective efforts.

The principles of PSI, as set out in tharis Declaration of participating States in
September 2003 and further developed in Londddctober that year, correspond with our
policy on non-proliferation. Inteational interaction on these igsufalls within the framework
of United Nations Security @incil resolution 1540, which, intelia calls for cooperation in
preventing a black market in WMD. We see BStomplementing rather than conflicting with
existing mechanisms in the field of non-proliferation.

Russia intends to contribute to the impleraénonh of PSI, bearing in mind the need for
compatibility with the rules of international law, consistency with national legislation and a
shared interest in non-proliferati with our partners. In general, we regard PSI as an integral
component of the global strategy to strengtinégrnational regimes fahe non-proliferation of
WMD and export controls. We proceed frore tirinciple that activity under this initiative
should not, and will not, create obstacles tptimate economic, samific and technical
cooperation among States.

The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | thank the representative of the
Russian Federation for his statement and his kindisvaddressed to the Chair. | now give the
floor to the representative of the United 8&abf America, Ambassador Jackie Sanders.

Ms. SANDERS(United States of America): Mr. Prdent, since this is the first time |
have addressed the plenary under your presydénvish to offer you the full support of my
delegation. We look forward to working together over the coming weeks with you.

Today, | wish to report briefly on ¢tt'Global Threat Reduction Initiative” announced
last week in Vienna by Secretary of Energy Abraham. The United States will devote
$450 million to this initiative, designed togwent terrorists from acquiring nuclear and
radiological material that could be used to bailduclear or radiological weapon. In response to
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an evolving proliferation threat, the Global Threat Reduction Initiative will focus exclusively on
efforts to secure and dispose of a broad rarfigriclear and radiolagal materials around the
world that are vulnerable to theft.

Specifically, the initiative calls for partnering with the Russian Federation to repatriate all
Russian-origin fresh highly enriched nuclear foglthe end of 2005 and accelerate and complete
the return of all Russian spent fuel by 2010cISprojects will be undertaken on a priority basis
to the degree of security threat posed in each case. Other activities include accelerating and
completing the repatriation ofl &nited-States-origin researcbactor fuel under an existing
United States programme from locations arouredvibrld; working to covert the cores of
civilian research reactors thateusighly enriched uranium tostead use low-enriched uranium
fuel, both in the United States and worldwidag identifying other nuclear and radiological
materials and related equipment not yet covered by existing threat reduction efforts and
addressing the most vulnerable facilities first, filling any gaps that would allow a terrorist to
acquire such material and equipment.

While the current focus is on bilateralaperation between the Russian Federation and
the United States, it is clear that a true novif@ration regime depels on the cooperation and
collaboration of efforts by all members of the international community.

Reducing the threat posed by weapons afswestruction remains the highest priority
for my Government. My delegation plans to addrthis topic in more detail next week in our
informal plenary discussion of “new typesveéapons of mass desttion and new systems of
such weapons”.

The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | thank Ambassador Jackie Sanders for her
statement and her kind words addressed to tlair CBudan has requested the floor. | call on
Sudan.

Mr. ELHAJ (Sudan) (translated from ArabicFirst of all, | am pleased to address the
members and observers at the Conference sarament on behalf of the Arab Group, which
attaches very great importance to disarmanssuteis, and particularly near disarmament, out
of a sincere desire to create security and stability and peace at the international and regional
levels. We also take this opportunity tqeass our support for the statement made by the
Group of 21 at the informal session held on 13 June.

All Arab States, over the past three decatiase adopted cle@plicies on disarmament
and have all ratified the nuclear Non-Proliteya Treaty. Arab States have also launched
several initiatives to rid the Middle East regionaedapons of mass desttien and, in particular,
nuclear weapons.

The League of Arab States has set up a committee of government experts from all
Arab States to prepare a draft treaty to makeMiddle East a zone free of weapons of mass
destruction. We believe that, tine light of the current situation in the Middle East, it is now
more important than ever to thi about effective and @ctical alternatives to be adopted by the
international community to rid the Middle &aegion of weapons of mass destruction.
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The Arab States are fully comaed that the Non-Proliferation Treaty is one of the most
important treaties. It has been effective imbating the proliferation of nuclear weapons for
more than 25 years. No one doubts that thetlfiatta large number of countries have acceded to
this treaty is an indication of the importance thairdries attach to avertirie threat of nuclear
war. The Review Conferences confirm that the Treaty has won universal acceptance and they
enhance the potency and modern relevance of the Treaty, allowing it to keep pace with ongoing
international changes, so thiis now called “the cornerstorté the non-proliferation regime”.

Arab States have renounced the nucleaoogiy acceding to the NPT, because they are
convinced that the resolution on the MiddlesEadopted at the 1995 Review Conference will
bring regional security to the Middle Eastdstablishing a nuclear-weapon-free zone there.
Indeed, it was on this understanding that thebABtates agreed in 1995 to the indefinite
extension of the NPT.

