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. I NTRODUCTI ON

1. The Conference on Di sarmanent subnits to the fifty-first session of the
United Nations CGeneral Assenbly its annual report on its 1996 session,
together with the pertinent docunents and records.

I1. ORGAN ZATI ON OF WORK OF THE CONFERENCE
A. 1996 Session of the Conference

2. The Conference was in session from22 January to 29 March, 13 My

to 28 June and 29 July to 13 Septenber 1996. During this period, the
Conference held 30 formal plenary neetings, at which nmenber States as well as
non-menber States invited to participate in the discussions set forth their
vi ews and reconmendati ons on the various questions before the Conference.

3. The Conference also held four infornmal neetings on its agenda, programe
of work, organization and procedures, as well as on itens of its agenda and
other matters.

4. In accordance with rule 9 of the rules of procedure, the follow ng
nmenber States assuned successively the Presidency of the Conference: Mannar,
t he Netherlands, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru and Pol and.

B. Participants in the Wirk of the Conference

5. In addition to the representatives of Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Bel gium Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, China, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, France,
Germany, Hungary, India, |Indonesia, Islanmic Republic of Iran, Italy, Japan
Kenya, Mexico, Mngolia, Mrocco, Myanmar, Netherlands, N geria, Pakistan
Peru, Pol and, Ronani a, Russian Federation, Sri Lanka, Sweden, United Ki ngdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuel a
and Zaire, as a result of the decision taken by the Conference at its
739t h plenary neeting on 17 June 1996 (see Section Il.E below), the
representatives of Austria, Bangladesh, Bel arus, Caneroon, Chile, Col onbia,
Denocratic People's Republic of Korea, Finland, Iraqg, |Israel, New Zeal and,
Norway, Republic of Korea, Senegal, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain
Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Turkey, Ukraine, Viet Nam and Zi nbabwe
partici pated as nenber States in the work of the Conference.

C. Agenda and Programme of Work for the 1996 Session
6. At the 721st plenary neeting on 23 January 1996, the Conference adopted
its agenda for the 1996 session in conformity with the rules of procedure.
The agenda (CD¥ 1379) reads as foll ows:

"The Conference, pending the conclusion of its consultations on the
review of its agenda, and without prejudice to their outcone, decides to
adopt the followi ng agenda for its 1996 session

1. Nucl ear test ban.

2. Cessation of the nuclear arns race and nucl ear di sar nament.
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3. Prevention of nuclear war, including all related matters.
4, Prevention of an arns race in outer space
5. Ef fective international arrangenents to assure

non- nucl ear - weapon St ates agai nst the use or threat
of use of nucl ear weapons.

6. New types of weapons of nmass destruction and new systens of
such weapons; radiol ogi cal weapons.

7. Conpr ehensi ve progranme of disarmanment.
8. Transparency in armanents.
9. Consi derati on and adoption of the annual report and any ot her

report, as appropriate, to the General Assenbly of the
United Nati ons.

The Conference, in accordance with its decision on expansi on of
nmenber ship, contained in docunment CD/ 1356, will keep the early
i mpl enentati on of that decision under constant review"

7. At the sane plenary neeting, the Conference decided to re-establish the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban (CD/ 1380).

8. Al so, at the same plenary neeting, the Conference appointed

Anbassador Hoci ne Meghl aoui of Al geria as Special Coordinator to consult on
the review of the future agenda of the Conference as well as on organizationa
arrangenents to deal with the followi ng issues: the prohibition of the
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nucl ear expl osive
devices; effective international arrangenents to assure non-nucl ear-weapon
States agai nst the use or threat of use of nucl ear weapons; prevention of an
arms race in outer space; and, transparency in arnanents.

9. Furthernore, at the same plenary neeting, the President announced that he
i ntended to conduct intensive consultations with a view to devel oping a basis
for consensus on the issue of nuclear disarnmament and to report to the
Conference at the earliest opportunity.

D. Attendance and Participation of States not Menbers
of the Conference

10. In conformity with rule 32 of the rules of procedure, the States not
nmenbers of the Conference |isted under the follow ng paragraph attended its
pl enary neetings.

11. The Conference received and consi dered requests for participation
inits work from States not nenbers of the Conference. In accordance with
the rules of procedure and its decision taken at its 1990 session on its

i mproved and effective functioning (CD/1036), the Conference invited the
foll owi ng non-nenber States to participate in its work: Angola, Arnenia,
Austria, Bangl adesh, Bel arus, Caneroon, Chile, Colonbia, Croatia, Cyprus,
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Czech Republic, Denocratic People's Republic of Korea, Denmark, Ecuador,

Fi nl and, Gabon, Ghana, G eece, Holy See, Iceland, Iraq, Ireland, I|srael,
Jordan, Kazakstan, Kuwait, Libyan Arab Janahiriya, Madagascar, Mal aysi a,

Mal ta, Mauritius, New Zeal and, N caragua, Norway, Qman, Phili ppines, Portugal
Qatar, Republic of Korea, Senegal, Seychelles, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Sout h Africa, Spain, Swaziland, Sw tzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thail and,
The Former Yugosl av Republic of Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukraine,

United Arab Enirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam Yenen and

Zi mbabwe.

12. As a result of the decision taken by the Conference at its 739th plenary
neeting on 17 June 1996 on expansion of its nenbership (see Section Il.E

bel ow), and the subsequent adnission of 23 new nenber States, the follow ng
non- menber States participated in its work as of 17 June 1996: Angol a,
Armeni a, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Dennark, Ecuador, Gabon,

Ghana, G eece, Holy See, lIceland, Ireland, Jordan, Kazakstan, Kuwait,

Li byan Arab Jamehiriya, Madagascar, Ml aysia, Malta, Mauritius, N caragua,
Oman, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Seychelles, Singapore, Slovenia,
Swazi |l and, Thail and, The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tunisia,
United Arab Enirates, United Republic of Tanzania and Yenen.

E. Expansion of the Menbership of the Conference

13. The urgency attached to the question of the expansion of its nmenbership
was duly recognized by the Conference and is reflected in the statenments nade
by del egations in plenary neetings.

14. Requests for nenbership had been received, since 1982, fromthe foll ow ng
non- nenbers, in chronol ogi cal order: Norway, Finland, Austria, Turkey,
Senegal , Bangl adesh, Spain, Viet Nam Ireland, Tunisia, Ecuador, Caneroon,

G eece, Zinbabwe, New Zealand, Chile, Switzerland, Republic of Korea, Belarus,
Ukraine, Croatia, Kuwait, Israel, Slovakia, Denocratic People's Republic of
Korea, Iraq, South Africa, Colonbia, Syrian Arab Republic, Portugal, Slovenia,
Czech Republic, Ml aysia, Costa Rica, Denmark, The Former Yugoslav Republic

of Macedoni a and Cyprus.

15. The foll owi ng docunments relating to the i ssue were presented to the
Conf er ence:

(a) CD/ 1403, dated 4 June 1996, submitted by the del egation of
Argentina, entitled "Draft decision on expansion of menbership of the
Conf er ence".

(b) CD/ 1407, dated 17 June 1996, entitled "Letter dated 12 June 1996
addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmanent fromthe
representatives of Austria, Bangladesh, Belarus, Caneroon, Chile, Col onbia,
Denocratic People's Republic of Korea, Finland, Iraq, |srael, Norway,

New Zeal and, Republic of Korea, Senegal, Slovakia, South Africa, Spain,
Switzerland, Syria, Turkey, UWkraine, Viet Nam and Zi nbabwe".
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(c) CD/ 1408, dated 26 June 1996, entitled "Letter dated 20 June 1996,
fromthe Permanent Representative of Sri Lanka addressed to the President of
t he Conference on Di sarmanent concerning the letter of 12 June 1996 (CD/ 1407)
addressed to the President of the Conference by the 23 new nmenbers adnmitted to
t he Conference on 17 June 1996 by its decision CD/1406".

16. At its 739th plenary neeting on 17 June 1996, the Conference adopted the
deci si on contai ned in CD/ 1406 which reads as foll ows:

"The Conference on Di sarmanent decides, in inplenmentation of its
deci sion CD/ 1356 of 21 Septenmber 1995, to adnmit Austria, Bangl adesh,
Bel arus, Cameroon, Chile, Col onbia, Denocratic People's Republic of
Korea, Finland, Iraq, |Israel, New Zeal and, Norway, Republic of Korea,
Senegal , Sl ovakia, South Africa, Spain, Swtzerland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Turkey, Wkraine, Viet Nam and Zi nbabwe as nenbers of the
Conf erence on Di sarnmanent on 17 June 1996."

17. At the sane plenary neeting, the President informed the Conference that
he had received a letter fromthe 23 new nenbers of the Conference (CD/ 1407).

18. In this connection, delegations nade statenents which are duly reflected
in the plenary records of the Conference.

19. The Conference requested its President to continue consultations on a
further expansion of its menbership and to report to it at the begi nning of
its 1997 session.

F. Review of the Agenda of the Conference

20. The Conference continued to attach inportance to the review of its
agenda. The issue was addressed by del egations in plenary as well as in
informal meetings. In discharging his mandate, the Special Coordinator

held a first round of bilateral consultations with nmenbers and participating
non- nenbers of the Conference, follow ng which he held an informal open-ended
neeting at which he outlined his prelimnary findings. As a result of

t he exchange of views, the Special Coordinator held another round of

consul tations, the results of which were the subject of a report presented at
the 749th plenary neeting on 3 Septenber 1996 (CD/ PV.749).

21. At the 750th plenary neeting on 12 Septenber 1996, the Wstern G oup nade
a statenent on the future agenda of the Conference on D sarmanment (CD/ 1434).

22. The Conference requested its President to continue consultations on the
review of its agenda during the inter-sessional period and to report to it at
t he begi nning of its 1997 session.

G Inproved and Effective Functioning of the Conference

23. The Conference did not forrmally address the issue of its inmproved and
ef fective functioning during the 1996 session
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H  Communi cations from Non- Governnental Organizations

24, In accordance with rule 42 of the rules of procedure, lists of al
conmuni cati ons from non-governnental organi zati ons and persons were circul ated
to the Conference (docunments CD/ NGC. 30 and CD/ NGC. 31).

[11. SUBSTANTI VE WORK OF THE CONFERENCE DURI NG | TS 1996 SESSI ON

25. The substantive work of the Conference during its 1996 session was based
on its agenda and programre of work. The list of documents issued by the
Conference, as well as the texts of those docunments, are included as

appendix | to the report. An index of the verbatimrecords by country and
subject, listing the statenments made by del egati ons during 1996, and the
verbati mrecords of the neetings of the Conference, are attached as

appendix Il to the report.

26. The Conference had before it a letter dated 18 January 1996 fromthe
Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations (CD/1377) transmitting all the
resol uti ons on di sarmanent adopted by the General Assenbly at its
fiftieth session in 1995, including those addressing specific requests

to the Conference on Di sarmanent:

50/ 65 " Conpr ehensi ve nucl ear-test-ban treaty" (operative
paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5)

50/ 68 "Concl usi on of effective international arrangenents to assure
non- nucl ear - weapon St ates agai nst the use or threat of use of
nucl ear weapons" (operative paragraphs 2, 4 and 5)

50/ 69 "Prevention of an arms race in outer space" (operative
paragraphs 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10)

50/ 70 D "Transparency in armanments" (operative paragraph 5)

50/ 70 E "Prohibition of the dunping of radioactive wastes" (operative
paragraphs 1, 4 and 5)

50/ 70 K "Regi onal disarmanent” (operative paragraph 1)

50/ 70 L "Conventional arms control at the regional and subregi ona

| evel s" (operative paragraph 2)

50/ 70 M "Cbservance of environmental nornms in the drafting and
i mpl ement ati on of the agreenents on di sarmanent and arns
control" (operative paragraphs 1 and 4)

50/ 70 P "Nucl ear disarmanment” (operative paragraphs 5 and 6)

50/ 71 E "Convention on the Prohibition of the Use of Nucl ear Wapons"
(operative paragraphs 1 and 2)

50/ 72 A "Report of the Conference on Disarmanment” (operative
paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 8)
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50/ 72 C "Expansi on of the nenmbership of the Conference on
Di sarnmanent" (operative paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6)
50/ 72 D "Report of the D sarmanment Conmi ssion" (operative

par agraph 4).

27. At the 721st plenary neeting of the Conference on 23 January 1996,

t he Personal Representative of the United Nations Secretary-General and
Secretary- General of the Conference conveyed to the Conference a nessage from
the Secretary-General of the United Nations at the opening of the 1996 session
(CD PV.721).

28. At its 730th plenary neeting on 19 March 1996 the Secretary-CGeneral of
the United Nations addressed the Conference. On this occasion, he stressed
once again the inmportance he attached to the work of the Conference as the
sole multilateral forumfor negotiating neasures of disarmanent and to the
success of the negotiations on a Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty.

29. In addition to docunents separately listed under specific itens, the
Conference had before it the foll ow ng docunent:

- CD/ 8/ Rev. 7, dated 27 June 1996, entitled "Rules of Procedure of the
Conf erence on D sar manent "

A.  Nucl ear Test Ban

30. At its 746th plenary neeting on 20 August 1996, the Conference adopted
the Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee, re-established by the Conference under the
agenda itemat its 721st plenary neeting on 23 January 1996 (see paragraph 7
above). That report (CD¥ 1425 and Corr.1) is an integral part of this report
and reads as foll ows:

“1. 1 NTRODUCTI ON

1. At its 721st plenary neeting on 23 January 1996, the Conference on
Di sar manent re-established the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban
with the same mandate as in 1994 and 1995 (CD/ 1238):

"In the exercise of its responsibilities as the sole
multil ateral disarnmanment negotiating forumof the internationa
conmunity, the Conference on D sarmanent decides to re-establish an
Ad Hoc Committee under item1 of its agenda entitled "Nucl ear Test
Ban", and to give priority to its work.

The Conference directs the Ad Hoc Committee to negotiate
intensively a universal and nultilaterally and effectively
verifiabl e conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban treaty, which would
contribute effectively to the prevention of the proliferation of
nucl ear weapons in all its aspects, to the process of nuclear
di sarmanent and therefore to the enhancenent of international peace
and security.

Pursuant to its mandate, the Ad Hoc Committee will take into
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account all existing proposals and future initiatives, as well as
the work of the Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider

I nternati onal Cooperative Measures to Detect and Identify Seismc
Events. The Conference requests the Ad Hoc Cormittee to establish
t he necessary working groups in order to carry forward effectively
this negotiati ng mandate; these should include at |east two working
groups, one on verification and one on |legal and institutiona

i ssues, which should be established in the initial stage of the
negoti ati on, and any others which the Cormittee nmay subsequently
deci de upon.

The Ad Hoc Committee will report to the Conference on
Di sarnmanent on the progress of its work before the concl usion of
the 1994 session.'

[1. ORGAN ZATI ON OF WORK

2. At the 721st plenary neeting on 23 January 1996, the Conference on
Di sar manent appoi nt ed Anbassador Jaap Ramaker of the Netherlands as

Chai rman of the Ad Hoc Committee. M. Jenifer Mackby, Senior Politica
Affairs Oficer of the United Nations Centre for Disarmanent Affairs,
continued to serve as Secretary of the Ad Hoc Committee.

M. Vladimr Bogomolov, Political Affairs Oficer of the United Nations
Centre for Disarmanment Affairs, served as Deputy Secretary of the Ad Hoc
Commi ttee.

3. In accordance with the decision of the Conference adopted at
its 603rd plenary neeting on 22 August 1991, the Ad Hoc Conmittee was
open to all the non-nenber States invited by the Conference to
participate in its work.

4. In accordance with its mandate, the Ad Hoc Conmittee continued, and
further intensified, negotiation of the draft treaty with a viewto
enabling its signature by the outset of the fifty-first session of the
Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations. |In discharging its nandate, the
Ad Hoc Conmittee decided to establish the follow ng two Wrking G oups:

(a) Wrking Goup 1: Verification
(Chai rman: Anbassador Gigori Berdennikov,
Russi an Federati on)

(b) Working Group 2: Legal and Institutional |ssues
(Chai rman: Anbassador Munir Zahran, Egypt)

5. In addition, in the course of the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee,
twel ve Friends of the Chair and five Mdderators were appointed to dea
with the followi ng specific issues in private and open-ended

consul tati ons:
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For the Ad Hoc Committee:

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(9)

(h)

(i)

(i)

Prepar at ory Conmi ssi on

(M. Donald Sinclair, Friend of the Chair, Canada, followed
by Ambassador Wl f gang Hof f mann, Friend of the Chair,

Ger nany)

Fundi ng
(M. Yukiya Amano, Friend of the Chair, Japan)

Executive Council Conposition
(Anbassador Nacer Benjell oun-Touim, Friend of the Chair,
Mor occo)

On-Site I nspection
(Anbassador Mark Moher, Friend of the Chair, Canada)

Host Country Conmitments
(Anbassador Stephen J. Ledogar, Friend of the Chair,
United States of Anerica)

Preanbl e and Revi ew
(Anbassador Mounir Zahran, Moderator, Egypt)

Executive Council Conposition
(Anbassador Nacer Benjell oun-Toui m, Moderator, Morocco)

On-site I nspection
(Anbassador ©Mark Moher, Moderator, Canada)

International Mnitoring SysteniInternational Data Centre
(Anbassador Richard Starr, Mderator, Australia)

Entry into Force
(Anbassador Antoni o de |caza, Moderator, Mexico)

For Working G oup 1:

(k)

(1)

(m

(n)

Techni cal Verification
(Dr. Peter Marshall, Friend of the Chair, United Ki ngdom of
Geat Britain and Northern Irel and)

I nternational Mnitoring System
(M. Patrick Cole, Friend of the Chair, Australia)

Associ at ed/ Confi dence- Bui | di ng/ Transpar ency Measures
(M. Richard Ekwall, Friend of the Chair, Sweden)

Techni cal Aspects of the International Data Centre
(Dr. Ralph Alewine, Friend of the Chair, United States
of Anerica)
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For Working G oup 2:

(0) Preanbl e
(M. Marshall Brown, Friend of the Chair, United States
of Anerica)

(p) Entry into Force
(Anbassador Antonio de |Icaza, Friend of the Chair, Mexico)

[11. DOCUMENTATI ON

6. The following official documents dealing with a nuclear test ban
were presented to the Conference by 16 August 1996:

- CD/ 1366, dated 6 Cctober 1995, entitled 'Note verbal e dated
5 Cctober 1995 fromthe Pernmanent Mssion of Chile to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Disarmanment transmitting a
statenent by the CGovernment of Chile condemming the second
nucl ear test carried out by France on 1 Cctober 1995 at
Fangat aufa Atoll".

- CD/ 1368, dated 18 Cctober 1995, entitled ' Note verbal e dated
9 Cctober 1995 fromthe Pernmanent Representatives of
Col ombi a, Chile, Ecuador and Peru addressed to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Disarmament transmitting a
press rel ease issued by the General Secretariat of the
Per manent Sout h Paci fic Comm ssion'.

- CD/ 1369, dated 1 Novenber 1995, entitled 'Letter dated
30 Cctober 1995 fromthe Permanent Representative of the
Phi | i ppi nes addressed to the Secretary-Ceneral of the
Conference on Disarmanment transnitting the text of a
statenment by the Hon. Domingo L. Siazon Jr., Secretary of
Foreign Affairs of the Philippines, concerning the third
nucl ear test conducted by the CGovernnent of France'.

- CD/ 1370, dated 1 November 1995, entitled ' Note verbal e dated
1 Novenber 1995 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile addressed
to the Secretariat of the Conference on Di sar manent
transmtting an official statenent issued by the Mnistry of
Foreign Affairs of Chile on 29 Cctober 1995 condemning the
nucl ear expl osion carried out by France at Miururoa Atoll".

- CD/ 1374, dated 4 January 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated
3 January 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile to the
Secretariat of the Conference on D sarmanent forwarding a
copy of the official statenment nmade by the CGovernnent of
Chile in connection with the further French nucl ear expl osion
at Mururoa Atoll on 27 Decenber 1995'.

- CD/ 1376, dated 8 January 1996, entitled 'Letter dated
4 January 1996 fromthe Pernmanent Representative of |ndonesia
to the Secretary-CGeneral of the Conference on D sarnmanment
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transmitting a press release fromthe Departnment of Foreign
Affairs of the Republic of |ndonesia expressing the view of
t he I ndonesi an Governnent on the fifth French nucl ear test
conducted recently at Mururoa Atoll".

CD/ 1378, dated 22 January 1996, entitled 'Report of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nuclear Test Ban to the Conference on
Di sarmanent on its work during the period 8-19 January 1996'.

CD/ 1380, dated 23 January 1996, entitled 'Decision on the
re-establishment of the Ad Hoc Cormittee on a Nucl ear Test
Ban (adopted at the 721st plenary neeting on

23 January 1996)'.

CD/ 1384 and Corr.1, dated 21 February 1996, entitled 'Islamc
Republic of Iran: Draft Conprehensive Nucl ear- Test-Ban
Treaty'.

CD/ 1386 and Corr.1, dated 29 February 1996, entitled
"Australia: Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty, Mdel
Treaty Text'.

CD/ 1387 and Corr.1, dated 29 February 1996, entitled
"Australia: Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty,
expl anat ory notes acconpanyi ng Model Treaty Text (as
contained in CD/ 1386)".

CD/ 1393, dated 30 April 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

26 April 1996 fromthe Permanent Representative of France and
the Acting Pernmanent Representative of the Russian Federation
addressed to the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on

Di sarnmanent transmitting the text of a statement on a

Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty nmade at the G 8 Sunmit
in Moscow on nucl ear security issues'.

CD/ 1395, dated 13 May 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

13 May 1996 fromthe Permanent Representative of the Russian
Federation to the Conference on Di sarmanment addressed to the
Secretary- General of the Conference on D sarmanent
transmitting a statement by the Press Secretary of the
President of the Russian Federation concerning the

Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ 1396, dated 15 May 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated

14 May 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Italy addressed to
the Secretariat of the Conference on Di sarmanent transmtting
a decl aration concerning the negotiations on the

Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty nade on 22 April 1996
by the General Affairs Council of the European Union'.

CD/ 1404, dated 11 June 1996, entitled 'Letter dated
10 June 1996 fromthe Head of the Del egation of the People's
Republic of China to the Conference on D sarnmanent addressed
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to the President of the Conference on D sarmanent
transmitting a statenent issued on 8 June 1996 by the
M nistry of Foreign Affairs concerning nuclear testing'

CD/ 1405, dated 17 June 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated

14 June 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile addressed to
the Secretariat of the Conference on Di sarmanent transmtting
a copy of the official statenent issued by the Governnent of
Chile on the occasion of the detonation of a further nuclear
device by the People's Republic of China on 8 June 1996’

CD/ 1409, dated 27 June 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated

26 June 1996 from the Permanent M ssion of Argentina
addressed to the Secretariat of the Conference on D sarnanent
transmitting a statenment nade by the Governnent of Argentina
concerning the nuclear test carried out by the People's
Republic of China on 8 June 1996

CD/ 1410, dated 29 July 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

29 July 1996 fromthe Head of the Del egation of the People's
Republic of China to the Conference on D sarnanment addressed
to the President of the Conference on D sarmanent
transmitting the text of the statenent issued on 29 July 1996
by the Governnent of the People's Republic of China
concer ni ng nucl ear testing'

CD/ 1411, dated 30 July 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

29 July 1996 fromthe Permanent Representative of the

United States of America addressed to the Secretary-Ceneral
of the Conference on Disarmament transmitting the text of a
statement nmade by the President of the United States on

26 July 1996 concerning United States support for the text of
a Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty proposed by the Chairman of
the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban | ast June'

CD/ 1413, dated 31 July 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

31 July 1996 fromthe Pernmanent Representative of France
addressed to the President of the Conference on Di sarmanent
transmitting a statenment nade on 25 July 1996 by a spokesnan
for the French Mnistry of Foreign Affairs'

CD/ 1415, dated 2 August 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

2 August 1996 fromthe Permanent Representative of the
United States of Anerica addressed to the Secretary-Ceneral
of the Conference on Disarmanent transmtting a Wiite House
statenent issued on 29 July 1996 concerning the nuclear test
conducted by China on 29 July 1996
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7.

CD/ 1416, dated 5 August 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated

2 August 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Argentina
addressed to the Secretariat of the Conference on D sarnanent
transmitting a press rel ease issued by the Governnent
expressing its firmsupport for the Conprehensive

Nucl ear - Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ 1417, dated 6 August 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

6 August 1996 fromthe Permanent Representatives of the

Russi an Federation and the United States of Anerica addressed
to the Secretary-General of the Conference on D sarnmanment
transmitting the text of a joint statenent on the

Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty nmade by the M nister of
Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation, E.M Prinmakov, and
United States Secretary of State, Warren Christopher, in
Jakarta on 23 June 1996'.