The Arab States should like to remind Btates parties that the 1995 resolution on the
Middle East is an integral part of the NPAdats provisions cannot bgnored until its aims
have been realized in accordance with thelEaument of the 2000 Review Conference. The
Arab States demand that this resolution be impleted by the 2005 Review Conference so as to
ensure peace and stability in the Middle East and worldwide.

Article VII, paragraph 16, subparagraph 3l Final Document of the sixth Review
Conference clearly reaffirms the importance of Israel’'s accession to the NPT and the placement
of all its nuclear faitities under comprehensive IAEA safeggds, in realizing the goal of
universal adherence to the Treaty in the Middle East. The Arab States therefore call on all the
States parties to the NPT to assume thepaesibilities in keeping with the provisions of the
final document.

I would like to refer to General Assembigsolution 58/34, concerning the establishment
of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middlstzwhich was adopted without a vote. The
resolution urges all parsadirectly concerned to take theptical and urgent steps required to
establish a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the regidhe Middle East and invites the countries
concerned to adhere to the Treaty.

I should also like to refer to General Asséymesolution 58/68, concerning the threat of
proliferation of nuclear weapons in the Middtast, which was adopted by an overwhelming
majority of the States Members. The resolution again reaffirms the importance of Israel’s
accession to the Non-Proliféi@n Treaty and placement all its nuclearfacilities under
comprehensive IAEA safeguards. It calls omé$mot to develop, produce, test or otherwise
acquire nuclear weapons, and toagence possession of nuclear weapons.

| should like to refer also to resoloti GC(47)/RES/13, adopted by the General
Conference of the International Atomic EneAgyency, which reaffirms the urgent need for all
States in the Middle East to forthwith acceptapelication of full-scope Agency safeguards to
all their nuclear activities. In this conteit,December 2003, Syria submitted a draft resolution
on the establishment in the Middle East abae free of all weapord mass destruction,
particularly nuclear weapons. dtdraft, submitted in blue, w before the Security Council.
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We take note of the pledges made by nuctates at the sixth NPT Review Conference,
promising to make progress towards the complete dismantlement of their nuclear arsenals.
These pledges have yet to be implemented. r@sdts of the third session of the Preparatory
Committee for the seventh Conference are hardly encouraging.

We should also like to recall the advisoinion issued by the International Court of
Justice in July 1996, in which the Court found tB&ttes were under an obligation to pursue in
good faith and bring to a conclusion negotiatitgagling to nuclear disarmament under effective
international control. The support of the mm@tional community for the three aforementioned
resolutions is evidence of its continuing concaloout the danger of nuclear proliferation in the
Middle East region and its awareness of thenirgeed to focus attention on this issue.

The Council of the League of Arab Statthrough its resolutions on disarmament
iIssues, has called for the establishment of a transparent and binding mechanism within the
United Nations to rid the Middle East regionvedapons of mass desttian, and particularly
nuclear weapons.

The Council, convinced of the importancedafseminating a culture of disarmament, and
of sharing expertise in this domain, orgadizeseminar, in cooperation with UNITAR, on the
establishment of a zone free of weaponmas destruction in the Middle East and on
international non-prolifextion regimes and region@st bans. The senan which was held at
the headquarters of the League of Aradité&3t on 24 and 25 February 2003, addressed the
regional and international dimensions of tissue and the difficulties that have been
encountered in trying to achieve these aiigroup of Arab and foreign experts with special
knowledge of disarmament issuesk part in the seminar.

I should like to conclude by saying tisgtcurity and stability ithe Middle East are
essential for security and stability in the worldaage and that this is the responsibility of the
international community, which you all represent here.

The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | thank Ambassdor Mohamed Elhassan
Ahmed Elhaj for the statement he has just madeetralf of the Arab countries. Israel has
requested the floor. | give the floor to Ambassador Levy.

Mr. LEVY (Israel): | would like to welcome the new observer to our midst. However,
regrettably, he has chosen on his first intereento stray from the professional path and pattern
of discussion in this forum and to attempt to politicize it. We will not rise to this bait. However,
| would advise the new observer to be a little more mindful of the parameters of discussion
traditionally observed in this forum.
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The PRESIDENT(translated from Frengh | thank the representative of Israel,
Ambassador Levy, for his statement. We have ctontliee end of today’s list of speakers. Does
any delegation wish to take the floor at this stage? It seems not.

I would now like to read to you a short summary of the work of the informal plenary
meeting held last Thursday, which, as you ark aweare, was devoted to the question of the
prevention of an arms race in space. | wish to point out that | am doing so in my personal
capacity as head of my country’s delegation.

So, now that | am wearing my other hat, allow me to read the following summary in
English.

(continued in English

As at the two first informal plenary meetingsdicated to discussing items on the agenda,
the meeting of 27 May on “Prevention of an arms race in outer space” again drew a lot of
interest. Eighteen member States made s&ttsnone of which was on behalf of a group of
States.