CD/ 1418, dated 7 August 1996, entitled 'Note verbal e dated

7 August 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Argentina
addressed to the Secretariat of the Conference on D sarnanent
transmitting a statenment nade by the Governnent of Argentina
in connection with the nuclear test carried out by China on
29 July 1996'.

CD/ 1420, dated 8 August 1996, submitted by the del egati on of
Ireland, entitled 'Declaration by the Presidency on behal f of
t he European Uni on on the negotiations on a Conprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ 1424, dated 15 August 1996, entitled 'Letter dated

15 August 1996 from the Permanent Representatives of

South Africa and New Zeal and addressed to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on D sar manent
transmitting the text of the "Menorandum of Cooperation and
Arms Control" signed in Cape Town by President Nel son Mandel a
and Prine M nister James Bol ger on 8 August 1996'.

In addition, the follow ng working papers were presented to the

Ad Hoc Committee by 16 August 1996:

CD/ NTB/ WP. 280 and Corr. 1, dated 6 Decenber 1995, subnitted by
the del egation of France, entitled 'Fission products from
nucl ear power plants and from nuclear tests'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 281, dated 19 Decenber 1995, submitted by the

del egation of Ukraine, entitled 'Proposals by Ukraine for the
inclusion of stations in the international infrasound

noni tori ng network'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 282, dated 19 Decenber 1995, submitted by the
del egation of France, entitled 'Possible benefits of
conpr ehensi ve synergy between hydroacoustic and seisnic
nonitoring' .
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CD/ NTB/ WP. 283, dated 20 Decenber 1995, submitted by the
Chairman of the International Mpnitoring System Expert G oup,
entitled '"Wrking Goup 1 - Verification: Internationa

Moni toring System Report of the Expert G oup based on
Techni cal Discussions held from4 through 15 Decenber 1995

CD/ NTB/ WP. 284 (English only), dated 20 Decenber 1995,
submtted by the Chairnman of the Wrking Goup on Legal and
Institutional Issues, entitled 'Wrking Goup 2 - Legal and
Institutional Issues: Indicative tinmetable of neetings
during the period 8-19 January 1996'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 285 (English only), dated 4 January 1996, submnitted
by the del egation of Austria, entitled 'Oficial Reply to the
Questionnaire on the Seat of the Future Organization of the
CTBT' .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 286, dated 11 January 1996, subnitted by a Friend
of the Chair, entitled 'Report of the Friend of the Chair on
a Preparatory Comm ssion for the Organi zation of the

Conpr ehensi ve Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 287, dated 11 January 1996, subnitted by the

del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'U S.

Vi ews on some Funding El enents of the Conprehensive Test-Ban
Treaty Organi zation (CIBTO'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 288, dated 12 January 1996, subnitted by the

del egation of the Russian Federation, entitled 'Additional
material on the use of airborne facilities for radionuclide
nonitoring of a CIBT .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 289, dated 17 January 1996, subnitted by the

del egation of Cuba, entitled 'Catal ogue of resources to
support International Mnitoring System (I MS) radionuclide
net wor k' .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 290, dated 15 January 1996, subnitted by the

del egation of Japan, entitled 'Supplenent Infornmation for
Report of Radionuclide Expert Goup, Ad Hoc Cormittee on a
Nucl ear Test Ban, Working G oup on Verification,

15 Decenber 1995, contained in CD/ NTB/ WP. 283" .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 291 (English only), dated 19 January 1996, entitled
"Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban
to the Conference on Disarmanent on its work during the

peri od 8-19 January 1996'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 292, dated 18 January 1996, subnitted by the

del egation of the Russian Federation, entitled 'Proposals on
enhanci ng the effectiveness of the international nonitoring
systeni .
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CD/ NTB/ WP. 293, dated 23 January 1996, submitted by a Friend
of the Chair, entitled 'International Data Centre Progress
Report 1: Incorporation of Infrasound, Hydroacoustic and
Radi onuclide Data into the International Data Centre:
Processing and Anal ysis'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 294, dated 25 January 1996, subnmitted by a Friend
of the Chair, entitled 'International Data Centre Progress
Report 2: Prelimnary transition plan to nove fromthe
prototype International Data Centre to the I M5 International
Data Centre via the Preparatory Conmi ssion'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 295, dated 29 January 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of India, entitled 'Indian draft |anguage on
Preanbl e'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 296, dated 29 January 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of India, entitled 'Indian draft |anguage on
Revi ew .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 297, dated 29 January 1996, subnitted by the
del egation of India, entitled 'Indian draft |anguage on Entry
into Force'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 298, dated 29 January 1996, subnitted by the
del egation of Gernmany, entitled 'Credit Systemfor IMS
i nvestments'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 299, dated 29 January 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of South Africa, entitled 'Funding El ements of the
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 300, dated 8 February 1996, subnmitted by the

del egation of South Africa, entitled ' Conprehensive

Nucl ear - Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT): The International Monitoring
System (1 M5) and On-Site Inspections (OSl)".

CD/ NTB/ WP. 301, dated 12 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Belgium entitled "Article 12: Proposal by
Bel gi umi .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 302, dated 12 February 1996, submitted by a Friend
of the Chair, entitled '"Informal draft text on the
Preparatory Conmm ssion'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 303, dated 12 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Cermany, entitled 'Germany's proposed new
treaty | anguage regarding the inmmnent preparation of a
nucl ear test explosion in the context of a CIBT .
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CD/ NTB/ WP. 304 (English only), dated 12 February 1996,
submtted by the Chairnman of the Wrking Goup on
Verification, entitled "Wrking Goup 1 - Verification:
I ndi cative tinetable of neetings during the period
12-23 February 1996'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 305, dated 13 February 1996, submitted by a Friend
of the Chair, entitled 'Prelimnary Cost Estimates for the
PrepComin 1997 .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 306, dated 13 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Ukraine, entitled 'Proposals of Ukraine
concerning IMs and On-Site Inspections'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 307, dated 16 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'Further
Conments on the U.S. Position on I DC Products and Services'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 308, dated 20 February 1996, submitted by the

del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'Further
U S views on elements of an On-Site Inspection Regine
(Managed Access, Ohservers, and Terminating an OSl)'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 309, dated 20 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'Further
US. views on Overflight Reginme for an On-Site I nspection'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 310, dated 20 February 1996, submitted by the

del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'U S.
views on Logistics and Equi prrent and Environnmental Sanpling
for an On-Site I nspection'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 311, dated 20 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of France, entitled 'France's prelimnary views on
managed access principles during an On-Site | nspection'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 312 and Add. 1, dated 27 February 1996, subnitted by
a Friend of the Chair, entitled 'International Data Centre
Progress Report 3: Function and Products of the
International Data Centre'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 313, dated 27 February 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of Chile, entitled ' The Structure of Legal

ol igations under a Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty: General
Aspects to be considered in a CIBT .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 314, dated 27 February 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Japan, entitled 'The Trai ning Course on d obal
Sei snol ogi cal Cbservation'.
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CD/ NTB/ WP. 315, dated 28 February 1996, submitted by the

del egation of the United States of Anerica, entitled 'Further
U S views on elenments of the On-Site | nspection Regi ne:
Managi ng Access, Ohservers, and Rights and Obligations of the
I nspected State Party'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 316 (English only), dated 4 March 1996, subnitted
by the delegation of the United States of Anmerica, entitled
"Further Questions on Austrian Response to NTB AHC
Questionnaire on Vienna as the Seat of the CIBT Organi zation
(CD/ NTB/ WP. 285) ' .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 317, dated 6 March 1996, subnitted by the Chairnan
of the International Mnitoring System Expert G oup, entitled
"I nformal Paper on Certified Radionuclide Laboratories'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 318, dated 7 March 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of France, entitled 'Overflights during on-site
i nspections on the territory of a State Party to the CIBT .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 319, dated 15 March 1996, subnitted by a Friend of
the Chair, entitled 'On-Site Inspection Progress Report'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 320, dated 12 March 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Germany, entitled 'IDC Products'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 321, dated 21 March 1996, subnitted by the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, entitled
"Qutline of a draft Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 322, dated 22 March 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Canada, entitled 'Peaceful Nuclear Explosions'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 323, dated 28 March 1996, subnmitted by the
del egation of Canada, entitled 'International Data Centre'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 324, dated 1 April 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Canada, entitled 'Entry into Force'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 325, Add.1 and Add. 2, dated 1 April 1996, entitled
"Rolling Text of the Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 326, dated 1 April 1996, submitted by the
del egation of Israel, entitled ' The Use of OSI Technol ogies'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 327, dated 17 May 1996, submitted by the del egation
of South Africa, entitled ' Conprehensive Nucl ear- Test - Ban
Treaty (CTBT): Subm ssion of an on-site inspection request
based on other relevant data'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 328, dated 23 May 1996, submitted by the del egation
of Brazil, entitled ' Proposed paragraphs for inclusion in the
CTBT Preanbl e'.
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CD/ NTB/ WP. 329, dated 23 May 1996, subnmitted by the del egation
of Pakistan, entitled 'Proposed section in the CIBT
Preanbl e' .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330, dated 28 May 1996, submitted by the Chairman
of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban, entitled
"Draft Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1, dated 28 June 1996, subnitted by the
Chai rman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban,
entitled 'Draft Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, dated 14 August 1996, subnitted by the
Chai rman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test Ban,
entitled 'Draft Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 331, dated 4 June 1996, subnmitted by the del egation
of Brazil, entitled 'Certified Radi onuclide Laboratories'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 332, dated 6 June 1996, subnmitted by the del egation
of Ukraine, entitled 'Proposals relating to accounting
procedures for on-site inspections'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 333, dated 10 June 1996, subnmitted by a Friend of
the Chair, entitled 'Draft Text on the Establishnent of a
Preparatory Comm ssion'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 333/ Rev. 1, dated 28 June 1996, subnitted by a
Friend of the Chair, entitled 'Draft Text on the
Est abl i shment of a Preparatory Conmm ssion'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 334, dated 20 June 1996, subnitted by the Chairnan
of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, entitled
"Entry into Force'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 335, dated 24 June 1996, subnmitted by the Chairnan
of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nuclear Test Ban, entitled
"Anendments to CD NTB/ WP. 330" .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 336, dated 27 June 1996, subnmitted by

13 del egations of the G21: Brazil, Cuba, |Indonesia, Iran,
Kenya, Mexico, Mngolia, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, N geria,
Myanmar, Venezuela, entitled 'Proposed anendnents to the
Preanbl e in the Chairman's Worki ng Papers (CD/ NTB/ WP. 330 and
CD/ NTB/ WP. 335) ' .

CD/ NTB/ WP. 337 and Corr. 1, dated 28 June 1996, subnmitted by
the del egation of Ukraine, entitled 'Proposals of Ukraine
related to eventual inclusion of its infrasound stations in
t he respective international network'.

CD/ NTB/ WP. 338, dated 1 July 1996, submtted by a Friend of
the Chair, entitled 'Progress Report on Host Country
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Conmi tnents' .

- CD/ NTB/ WP. 339, dated 7 August 1996, subnitted by the Friend
of the Chair on Host Country Conmitnents, entitled 'Fina
report of the site-visit teamon the visit to Vienna,

8-11 July 1996

- CD/ NTB/ WP. 340, dated 9 August 1996, entitled 'Draft Report of
the Ad Hoc Commttee on a Nuclear Test Ban to the Conference
on Di sar manent' .

- CD/ NTB/ WP. 340/ Rev. 1 (English only), dated 14 August 1996
entitled 'Draft Report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear
Test Ban to the Conference on D sarnanment'.

- CD/ NTB/ WP. 340/ Rev. 2, dated 16 August 1996, entitled 'Draft
Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on a Nucl ear Test Ban to the
Conf erence on Di sar manment'

- CD/ NTB/ WP. 341 (English only), dated 13 August 1996, submtted
by the del egation of Austria, entitled 'Further Data on the
Austrian Ofer to Host the CIBTO .

I'V. SUBSTANTI VE WORK DURI NG THE 1996 SESSI ON
8. The Ad Hoc Committee held 50 neetings from23 January 1996

to 16 August 1996. In addition, the Chairman conducted inform
consul tations with del egati ons.

9. Wrking Goup 1 held 13 neetings. The Wrking Goup nade intensive
efforts towards revising treaty |language on the verification regine in
the rolling text. The Friends of the Chair held informal consultations
wi th del egations on relevant verification matters. The Chairnman of the
Wirking Goup presented to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee revised
draft | anguage on provisions on verification issues for inclusion in the
rolling text.

10. Wrking Goup 2 held 14 neetings. Follow ng an extensive debate on
| egal and institutional aspects of a nuclear test ban, the treaty

l anguage in the rolling text was substantially revised and refined. 1In
addition, the Friends of the Chair held informal consultations with

del egations on relevant legal and institutional issues. The Chairman of
the Working Group presented to the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Committee

revi sed draft |anguage on provisions on |egal and institutional issues
for inclusion in the rolling text.

11. Negoti ati ons continued on the rolling text (CD/ 1364 and CD/ 1378).

In order to provide delegations and their capitals with a nore structured
view of the energing draft treaty, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Comittee
on 28 March 1996 presented a Wrking Paper entitled 'Qutline of a draft
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty' (CD/ NTB/Wp.321). The Wrking
Paper reflected the eventual structure of the treaty, the state of the
negoti ati ons, and al so contai ned a nunber of buil ding bl ocks on key
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i ssues, based on the work by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee, the
Chai rnmen of the Working Goups and the various Friends of the Chair

12. Bui | di ng upon agreenments reached during the negotiations and on the
basi s of his best judgenent indicating areas of possible conprom se
solutions on the avail able proposals and materials, the Chairman of the
Ad Hoc Conmittee on 28 May 1996 presented a Working Paper entitled 'Draft
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty' (CD/ NTB/Wp.330). Wen presenting
the text of the draft treaty, the Chairman recall ed the nandate of the

Ad Hoc Conmittee as well as the call by the fiftieth General Assenbly of
the United Nations on all States participating in the Conference on

Di sarmanent to conclude the treaty as a task of the highest priority, so
as to enable its signature by the outset of the fifty-first session of
the CGeneral Assenbly. Against this background, the Chairman concl uded
that presenting a conplete draft text of a Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban
Treaty constituted an essential and indi spensable step towards the
conclusion of a treaty within the tinme-frame set by the internationa
conmunity. The Chairman added that his goal was to present a platform
for reaching final agreenent, harnonizing the desirable with the
attainable. Sone del egati ons, however, felt that they could not accept
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330 as a basis for negotiations and expressed the view that the
rolling text (CD/ NTB/WpP.325) should remain the basis for negotiations.

13. Fol | owi ng the presentation of Wrking Paper CDO/ NTB/ WP. 330, the
Conmmittee continued in a new negotiating framework for the remainder of
the second part of the session. Under this new franework, the
negoti ati ng process continued under the guidance of the Chairman and the
Moderators naned in paragraph 5. As a result of this process, the

Chai rman on 24 June 1996 presented a nunber of anendnents to Wrking
Paper CD/ NTB/ WP. 330 ( CDY NTB/ WP. 335). Furthernore, work continued under
t he gui dance of the respective Friends of the Chair on a draft text on
the establishment of a Preparatory Commission and on a draft Host Country
Agreenent for the Preparatory Conmi ssion of a Conprehensive

Nucl ear - Test-Ban Treaty O gani zati on.

14. On 28 June 1996, the closing day of the second part of the session
the Chairnman of the Ad Hoc Committee presented a revised draft treaty
(CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1), expressing his conviction that convergence had
reached its peak and recommending the draft treaty for serious
consideration to delegations and to their capitals. Several del egations
expressed their support for this text outright. Several others
reaffirmed their willingness to continue the negotiations until an
agreenment was reached on a consensus draft treaty. The Chairman al so
presented a revised Draft Text on the Establishnent of a Preparatory
Conmi ssi on (CD/ NTB/ WP. 333/ Rev. 1), which had been prepared by the Friend
of the Chair for the Preparatory Comm ssion

15. Fol |l owi ng the resunption of the work of the Ad Hoc Conmittee at the
third part of the session, delegations expressed their views on the
revised draft treaty presented by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on
28 June 1996. O the del egations that expressed their views, a numnber
urged the participants in the negotiations to support, w thout reopening,
the draft presented by the Chairman so that the Conference on D sarnmanent
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could take a decision to approve the draft treaty so that it could be
sent to the United Nations General Assenbly for endorsenent and opened
for signature. Sone other del egations, however, urged that negotiations
be continued to enable consensus to be reached on the draft text. The
Chairman carried out intensive consultations with delegations with a view
to reaching final agreement on the draft treaty. These consultations did

not

16.

resul t

V.

in an agreenent.

CONCLUSI ONS OF THE CHAI RVAN ON HI'S CONSULTATI ONS

On Friday 9 August 1996, the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee
reported to the Conmittee on his informal consultations and presented his
concl usions as foll ows:

He noted that during his latest round of inform

consul tations, there was a general realization anong

del egations of the tinme-constraints faced by the Committee
for concludi ng a Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty if the
treaty were to be signed by the outset of the fifty-first
General Assenmbly of the United Nations, which clearly was the
wi sh and the expectation of the international comunity.

H s consultations had confirmed that continuing the
negotiations on the draft treaty as a whole would not likely
yield further results. The draft treaty would in that case
al nost certainly not be ready for signature on tine and m ght
even fall apart. Some del egations indeed indicated that,
whil e they could accept the existing draft treaty text, they
reserved the right to propose anendnents if the text were to
be opened up.

The Chairman noted that support for or acceptance of the
draft treaty had been expressed in the Ad Hoc Committee, in
the Plenary of the Conference, as well as during his inform
consul tations. Despite concerns on various elenments of the
draft treaty, it was widely recognized that the margins for
changing the draft treaty were extrenely small. The Chairman
was advi sed and encouraged by del egations to address the
remai ni ng concerns of del egations through inforna

consul tations rather than resorting to full-fledged
negoti ati ons.

The Chairman reported that in doing so, he had addressed a
variety of concerns with regard to the draft treaty,
including, inter alia, the issue of nuclear disarmnent and
the Preanble, the conposition of the Executive Council, entry
into force, and sone issues related to verification. |In each
case, the Chairnman, together wth del egati ons concerned, had
expl ored ways and neans of neeting the various concerns.

Al nost i nvariably, however, the Chairnman had been faced

wi th the prospect of substituting one concern for another

In short, every solution seenmed to create a new problem
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The Chairnman noted that during his informal consultations,
some del egati ons had rai sed the issue of the Preanble and had
wi shed to see a nore prom nent role for nuclear disarnmnment
therein. He underlined that in drafting the Preanble, he had
sought to reflect the nandate of the negotiations and to give
due wei ght to the process of nuclear disarmanent and to the
prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its
aspects. He had concluded fromhis consultations that
further inprovenments to the Preanble were not feasible.

Wth regard to the Executive Council, the Chairman noted that
a concern had been expressed on the conposition of a
particul ar geographical region. On this point, the Chairnman
clarified that the conposition of the six regions was
CTBT-specific - other nmultilateral agreenments and foruns
foll owed different approaches. The purpose of the annex
listing the States within the six geographical regions was
nerely to define the regions in geographical terns in order
to underscore the consensus principle that no State Party
shoul d be permanently excluded froma seat on the Executive
Counci | .

The Chairnman reported that he had devoted rmuch tinme and
effort to the issue of entry into force. However, his
consul tations had not produced any indication as to howto
nove the draft treaty further towards convergence on this

i ssue. None the less, judging fromhis consultations, he
expressed his firmconviction that the current article on
entry into force did not inpinge on the sovereign right of
any State to take its own decision about whether or not to
sign and ratify the treaty. Nor did the article on entry
into force inpose any legally binding obligations on a State
not Party to the treaty - regardl ess of whether or not
ratification by that State was a condition for entry into
force of the treaty. Finally, the Chairnan noted his
understanding that article XV, paragraph 2, did not refer to
United Nations Security Council measures in accordance wth
Chapter VI1 of the United Nations Charter

The Chairnman noted that concerns had al so been expressed on
some issues related to verification. One such concern
pertained to the potential abuse of national technical neans
of verification. On this point, the Chairman recalled that
the draft treaty contained a nunber of safeguards agai nst
abuse, such as the provisions that:

* verification activities shall be based on objective
i nformation, shall be linmted to the subject-matter of
the treaty, and shall be carried out on the basis of
full respect for the sovereignty of States Parties and
in the |l east intrusive manner possible consistent with
the effective and timely acconplishnent of their
obj ectives. Each State Party shall refrain from any
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17.

abuse of the right of verification

* t he sol e purpose of an on-site inspection shall be to
clarify whether a nucl ear-weapon test explosion or any
ot her nucl ear expl osion has been carried out in
violation of article | and, to the extent possible, to
gat her any facts which mght assist in identifying any
possi bl e vi ol at or;

* the requesting State Party shall be under the obligation
to keep the on-site inspection request within the scope
of the treaty and shall refrain from unfounded or
abusi ve i nspection requests.

The Chai rnman added that the submi ssion of any abusive or
frivolous on-site inspection request would amount to a
violation of a State Party's rights under the treaty. He
recall ed the powers of the Executive Council at various
stages in the decision-making process to prevent and dea

wi th abusive requests. The Chairnman concluded therefore that
the draft treaty contained a strong deterrent agai nst

subm tting abusive on-site inspection requests.

The Chairman recalled his conviction at an earlier stage in
t he negotiati ons that convergence had reached its peak. His
| atest round of consultations had by and I arge confirned that
conviction. Nevertheless, he had | earned fromhis
consultations that in one area, there was still roomfor
further convergence by slightly nodifying one sentence in
the draft treaty. He therefore proposed to replace in
article 1V, paragraph 46, second sentence of

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 the words 'a nmajority of all' by the
words "at least 30 affirmative votes of', so that the
sentence woul d read:

' The decision to approve the on-site inspection shall be
made by at |east 30 affirmative votes of nmenbers of the
Executive Council.'

The Chai rman enphasi zed that the above-nentioned nodification
seened essential to bring final agreenent on the draft treaty
wi thin reach.

The Chai rman expressed his view that under the present

ci rcunst ances, substantive work on the draft treaty had
resulted in the best attainable outcone. It was now up to
the Ad Hoc Committee and the Conference to take the necessary
steps to present the international comunity with this
long-awaited milestone in the field of disarmanment. He
cal l ed upon del egations not to let this unique opportunity
slip away.

VI.  NATI ONAL STATEMENTS OF PGCsI TI ON

A nunber of del egations expressed positions which they wi shed to be
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included in the report. These positions follow in paragraphs 18 to 35:
18. The del egati on of Egypt made the foll ow ng statenent:

"This text offers a better bal ance and an i nprovenent over
previous texts. Nevertheless, the Egyptian del egation w shes to
put on record a nunber of remarks with regard to the current draft
text.

The Egyptian del egation is sincerely preoccupi ed that the
current draft nuclear-test-ban treaty does not clearly place the
treaty within an overall process of nuclear disarmanent. The
"Preanble" to the treaty shoul d have contai ned clear and
unanbi guous references to the objective of achieving total nuclear
di sarmanent and to the fact that the treaty is but one step within
a phased franmework of nucl ear disarmanent; a framework which ains
at achi eving conpl ete nucl ear non-proliferation, both at the
hori zontal |evel and at the vertical |evel, and nucl ear di sarnmanent
by capping any further quantitative or qualitative devel opnent of
nucl ear weapons. The fact that consensus could not be reached in
the Ad Hoc Committee on a reference to a phased franework for the
achi evenent of nucl ear disarmanent raises significant doubts about
the true commtnent of the nucl ear-weapon States to these
obj ecti ves.

The Egyptian del egation regrets that the text of the Draft
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty contained i n docunent
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 falls short of its expectations together with a
nunber of menber countries. The draft text does, in fact, not
contain a conprehensive but only another partial test-ban treaty
whi ch bans only nucl ear test explosions. Egypt engaged in the
negoti ati ng process with an understanding that all forms of nuclear
testing woul d be banned as is clearly understood fromthe mandate
of the Ad Hoc Committee. However, the CIBT text constitutes, in
our view, an enhancenent to international peace and security and
shoul d contribute to the protection of the environnent.

On the inportant matter of on-site inspections, Egypt is of
the view that these should, once requested by a State Party,
proceed in the snmoothest possible nmanner and only be halted if it
is denonstrated that the request is baseless. Appropriate nmeasures
shoul d be a warning agai nst cases of clearly frivol ous or harassing
requests. The "green light" approach endorsed in the draft treaty
does not reflect Egypt's position and does not, in our view, serve
the best interest of the international conmunity to ensure
conpliance with the treaty.