Without attempting to provide an exhaustsummary of the statements, | would like to
share with you some of my personal observations. My objective is to identify a number of key
elements that were raised by delegates during the discussion.

We may recall that the Treaty on Prineiplgoverning the Activities of States in
the Exploration and Use of Outer Spaceluding the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies,
better known as the Outer Space Treaty, stiputhtes‘the exploration and use of outer
space ... shall be carried out for the benefitiarttie interests oflbcountries, ... and shall
be the province of ... mankind”.

As our discussion demonstrated again, tleeaispace in daily activities and applications
is constantly gaining in importance, and itade feared that any disruption would have a
dramatic impact on life on earth. The civilcommercial, as well as the so-called legitimate
military, use of space needs to be secured. [€gismate military use apace is often referred
to as “passive” military use, such as surveillance, information-gathering, command and control
activities, etc., although it must lbemitted that more clarity is needed on this definition. Itis
perceived, however, by many States that the plao¢ of weapons in space could be a stimulus
for the development of new weapon systems,ctudger an arms race and could eventually
lead to the collapse of the international security system.

An ad hoc legal framework has been in place for several decades now, not only based on
the Outer Space Treaty, but also includingeotinstruments such as the 1972 Convention on
International Liability for Damage Causbg Space Objects and the 1976 Convention on
registration of objects in space.
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However, it has been underscored bigdates on several occasions, also at the
informal meeting last Thursday, that these instruments and measures have become insufficient t
prevent the weaponization of outer space. $tatement is in line with the results of the 1993
United Nations study by a group of governmemptgderts concluding that, since the adoption of
the Outer Space Treaty in 1967, “legal normy imave to be developed further, whenever
appropriate, to addss new developments in space teabgplnd increasing universal interest
in its application”.

Moreover, many States regard the issue dR®AS as their priority, and believe that at a
time when there are no weapons in space yetjntpgrative to addresbe issue sooner rather
than later in order to avoid attempting to negotiate a disarmament or non-proliferation agreemen
a posteriori. It is encouraging that some States with already developed space capabilities
declared that they had no plans to deploypeea in outer space. Furthermore, some of them
were ready to submit drafeaties on outer space when the relevant ad hoc committee was
established.

Many delegations pointed out that varisakevant United Nabtins General Assembly
resolutions stipulate that the Conference on Disarmament, as the single multilateral disarmamen
negotiating forum, has the primary role in the negotiation of a multilateral agreement or
agreements, as appropriate, on the preventiam @i'ms race in outer space. Therefore, the
re-establishment of an ad hoc committee on PSROthe CD with an appropriate mandate
would be highly welcomed. It seems to me, boer, that despite the positive reaction by some
key delegations on the revised mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee on PAROS in the “A-5
proposal”, further harmonization of views is stiljugred to ensure consensus on this particular
part of the programme of work.

Pending the re-establishment of a subsidergy, and without prejudice to the outcome
of formal work in the Conference on the isss@ne members havegmosed other avenues of
approach, including, but not limited to, steps to build confidence and maintain the normative
threshold preventing the deployment of weaporspice, possibly through a code of conduct, as
well as a moratorium on the testing and depment of weapons to be put in space.

It is also worth emphasizing that, during ttiscussion, proposals werade to establish
an expert group within the CD, or at leastdmeene meetings of the Conference in the presence
of experts, with a view to reaching a commuderstanding of variousrms and definitions
relevant to the issue. Obtaining clarity regarding key terms would represent a significant
contribution to discussions that would evealiyibe undertaken in an ad hoc committee on
PAROS.

Finally, | would like to express my appreciation to the former presidents of the CD for
providing this body with the opportunity to haae exchange of views on the agenda items.
This exercise can be conducive to ensuring the convergence of views on various security-relatec
issues, and eventually to bringing us cldsea programme of work acceptable to the whole
membership of the Conference. | also wish to thank the members of the Conference for their
very active contributions to the discussions.
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(continued in Frendh

In fact, | am a person who often changes hatmve so many of them. | have so many
that | sometimes ask myself who | am today. But having said that, | will now return to wearing
the hat of President of the Conference.

Does any delegation wish to take the flootha stage? | see none. Thus our work is
over for today.

According to our schedule, the Conference will hold an informal plenary meeting
following this formal plenary meeting. It will be devoted to the question of effective
international arrangements tesaire non-nuclear-weapon States agjahe use or threat of use
of nuclear weapons. This infaal meeting will be open only the delegations of member
States and those of Statwith observer status.

So the next formal plenary meeting of the Conference will take place on
Thursday 10 June at 10 a.m. in this room, aitidoe followed by an informal plenary meeting
on agenda item 5, “New types of weaponmaks destruction and new systems of such
weapons; radiological weapons”.

We will reconvene in five minutes.

The meeting rose at 11 a.m.