The treatnent of National Technical Means (NTMs) in the draft
al so represents a matter of concern. W agree that such neans
shoul d have their place in the treaty and can be useful as a
conpl enent to the International Mnitoring System with the
necessary guarantees to caution agai nst potential abuse or
sel ective and partial use of NTMs. Such guarantees are not
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adequately provided for in the text. However, the interpretation
of NTMs by the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee in his statenent
delivered before the Conmittee on 9 August 1996 reflected in
section V of this Report would provide additional assurances

agai nst the m suse or abuse of NTMs.

The Chairnman's statenment of 9 August 1996 al so contai ned an
under standi ng by the Chairnman whereby it was noted that
article XV, paragraph 2 of the draft treaty did not refer to
United Nations Security Council measures in accordance with
Chapter VI1 of the United Nations Charter. This is our
under st andi ng of the above-nentioned provision

The Egyptian del egation regrets that the Executive Counci
conposition as reflected in the text does not reserve equitable and
bal anced treatnment for African countries. On nunerous occasions
during our negotiations the Egyptian del egation, together wth
ot hers, expressed concern over the limted nunber of Executive
Council seats reserved for Africa which is, as conpared to other
groups, significantly underrepresented. These concerns have been
i gnored as have those concerning the unprecedented regional group
system which has found its way into the text, and which divides the
world into six regional groups rather than the five we are
accustoned to in the United Nations system Setting up such
precedents despite serious opposition can only affect the
credibility of the treaty and linmt its chances to achieve
universality. In addition, Egypt is preoccupied because of the
deci si on-maki ng in the Executive Council (two-thirds majority for
matters of substance) which may paral yse this inportant body in
conparison with the simlar body in the CAC.'

The del egation of Mexico made the follow ng statenent:

' The Government of Mexico has actively and constructively
participated in the drafting of a conprehensive test-ban treaty
that, in accordance with the mandate approved by the Conference on
Di sarnmanent and reaffirned by the General Assenbly of the
United Nations, would be universal and internationally and
effectively verifiable and which would contribute effectively to
the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its
aspects and to the process of nuclear disarmanent. After two and
hal f years of negotiations we now have a draft that, while it does
not have all the characteristics to which the internationa
conmunity aspired, extends to all environnents the prohibition to
carry out any nucl ear-weapon test expl osions or any other nucl ear
expl osions, thus satisfying the intention which, in 1985, |ed
Mexi co to convene the Review Conference of the 1963 Mbscow Treaty
with the purpose of extending to underground nucl ear tests the
prohibition contained in that Treaty.

A conprehensi ve nucl ear test ban woul d have contri buted
significantly to the process of nuclear disarmanent and to
non-proliferation in all its aspects. But the basic obligation in
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the draft treaty limts the ban to nucl ear-weapon test expl osions,
so that it will be possible for nuclear weapons to continue to be
tested by other nmeans and their qualitative inprovenent will nerely
be hindered, not prevented. It has been argued that a tota

nucl ear test ban would not be verifiable or desirable, given the

al | eged necessity of carrying out tests to ensure the safety and
reliability of nuclear arsenals. W trust in the good faith of the
nucl ear - weapon States and in their conpliance with the purpose and
spirit of the treaty, which can be no other than to put an end to
the qualitative inprovenment of nuclear weapons and to the

devel opnent of advanced new types of nucl ear weapons. But we would
have preferred express comntnents to that effect: they could and
shoul d have been included in the Preanble, and their absence

di m ni shes the effective contribution of the treaty to
non-proliferation in all its aspects.

The Governnent of Mexico understands that, as the
International Court of Justice concluded on 8 July this year, there
exi sts an obligation for all States to proceed in good faith and
bring to a concl usion negotiations |eading to nucl ear disarmanent
inall its aspects under strict and effective internationa
control; and it reaffirns that, as the General Assenbly stated in
1978, at its first special session devoted to disarmanent, the
cessation of nuclear weapon testing by all States within the
framework of an effective nucl ear di sarmanent process would be in
the interest of mankind, and that the achi evement of nucl ear
di sarmanent requires the urgent negotiation of a conprehensive,
phased progranme with agreed tine-franes, whenever feasible, for
the progressive and bal anced reduction of stockpiles of nuclear
weapons and their nmeans of delivery, leading to their ultimte and
conplete elimnation at the earliest possible time. W regret the
absence in the Preanble of a reaffirmation of the conmitnent of al
States to the total elimnation of nuclear weapons. This om ssion
di m ni shes the effectiveness of the treaty's contribution to the
process of nucl ear disarmanent.

In view of the foregoing, the del egation of Mexico, along
with 27 other del egations, submitted to the Conference on
Di sarmanent on 8 August 1996 a programme of action for the
elimnation of nuclear weapons in three phases, with a viewto the
consol i dation of a nucl ear-weapon-free world in the year 2020.

The treaty's nost serious shortcoming is the article on entry
into force, which nakes entry into force conditional on
ratification by 44 States listed in annex 2 to the treaty. The
said article does not provide for any nechani sm whereby States
whi ch have ratified the treaty may decide that the treaty will come
into force for them before each and every one of the 44 listed
States has ratified it. Thus, the entry into force of the treaty
is subject to the will of each one of the 44 States,
notw t hst andi ng the necessity for the treaty to cone into force as
soon as possi ble, and notw t hstandi ng the possible w sh of sone
States for it to enter into force for them This provision
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detracts fromthe viability of the draft as a treaty. Mexico would
have favoured any provision on entry into force that woul d have
enabl ed the treaty to becone fully operative in the foreseeable
future.

Not wi t hst andi ng t hese observations, the Governnment of Mexico
is of the opinion that the treaty will help to establish the norm
t hat bans nuclear testing, and to strengthen the opinio juris
regarding the obligation to eliminate nuclear weapons. The Ad Hoc
Conmittee shoul d therefore approve as soon as possible the
transm ssion of the draft to the Conference on Disarmanent for its
consi deration.'

20. The del egation of India nmade the follow ng statenent:

"I would like to reiterate our position that |India cannot and
does not accept CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 and now CD¥ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 as
the CTBT we were nandated to negotiate. Qur objections to the
draft are well known but | would, for the record, recapitulate them
briefly.

We have been of the firmview that a CIBT should bring about
a halt to the qualitative devel opnent, upgradation and i nmprovenent
of nucl ear weapons. This was the nandated requirenment of the
treaty. However, the basic provisions of the draft contained in
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 and now Rev. 2 give us only a "Nucl ear Weapons
Test Expl osion Ban Treaty" and not a CTIBT as it still |eaves open
the possibilities of non-explosive testing and consequently of the
qualitative inproverment and upgradation of nucl ear weapons and may,
nore dangerously, in our view restart a nucl ear weapons technol ogy
race.

Qur second concern was to ensure that the CIBT is an
irreversible step in a time-bound process of nucl ear disarmanent.
This was an essential elenment in our version of the treaty -
wi t hout such a commitnent in a treaty of indefinite duration, the
present discrimnatory nuclear reginme would only be reinforced.

The draft contains only weak preanbul ar references of a non-binding
nature and all attenpts to introduce substantive provisions have
been bl ocked. The draft treaty that has energed and is contai ned
in CD/NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 is therefore shaped nore by the
technol ogi cal preferences of the nucl ear weapons States rather than
the inperatives of nuclear disarmanent. This is not the treaty
that India envisaged in 1954 nor the one that we were mandated to
negoti at e.

It may be recalled here that during the negotiations since
January 1996 India put forward a nunber of proposals consistent
wi th the mandate adopted by the CD. These proposals were ainmed at
ensuring that the CIBT be a truly conprehensive treaty which banned
all nuclear testing and did not |eave any | oopholes for qualitative
refinement and devel opnent of nucl ear weapons. W al so underscored
the inportance of placing the treaty in the di sarmanment context as
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a part of a step by step process ainmed at achieving conplete
elimnation of all nuclear weapons within a tine-bound framework
Unfortunately there was no attenpt to address our concerns and our
proposal s through the period of negotiations and when

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330, the predecessor of the current paper appeared, these
proposal s were unilaterally dropped.

Consequently, we clearly stated our position on 20 June 1996
t hat CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 (now Rev.2) did not appear conceived as a
neasure towards universal nuclear disarmanment and is not in India's
national security interests. Hence India cannot and does not
subscribe to it in its present form

It therefore follows that the Ad Hoc Committee will have to
report to the CD that there was no consensus in the Comittee on
your draft.

I would also like to address the possibility of transmtta
of this draft text, on which there is no consensus, to the CD
This text contains an entry into force provision which not only
totally disregards ny country's position but is unprecedented in
treaty negotiating practice. For all those countries who appear so
eager to have this text enter into force at an early date, they
have ensured, that with the current |anguage, it will never do so
In addition, this article creates obligations for a country without
its consent and therefore runs contrary to customary internationa
law. A nunber of nultilateral treaties do require ratification by
certain States which are named in the text. But in every case the
State whose ratification has been nmade conditional for the entry
into force of the treaty has indicated its acceptance of the terns
of the treaty including the entry into force clause. This is not
the case here. India has clearly and repeatedly stated its
position not to subscribe to the draft treaty in its present form
It is unprecedented in the history of international treaties that a
sovereign nation is required to sign a treaty against its wll
under inplied threats and this is what is envisaged despite your
personal and other bilateral assurances which we appreciate. W
t herefore have the strongest objection to article XIV. [Insistence
on this language in the treaty text by a small nunber of countries
| eaves us with no choice but to state that India cannot agree to
the transmittal of this text in any form- as an addendum or by a
separate decision or in any other way - to the CD by the Ad Hoc
Conmittee. It is not India who is damaging the credibility of the
CD by this action but those who insist on the inclusion in the text
of provisions which are repugnant in international |aw
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To reiterate and conclude, the report of the Ad Hoc Conmittee
can only state that there is no consensus in the Commttee on your
draft. Furthernore, for the reasons which we have expl ai ned, we
oppose the transmittal of the draft text in any formto the CD from
the Ad Hoc Conmittee.

The del egation of Brazil made the follow ng statenent:

"As the Brazilian del egation has stated before, we would be
prepared to accept your draft treaty as contained in
docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1. Your proposed anmendnent to
article IV, paragraph 46 is in our view an inprovenent which
br oadens support for the draft treaty.

W& woul d of course have preferred to see your consultations
al so produce other adjustnents to the draft text, which could have
corrected what we perceive as deficiencies in the draft. W do
however understand that further nodifications at this tine mght
inmperil the attainment, within the tinme-frame set by the
i nternational community, of the I ong-sought goal of a conprehensive
nucl ear-test-ban treaty, for which we remain convinced your draft
of fers the best prospect.

It is our viewthat the |ack of any provision whereby States
Parties woul d be conmitted to specific neasures of nucl ear
di sarmanent is a major shortcoming. None the less, we are
confident that the prohibition inposed by article | of the draft
CTBT will constrain vertical proliferation and reinforce the trend
towards rolling back the nuclear arnms race. The treaty will thus
constitute a significant step towards a nucl ear-weapon-free worl d.

The inplenentation of the International Mnitoring System and
ot her verification neasures should for their part deter any
activities contrary to treaty provisions. The absence of clear
criteria in the treaty text governing the enploynment of nationa
techni cal neans for verification enhances the role of the Executive
Council with regard to the extent of the use of NTMdata in
specific situations. W consider that the verification system
established by the CIBT is treaty-specific and does not constitute
a precedent for international instruments dealing with other
subj ect-matters.

The CTBT will entail heavy financial responsibilities for
signatory States, which will be required to provide funds for the
establishment of treaty organs in preparation for the entry into
force of the treaty. Brazil will strive for an inplenmentation
schedule that will allowit to discharge its obligations in this
regard in a manner consistent with its donmestic budgetary
constraints.'
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The del egati on of China nmade the follow ng statenent:

' Today, instructed by the Chinese Governnment and on behal f of
t he Chinese delegation, | wish to nake the follow ng conments on
the draft text of the Conprehensive Test-Ban Treaty presented by
the Chairman of the Ad Hoc Conmittee.

China has all along stood for the conplete prohibition and
t hor ough destruction of nucl ear weapons, and the realization of a
nucl ear - weapon-free world. W are in favour of achieving a
conpr ehensi ve ban on nucl ear-weapon test explosions in the process
toward this goal. China firmy believes that the conclusion of the
CTBT will contribute to nuclear disarmanent and nucl ear
non-proliferation. For this purpose, the Chinese del egati on has,
under the instructions of the Chinese Governnent, participated in
the negotiations in a positive and serious manner. It is our
sincere hope that a just and reasonable CTBT can be open for
signature wi thin 1996.

The Chinese del egation holds that the treaty text
(CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2) represents the outcone of negotiations in the
past two and a half years, by and large reflecting objectively the
state of the negotiations and therefore is balanced in general.

Meanwhi | e, the Chi nese del egation wi shes to point out once
again that we are not entirely satisfied with the treaty draft,
because it fails to fully reflect the just demand and reasonabl e
proposal s put forward by many devel opi ng countries including China.
The Chinese delegation has to express its concern with these
el ement s.

The draft treaty text contains no reference to the concl usion
of international |egal instruments on no-first-use of nuclear
weapons, and no-use or threat-of-use of nuclear weapons agai nst
non- nucl ear - weapon States and nucl ear-weapon-free zones, nor
t ouches upon the concl usion of a convention on a conprehensive
prohi bition of nucl ear weapons. China has always held that just
i ke a conmprehensive nuclear test ban, no-first-use of nuclear
weapons and no-use or threat-of-use of nuclear weapons agai nst
non- nucl ear - weapon States and nucl ear-weapon-free zones constitute
i mportant steps towards the ultimate conprehensive prohibition and
t hor ough destructi on of nucl ear weapons. Therefore, the Preanble
of the treaty should have fully reflected the comobn aspiration of
the international comunity, indicating that the internationa
community woul d continue to strive for the realization of the
above- nmenti oned objectives follow ng the conclusion of the CIBT

On the triggering basis of on-site inspection (OSl), the text
treats the international nmonitoring system (lIMS) and nationa
techni cal means (NTMs) as equal s, w thout draw ng necessary
di stinctions between the two. Since sophisticated NTMs are only
possessed by a few technically-advanced countries, and the use of
NTMs is fraught with subjectivity and discrimnation, there exists
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the possibility of abuse or mnisuse of on-site inspections by
certain countries. The Chinese delegation is seriously concerned
with this and wishes to reiterate that despite the rel evant
provisions in the treaty text, China's consistent position on NTMs
shal | be retained.

On the deci sion-maki ng procedure of on-site inspection, the
rel evant provisions in the text is less than fully reasonable.
Being the last resort of the CIBT verification reginme used under
exceptional circunstances and which nay be politically
confrontational and highly sensitive, OSlI constitutes the nost
i mportant substantive issue in the treaty, and therefore, should be
approved by at least two-thirds majority of all nmenbers of the

Executive Council. That the Chinese del egati on accepted the option
of approving OSI requests by at least 30 affirmative votes out of
51 nenbers of the Executive Council is solely for the purpose of

facilitating an early conclusion of the treaty which calls for
flexibility and conprom se and is without prejudice to China's
position on the decision-maki ng procedure for OSls under the CTBT.

On the criteria for the nmenbership of the Executive Council
the draft treats the financial contribution to the treaty
organi zation as one of the criteria, setting a bad precedence for
multilateral treaty organi zation. The Chi nese del egation renmains
critical of this.

The text incorporates arbitrarily noble gas nonitoring into
the international nonitoring systemand even sets the scale of such
noni tori ng nmeans, despite the lack of sufficient technica
assessnent and a techni cal consensus. The Chinese delegation is
deeply unsatisfied with this.

In light of the strong call of the international community
for the conclusion of CITBT within this year, especially the
time-frame for the signing of the treaty set by the rel evant
resolution of the fiftieth United Nations General Assenbly, the
Chi nese del egation, while reiterating the above-nentioned
positions, is ready to agree to the transm ssion of the treaty
draft (CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2) to the Conference on D sarmanent for
consi deration as an annex attached to the report of the Ad Hoc
Conmittee.'

The del egation of Algeria nade the follow ng statenent:

' The del egation of Al geria has participated in the wrk of
the Ad Hoc Conmmittee which the Conference on Di sarnanment mandat ed
to negotiate a universal and nultilaterally and effectively
verifiabl e conprehensive nucl ear-test-ban treaty whi ch woul d
contribute effectively to the prevention of the proliferation of
nucl ear weapons in all its aspects, to the process of nuclear
di sarmanent and therefore to the enhancenent of international peace
and security.
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After two and a half years of intensive negotiations, no
consensus has been possible on the text contained in
docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 which the Ad Hoc Conmittee is now
seeking to transmit to the Conference on D sarnmanent. The absence,
however regrettable, of a consensus text is not attributable to any
particul ar delegation. Its origin lies in what are for the parties
to the negotiations, depending on the specific interests they have
to defend, the nmore or |ess acceptable or tolerable shortcom ngs of
the text.

The draft treaty fails to take clear and bal anced account of
t he di nensions of non-proliferation and disarmanent. It is
deficient in these two fundamental dinensions inasmuch as it is not
fitted firmy into an irreversible process of nuclear disarnmanment
and it mght not put a stop to nuclear proliferation in all its
aspects. The pernmanent ending of the qualitative and quantitative
devel opnent of nucl ear weapons does not seemdefinitively assured.

The verification regine, particularly on-site inspection, has
obvious political repercussions inasnmuch as it concerns States
nati onal sovereignty, respect of which in all circunstances is of
great inportance. |In this regard, the effect of giving information
obt ai ned by national technical nmeans the sane status as to data
gathered by the International Mnitoring Systemintroduces a nost
regrettabl e el ement of discrimnation, for it is contrary to the
principles of international |aw. The delegation of Al geria
therefore wishes to state that it understands the provisions of
article IV, paragraph 37, concerning "technical information
obt ai ned by national technical neans" as excluding all information
obt ai ned from human sources and as applying only in the event of a
mani f est breach of the fundanental obligations under the treaty.

Concerning entry into force, the del egation of Al geria
considers that article XV cannot under any pretext whatsoever be
interpreted as infringing the sovereign right of every State to
decide to beconme or not to becone a party to the treaty.

Paragraph 2 of this article in no way inplies any reference to the
provi sions of existing universal legal instrunents such as, for
exanpl e, the Charter of the United Nations.

The provisions of article IV, paragraph 37, and article XV
are sui_generis and therefore have none of the characteristics that
could confer upon themthe status of a legal rule or precedent
i nvocable in the negotiation of future international treaties.

Contrary to the relevant provisions of the treaty, the
representation of Africa in the Executive Council is inequitable.
That is a precedent which the del egation of Al geria hopes will not
be repeated, inasmuch as it constitutes a serious infringenment of
the principle of the sovereign equality of States that underlies
the international system The delegation of Algeria wi shes to
point out that this discrimnatory treatnment is all the nore
unjustified as Africa's attachnment to a nucl ear-weapon-free world
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dates back to the close of the colonial era, and nore precisely to
the first QAU sumit, in July 1964, and as the continent is, since
the signing of the Treaty of Pelindaba, the first to have entirely
renounced nucl ear weapons.

Despite the shortcomings it has noted in docunent
CD/ NTB/ WP. 340/ Rev. 2, the del egation of Algeria will not oppose the
transm ssion of the docunent to the Conference on Disarmanent for
its consideration. The Governnment of Algeria will continue its
study of the text and will take a final decision in due course.'’

The del egati on of Cuba made the foll owi ng statenent:

" Al t hough Cuba appreciates the efforts nmade by
Anbassador Ranaker, we deeply regret that the Ad Hoc Conmittee was
unable to produce a draft treaty commandi ng uni versal support.
Despite the many attenpts nade to distort the truth and represent
certain countries as being responsible for this denouenent, we
del egations that have been nost active in this exercise fromthe
outset are all too famliar with the intransigent position taken by
particul ar nucl ear Powers which has prevented the Ad Hoc Comittee
fromcarrying out the full mandate assigned to it by this
Conference. It stems froma refusal to site this treaty inits
proper context - that of non-proliferation and di sarnament - or to
undertake to achi eve nucl ear disarmanent within a set period and
guarantee that the qualitative devel opnent of nucl ear weapons will
not continue, as the international conmunity has demanded at
| engt h.

VWhat is this refusal in response to? Wat is |urking behind
the anbiguities and omissions in the text? Negotiations conducted
in good faith and wi thout hidden agendas shoul d be transparent,
preci se and sincere.

According to the spirit of the mandate, the basic objective
of a CTBT should be to ban all nuclear tests in all environments
for ever, thus hindering the qualitative devel opnent of nucl ear
weapons and the creation of new nucl ear-weapon systens.

For that reason it has for Cuba always been a matter of high
priority that the treaty should be of sufficient scope to offer
sone assurance that it would indeed attain this objective.

The want of political will on the part of particular
nucl ear Powers has prevented any clear statenent on this
qguestion from bei ng nade, even in the Preanble. What
docunment CD/ NTB/WpP. 330/ Rev.2 in fact contains is another partia
test-ban treaty.

It is the practice in treaty |law for the preanbl es of
multilaterally negotiated international instruments to reflect the
pur poses and principles of the negotiations that have taken pl ace.
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Cuba, al ongsi de other nembers of the G oup of 21, worked
i ntensively and submitted concrete proposals to try and offset, in
the Preanble at |east, sonme of the nmain shortcomings in the body of
the draft. Despite our efforts, we did not obtain the results we
had hoped for.

The attitude of some del egati ons was so unconstructive that
it proved difficult even to secure the insertion of an extrenely
weak reference, far renmoved fromthe practice in treaty |anguage,
to a matter of high priority for the international comunity - the
beneficial inpact on the environnent of a ban on nucl ear
expl osi ons.

As regards the use of data obtained by national technica
nmeans to trigger on-site inspections, Cuba reiterates its concern
at the way such information m ght be used by virtue of the
provisions of the draft treaty.

The rel evant clauses not only afford scope for mani pul ati on
of national technical neans by the main States possessing them but
omt to rule out the use of espionage and hunan intelligence.

On the subject of the Executive Council, we consider it
i mproper to include financial contributions anmong the criteria for
the assignnent of seats on this inmportant body. This m ght
constitute a precedent infringing the principle of the sovereign
equality of States.

On another matter, Cuba deeply regrets that greater efforts
were not nade to find a fornula for the entry into force of the
treaty that took due account of all delegations' legitinmate
concerns.

Nor must we overl ook the fact that the limtations of the
draft take on added rel evance agai nst the background of the
si zeabl e financial demands which it is planned to make on States by
virtue of the treaty, including the poorest of the third-world
States which will have to ratify the treaty before it can enter
into force

These, briefly, are sone of the comments our Governnent
wi shed to put clearly on the record in reference to the draft
treaty.

In spite of the nore exceptionabl e aspects we have |isted,
Cuba will not oppose this draft treaty, chiefly because we think
that a ban on nucl ear explosions is suprenely inportant and
represents a step forward, albeit a nodest one, in the advance
towar ds nucl ear disarmanment which is our Government's top priority
inits disarmanment and international security policy.

The Government of Cuba will analyse the content of this
treaty in depth and decide on that basis, at the appropriate tinmne,
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what position it will definitively adopt.'

25. The del egations of Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belarus, Belgium
Bul garia, Canada, Chile, China, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany, G eece, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan
Kazakst an, Mongolia, Mrocco, the Netherlands, New Zeal and, Norway,

Pol and, Portugal, the Republic of Korea, Romania, the Russian Federation,
Sl ovaki a, South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine, the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the

United States of America, none of which is fully satisfied with the text
in CD/NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, are prepared to support this text and consider
that it should be forwarded to the Conference on Di sarnanment for

consi derati on and adopti on.

26. The del egations of the United Kingdomof Geat Britain and

Northern Ireland, the United States of Anerica, Germany, Italy, Spain,
France and Bel gium noted the statenents made by a nunber of del egations
setting out their national positions. They did not accept that such
statenents had any authoritative status at the level of interpretation or
otherwise: the text of the treaty spoke for itself.

27. The del egati on of Col onbia made the foll owi ng statenent:

' Col onbi a has followed closely the Ad Hoc Conmittee's
negoti ati ons on the ban of nuclear tests and has studied carefully
the Chairnman's text contained in the docunent CO NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1
of 28 June 1996, as well as CD/ NTB/WP. 330/ Rev. 2. The text reflects
the various positions taken over the past two years. However,
there remai ns a whol e range of concerns to be addressed before
arriving at a universally acceptable text. M del egation shares
some of those concerns.

For exanple, the Preanble to the treaty seens weak and not to
reflect the inportance attached by all parties to having a world
free of nuclear weapons. Although it states that "an end to al
such nucl ear explosions will thus constitute a mnmeaningful step in
the realization of a systematic process to achi eve nucl ear
di sarmanent”, the operative part nmentions no definite tinme-frane
for achieving that aim It is not clear to us whether the treaty
is to formpart of a set of international nornms |eading to the
total elimnation of these weapons of nmass destruction

As you are well aware, article 1 of the draft treaty nerely
prohi bits testing by neans of explosions and there is no politica
undertaking to avoid nore sophisticated conputer simulations. It
is worth considering whether the real purpose of adopting the
treaty is to maintain a status quo which is unacceptable for
non- nucl ear - weapon St at es.
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Article XIV on entry into force is interesting, but it is
wort h considering whether it is viable in present circunmstances, if
we are genuinely interested in having the treaty enter into force
at a given tinme. These and nany other concerns call for analysis
and review.

We should Iike to recall that the Heads of State or
CGovernment of the Non-Aligned Countries, at their Sunmmit in
Cartagena, Colonbia, reaffirmed that, if the CIBT was to have any
nmeani ng as a di sarnanent treaty, it nust be considered as a ngjor
step towards the conplete elimnation of all nuclear weapons within
a specific time-frane.

In accordance with its Constitution and as a party to the
Treaty of Tlatel ol co, Col onbia has an obligation not to produce,
possess or make use of nuclear weapons. W are therefore ready to
sign a conprehensi ve nucl ear-test-ban treaty which contributes to
the sole aimof the total elimination of such weapons in the
future. However, we are aware of the difficulties which sone
States nenbers of this Conference still have. W hope that those
difficulties can be resolved as quickly as possible, to which end
the President has Colonbia's full support.'

The del egation of the Islamic Republic of Iran nmade the foll ow ng

st at enent :

"It appears that the Ad Hoc Committee will not be able to
present a consensus text to the Conference on Disarmanent. It is
profoundly regrettable that the | ong-awaited aspiration of the
i nternational community to arrest quantitative and qualitative
devel opnent of nucl ear weapons will not be net. None of us ever
underestimated the difficulties involved in the work entrusted to
t he Conference on Di sarmanent and through it to the Ad Hoc
Conmittee on NTB. But, then, none of us anticipated a failure
ei ther.

The appalling fact here is that failure could be avoided. It
was never understood, nor | believe it ever will be as to why, how
and where a decision was nade that the negotiations should cease
abruptly and be replaced by an accel erated nove towards deadl ock

W have conme a long, long way. The draft treaties proposed
by the Islamc Republic of Iran, Australia and eventually by
t he Chairnman have contributed in minimzing the problemareas to a
handful. Instead of dealing, therefore, with the nore than
1, 000 brackets - which had renmai ned stubbornly on the table for
along tinme - we are, in practical ternms, faced with no nore
than 3 or 4 small brackets at this |ate stage.

One critical issue, of course, is nuclear disarmanment. Many
del egations are dissatisfied with the text, particularly after
limtations inposed on the scope which seriously questions the
conprehensive nature of the treaty demanded by the mandate
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M nimumhere is to reiterate a cormitnent to a phased programe
with agreed tinme-frames to elimnate nucl ear weapons. At the verge
of convening the SSOD4 we cannot see why a conmitmnent, which has

al ready enjoyed consensus ever since SSOD1, cannot be renewed.

On the national technical means, the changes that have been
made in the text in line with the Chinese proposal have been
hel pful . However, the devastating record of certain States in
utilizing national means to spread fal se accusations as pretext for
extraterritorial extension of their national positions raises
serious scepticismand concern about this issue. W do not
di sagree that data received fromI| M could be conmbi ned with that
fromnational technical neans in requesting on-site inspection
VWhat troubles us in the text is to designate a status to nationa
techni cal means equal to that of an IM5 with such extensive and
el abor at e networks.

W stress that national technical means apply provisionally
and only to explosions not currently covered by the IM5. W also
reiterate that national technical neans, as referred to in the
text, should not and could not be interpreted in any way to include
i nformation received from espi onage and hunan intelligence, as this
woul d run contrary to generally recogni zed principl es of
i nternational |aw

On the conposition of the Executive Council, we were stunned
to see in the Chairman's text a listing that was obvious to raise a
political problemnot related to CIBT and therefore not called for.

Let ne recall here that the text which was under
consideration had Israel listed in the Western Group, just as is
the case in many international forums. For reasons unclear to us
the Western G oup shut the door on Israel here and noved it to our
group without our consent. It was only appropriate, therefore, to
nove |srael back to the West and resolve this problem However,
noting the resistance by apparently one or two Western States to
accept Israel's return to their group, we went along with the
suggestion to allow the Conference of the States Parties to redraw
this list when it convenes and, hence, renoving an obstacle in the
way of reaching a consensus.

In short, as far as we are concerned, consensus coul d be
easily reached with small changes in the text as reflected in the
end of this witten statenent. However, a unilateral decision by
some nucl ear Powers to bl ock any change in the text proposed by
the Chairman has, so far, given rise to an inpasse

Let me restate here that we are plagued by a prevailing
notion in various negotiations at the CD that those who possess and
use, or are prepared to use, nucl ear weapons and ot her weapons of
mass destruction enjoy a privileged status. Qhers are al ways
presuned to be ready to conpromi se on their national interests and
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positions in favour of these Powers. W have suffered in the past,
are suffering now, and are bound to suffer again in the future from
this notion.

| reported in nmy previous statenent to this plenary on the
precarious situation the CAC has fallen into in the face of failure
so far by the two CWStates, the United States and the
Russi an Federation, to ratify that treaty despite the fact that it
was tailored to fit their positions. Sane is likely to happen to
the CTBT as there are now strong indications of opposition to
the CTBT by the existing nmajority in the United States Congress.
Doubts therefore exist already on the eventual ratification of the
treaty by the nucl ear-weapon States. This despite the fact that
t hey have been setting the terns and drawing the linmts on the nost
critical issues and dictating procedures at crucial stages
particularly during the | ast phase of our work.

Many del egati ons have thus expressed dissatisfaction in their
assessnent of the draft treaty. |Instead of rejoicing the
concl usi on of the CTBT, 28 non-aligned nenbers of the CD have thus
asked for cessation of all nucl ear-weapon tests and cl osure of al
nucl ear - weapon test sites within their proposed programe of action
for elimnation of nuclear weapons (CD/ 1419 of 7 August 1996). It
is evident that they find the current text failing to fulfil the
est abl i shed obj ective of a conprehensive test ban

W want the CTBT to succeed. W have denonstrated this by
contributing at every step to resolve outstandi ng problens. W
also want to be able to sign the treaty. W can go along with
nearly all parts of the text presented by Ambassador Ramaker
al though not all of it nay be to our liking or satisfaction. But,
the remai ni ng i ssues nmentioned above prevent us from |l endi ng our
support to it.

| stress, however, that the remaining i ssues can be resol ved.
It does not require much ingenuity nor nmuch tinme. It only requires
sincere will. The Ad Hoc Committee was mandated to negotiate a
universal treaty. That, in turn, requires a text that is agreeable
to all. No effort, therefore, should be spared to ensure this.

The Conference on D sarmanent has, in nany occasions in the
past, denonstrated its ability to surnount the seem ngly
i nsurmountable. It nust be allowed to do so again here and now.'
Proposed Changes

1. Fourt h paragraph of the Preanble should read as foll ows:

Stressing therefore the need for continued systematic and
progressive efforts to reduce nucl ear weapons gl obal |y, through

negotiati ons on a conprehensi ve phased progranme with agreed
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time-frames, with the ultimte goal of elimnating those weapons,
and of general and conpl ete di sarmanment under strict and effective
i nternational control,

2. Paragraph 37 of article IV should read as foll ows:

The on-site inspection request shall be based on infornmation
collected by the International Mnitoring System en which may be
conbined with any rel evant technical information obtained by
nati onal techni cal means of verification in a manner consi stent
with generally recognized principles of international |aw—er—en—a
conbination—thereof~ The request shall contain information
pursuant to Part |1, paragraph 41 of the Protocol

3. Renove Israel fromthe list of Mddl e East and South Asia and
include it in the North America and Western Europe G oup

The del egation of Viet Nam made the foll owi ng statenent:

"As the deadline for conpletion of the CIBT text is coming to
a close, the Vietnanese del egation would like to once again
reiterate its viewthat the present draft could still be inproved
with respect to the follow ng:

First, the | anguage of the Preanbl e should have addressed
di sarmanent i ssue nuch nore forcefully, especially regarding the
I ink between CTBT and the final objective of total elimnation of
nucl ear weapons.

Secondly, the draft should address nore adequately the
concern of many countries, particularly the devel opi ng countries
and non-nucl ear-weapon States about the question of financia
contribution. Being a country that would benefit from CIBT, once
becoming a party to the CIBT, Viet Namis prepared to shoul der an
adequat e share of the common financial obligations. However, as a
devel opi ng country al together devoid of any intention, past,
present or future to produce whatever kind of nuclear weapons, or
to carry out any test, Viet Nam holds the view that those countries
t hat possess nucl ear weapons shoul d bear nost of the costs for the
i mpl enent ati on of CTBT.

In this regard, Viet Namwould like to stress once again that
the establishnment and operation of the International Monitoring
System nust be npbst cost-effective

Not hi ng in the above observation detracts fromViet Nam s
principled commitment to the common objective of an early
conpl etion of CTIBT and its effective inplenentation. The
Vi et nanese del egati on shares the views expressed by many others
that the present international situation provides an opportunity to
take further effective measures towards nucl ear di sarmanent and
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against the proliferation of nuclear weapons in all its aspects.
It is convinced that an effective CIBT would constitute an
i mportant step towards that end.

The draft CIBT, in its present form does provide severa
i mportant neasures that, if inplemented in good faith, would
greatly enhance international cooperation for peace and nucl ear
di sarmanent .’

The del egati on of Paki stan made the foll owi ng statenent:

"The following are Pakistan's views on the text of a
Conpr ehensi ve Test-Ban Treaty (CTBT) contained in
docunment No. CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2.

Paki st an has consistently supported the objective of a
conpr ehensi ve nucl ear test ban as an essential step towards nucl ear
di sarmanent and as a neans of pronoting nuclear non-proliferation

Negoti ati ons on the CTBT specially during its final stages
have | acked transparency and the text produced is not entirely the
product of multilateral negotiations conducted anong all the
menbers of the Ad Hoc Committee. In significant areas, the text
does not take into account the strongly held positions of sone
St ates whose participation is vital for the success of the CTBT.

The "Basic Obligation" in article | is restricted to
prohi biting nucl ear test explosions and not all tests related to
nucl ear weapons. This treaty will not be as conprehensive as
envi saged in the negotiating mandate of the Ad Hoc Committee.
Whi | e Paki stan appreciates that it would be presently difficult to
verify conpliance with a conprehensive prohibition on all testing
of nucl ear weapons, this shortcomi ng shoul d have been overcone by
the inclusion of categorical commtnents in the treaty that States
shall not engage in testing which could lead to the qualitative
devel opnent of nucl ear weapons or production of new types of
nucl ear weapons. On the contrary, statenents have been nade that
certain kinds of testing will be carried out. Nuclear test sites
will be kept operational. The inplications of the limtations in
the Basic hligations of the treaty are clear since the treaty is
to be non-discrimnatory and universal

Consequently, this treaty will fall short of the expectations
of the international conmunity as an effective neasure for nucl ear
di sarmanent. This shortcom ng shoul d have been redressed by the
i nclusion of solem and binding conmitrents in the text of the
treaty to the achi evenent of nuclear disarmanent and the conplete
elimnation of nuclear weapons within a specific tine-frane.
Unfortunately, conpronise proposals advanced by Paki stan for
inclusion in the treaty text or inits Preanble are not reflected
in the proposed treaty.

Li ke many ot her del egati ons, Pakistan has repeatedly affirned
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that the verification of the CIBT nust be acconplished primarily by
the International Mnitoring Systemand that on-site inspections
nmust be a rare and exceptional occurrence. In the context of the
verification of the CIBT, we note that the inportance of

"due process" requiring the approval of a significant najority of
nmenbers of the executive organ of the organi zati on overseeing the
i mpl enentation of the treaty has been recognized. This is
essential specially for sensitive procedures for on-site

i nspections. W take satisfaction in that this represents an

i mportant reversal from assertions made earlier that the system of
verification of the Chem cal Wapons Convention was to represent a
standard for other multilateral disarmanent agreenents.

Gven its serious inplications, Pakistan has held that a
decision to | aunch an OSI should be approved by at |least a
two-thirds majority of the Executive Council. This was essentia
to deter frivolous or abusive requests for OSIs against targeted
countries specially since these will not be based exclusively on
I M5 data but also on data from National Technical Means. As a
conprom se, we can accept the proposition in CD NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2
that an OSI nust be approved by 30 of the 51 nmenbers of the
Executi ve Council.

It is accepted that IMs information will hold primacy in the
context of the treaty's verification and that NTM data wi |l not
supersede the | M5 data.

Paki st an has agreed nost reluctantly to the use of NTMs for
verification of the CIBT since the capabilities of States are
entirely unequal in this respect. Thus the use of NIMs nust be
properly regulated. W note the stipulation that NTMs will be
consistent with international |aw and the sovereignty of States.
In the negotiations, there was a cl ear understanding which is
i nadequately reflected in the text, that this stipulation excluded
any use or acceptance of espionage and hunman intelligence, which
are excluded fromthe purview of NTMs. W shall reserve the right
to take all necessary neasures to preserve our nationa
jurisdiction fromforeign intrusion whether technical or physical
Evi dence that our security interests are sought to be infringed in
this manner woul d al so be regarded as extraordi nary events under
the relevant provisions of the treaty. |In this context, we wel cone
t he assurances contained in the Chairman's statenment made in the
Ad Hoc Committee on 9 August 1996 regarding the misuse of NTMs.

In the context of on-site inspections there was an agreenent
to include an explicit provision that would clearly recogni ze the
right of States to deny access to facilities and structures that
were denonstrably not relevant to the basic obligations of
the CTBT. This agreenent shoul d have been refl ected nore
explicitly in the Chairman's text. However, we note with
satisfaction that it includes provisions which recognize the right
of the inspected State party to take the neasures which it deens
necessary to protect its national security interests; the right to
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limt access for the sole purpose of deternining facts relevant to
the purpose of the inspection, taking into account the inspected
State party's right to protect national security interests; in the
context of buildings and other structures, the right to inpose
prohi bition on access with reasonable justification and nost
inmportantly the right to take the final decision regarding any
access.

A list of countries is annexed to the draft treaty text
giving the regional distribution of States in the context of

nmenber shi p of the Executive Council. Such a list was unnecessary.
W note the Chairman's statenent that this list is CIBT-specific
Therefore, it will not prejudice our position on regi ona

nmenbership in other international bodies. The actual conposition
of participants in regional groups in the context of matters
relating to CTBT will depend on the actual conposition of their
nmenbership of the treaty and the regional groups that will be
constituted by the States Parties to the treaty.

We attach the highest inmportance to the provisions on "Entry
into Force" which provides that it will enter into force once it
has been signed and ratified by 44 States, including all the
nucl ear capable States. The CIBT's effectiveness depends on its
acceptance by all those States which have the technol ogi ca
capability and the legal latitude to conduct nuclear tests. |If any
one of these States nmaintains the "right" to test, so will others
since their security interests are interlocking. They nust al
cone into the treaty. In this sense, this treaty is an "all or
not hi ng" treaty. Therefore, Pakistan will strongly oppose any
change in the "Entry into Force" provisions contained in
article XIV of the Chairman's text.

The signature and ratification by a State of this treaty
cannot constitute a legal commitment to its Basic Cbligations unti
the treaty has entered into force.

Mor eover, the conduct of a nuclear explosion by a third State
woul d i npact on our suprene national interests and constitute
sufficient grounds for withdrawal fromthe treaty and from any
obligations relating thereto.

Despite its shortcomngs, the draft treaty contained in
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 will constrain further devel opnment of nucl ear
weapons and thus contribute to the goal of nuclear disarmanent. It
will also pronote nuclear non-proliferation. Therefore, in order
to advance the process, we are prepared to accept the Chairnman's
text as the basis for consensus on a CIBT and agree to the
transm ssion of this text to the CD for consideration.'
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32.

The del egati on of Kenya made the foll owi ng statenent:

"In ny statenent before the plenary of the CD on 30 May 1996,
| reiterated the Kenya Governnent's full support for a CTBT that
woul d ban all nuclear tests in all environnents for all tines as
envi saged in the mandate of the Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear Test
Ban.

It isin the same spirit that the Kenya del egati on has
participated positively and transparently in the negotiations for a
CTBT during the last 30 nonths and has had bil ateral discussions
with representatives of various countries on the matter. W are
however, disturbed by sonme press reports which brand Kenya as an
opponent of the CTBT; and in this respect, | wish to convey the
foll owi ng nessage frommny Governnment, which is intended to correct
any inaccuracies raised once and for all.

"The CGovernment of Kenya has noted with great concern
reports froma friendly country which is also a nmenber of the
CD listing Kenya anpng six countries which that country has
identified as the potential opponents of the draft treaty
text and that could eventually raise obstacles for its
signature. It should be noted that Kenya has been in the
forefront in advocating for a CIBT and is anxious to see the
treaty concluded as soon as possible. Kenya is a signatory
of the African Nucl ear-Wapon-Free Zone Treaty and this
shoul d be seen as a testinony of our commtnent to the tota
elimnation of nuclear weapons."'

The del egation of N geria nade the follow ng statenent:

' The mandate of the Ad Hoc Conmmittee was to negotiate a
"universal and nultilaterally and effectively verifiable
conpr ehensi ve nucl ear-test-ban treaty, which would contribute
effectively to the prevention of the proliferation of nuclear
weapons in all its aspects, to the process of nucl ear disarnmanent
and, therefore, to the enhancenent of international peace and
security".

Despite the long negotiations and the best efforts of many
delegations, it is difficult to agree that the draft treaty
contai ned in CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 before us is designed to achieve a
nucl ear-test-ban treaty. The draft treaty is limted in SCOPE, as
it does not cover a nuclear test ban. Simlarly, it does not
contribute effectively to nuclear non-proliferation and to the
process of nucl ear di sarmanent.

Yet we had expected that the section on the Preanble woul d be
strong on both nucl ear disarmanent and non-proliferation in all its
aspects. This is not the case as efforts to include in the
Preanbl e the shared objective of many non-nucl ear-weapon States for
a phased progranme of nucl ear disarmanment within a time-bound
framework has been fiercely resisted. But this resistance defeats
t he objective enunciated in the NPT Revi ew and Extensi on Conference
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of one year ago in which "nucl ear-weapon States reaffirned their
conmtment ... to pursue in good faith negotiations on effective
neasures relating to nuclear disarnmanment".

States parties to the CIBT will have to nmake financi al
conmitnents not undertaken in any other treaty. This is despite
the fact that nost of them have never acquired nucl ear weapons and
do not intend to do so. This is why we feel that the financia
obligations inposed by the treaty's nonitoring system shoul d be
bal anced with provisions in the Preanble that are strong on both
nucl ear di sarmanent and non-proliferation. Mny of us will be
payi ng for detecting the future tests of others w thout assurances
that there will not be qualitative inprovenent in the weapon
systens that exist today.

As regards the provision on Entry into Force, we have |ong
advocated a sinple nunerical formula based on the nmenbership of the
Conference on Disarmanment. W still believe, |ike many others,
that this is the way forward for an early EIF. Failure to achieve
early effectiveness of the treaty might danmage the treaty, with
negati ve consequences for any other nuclear-related treaties that
may be negoti at ed.

W are still concerned about the conposition of the Executive
Council. W had stated in March 1996, and repeated our position
many tines since then, that Africa' s representation in the
Executive Council should reflect the nunber of States in that
region. 1In addition, we had objected to the creation of a
sixth region which is a departure fromthe existing practice of
five United Nations recogni zed regions. Wile we recognize that
all regions have peculiarities, these concerns could be
accommodated in a non-discrimninatory manner, w thout violating the
established United Nations practice.

No doubt, this nucl ear-weapon explosion linmtation treaty is
inmportant. It represents the first post-Cold War, nuclear-related
treaty to be concluded by the Conference. As such, it portends
what we coul d expect in the real mof nuclear non-proliferation and
di sarmanent in the near future. But there is still much ground to
cover. |Indeed, we have barely started the journey towards the
elimnation of nuclear weapons, a worthy and cherished goal of the
i nternational community. Wat should succeed the Ad Hoc Committee
on a Nucl ear Test Ban should be an Ad Hoc Conmittee on a Nucl ear
Di sarmanent, with appropriate negotiati ng nandate. The objective
is to negotiate a convention for the elimnation of nuclear
weapons. '

The del egati on of Peru made the foll owi ng statenent:

' The Government of Peru is prepared to accept the draft
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty as contai ned in docunent
CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2, but as nany ot her del egati ons, we believe that
the draft treaty has many deficiencies, anong those we would |ike
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to underline two of them first, the question of the Preanble. W
had expected that this article would be stronger on both nucl ear

di sarmanent and non-proliferation in all its aspects. W believe
that the article on Preanble in the draft treaty does not contain a
clear commitment to the aimof achieving conplete nuclear

di sarmanent. Secondly, the question of the financial obligations
that the States parties to the CIBT will have to face, this in
spite of the fact that nmost of them have never acquired nucl ear
weapons and do not intend to do so. Nevertheless, we believe that
this treaty offers the best prospect for the internationa

conmunity to achieve the goal of a ban on all nucl ear-weapon-test
expl osi ons."'

The del egati on of Canada made the follow ng statenent:

' Canada has carefully considered the draft CTBT contained in
docunment CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 1 and the proposed changes subsequently
tabled by you, M. Chairman. In our reflections, we recognize that
the resulting text reflects your best judgenent of the outcone of
approxi mately two years of concerted and intensive negotiation; we,
as others, acknow edge that it is not perfect but reflects the
necessity of considerabl e conpromni se by all concerned.

We continue to have serious reservations. However, in view
of all relevant considerations, Canada has concluded that it is
prepared to accept that text. W consider that it should be
forwarded to the Conference on Di sarmanent for consideration and
adopti on.

For the record, though, we should note that key reservations
remain: for exanple,

- we strongly believe a nore progressive and dynamic reference
to nucl ear di sarmanent and nucl ear non-proliferation shoul d
have been included in the Preanble;

- we remai n concerned that the political and procedures bal ance
necessary for effective verification may not have been
achi eved; and,

- we are even nore deeply concerned over the draft EIF
provi sions. Those provisions may result in a prol onged and
serious delay in the treaty's entry into force.

On the other hand, we remain conmitted to the best achievable
CTBT to end all nucl ear-weapon-test expl osions and all other
nucl ear expl osions; we consider such a treaty is in the interests
of all nenbers of the international comunity; and, we believe that
we nust concl ude our negotiations so as to neet the objectives we
set for ourselves last fall in the United Nations General Assenbly.

In taking this position, we believe that States should conmit
t hensel ves to dedicated efforts to bring this treaty into force as
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soon as possible, that States should sign and then ratify quickly,
and that States should nake the resource conmitnents necessary.

W al so urge the nucl ear-weapon States to pursue further
nucl ear di sarmanent neasures on a continui ng progressive and
dynam ¢ basis.'

The del egati on of Bel gium nade the foll ow ng statenent:

"Belgium for its part, while considering the draft CTBT
contai ned in docunent CO¥ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 to be far from perfect,
is ready to support it as a conpromise text and to reconmend t hat
it should be sent to New York for endorsenment by the United Nations
General Assenbly.

To this end the del egati on of Belgium 1|ike many ot hers,
would Iike this text to be transnmitted to the Conference on
Di sarmanent for consideration and adopti on.

Admittedly, it is not the ideal wording and, in Belgiums
view, it contains many inperfections.

To begin with, we would have preferred in the Preanble a
firmer text on the question of nuclear disarmanent. As the
representative of Belgium said before the Conference on D sar nanent
on 15 February 1996, "the Conference on Disarmanent has a role to
play in nucl ear disarmanent, as it is proving with the current CTBT
negoti ati ons". That being so, it would have been nore normal if,
in the Preanble, the CIBT had been placed in the context of the
process of nucl ear disarmanent.

In addition, Belgiumis disappointed with respect to the
verification nachinery, particularly on-site inspections, for it
considers that this system should have been fundanentally deterrent
in nature - an aspect that seens totally to have vani shed, so
cunbersome and conplicated is the procedure provided for

Lastly, Belgiumalso has reservations regarding entry into
force: the wording decided on is not bad in itself, but it |acks
flexibility, which could have adverse effects for the universality
of the treaty. Belgium for its part, advocated entry into force
i medi ately upon the signing of the treaty.'

VI1. CONCLUSI ONS AND RECOVVENDATI ONS

As this Report indicates, despite the assessnents of

CD/ NTB/ WP. 330/ Rev. 2 contained in section VI above and support for a
proposal to transmt it to the Conference on Disarmanent for its

consi deration, no consensus could be reached either on the text or on the
action proposed. The Ad Hoc Conmittee refers this report to the

Conf erence on Di sar manment . "

Fol | owi ng the adoption of this report the foll owing new docunents were
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presented to the Conference:

(a) CD/ 1426, dated 22 August 1996, submitted by the del egation of
Egypt, entitled "Declaration on the Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty".

(b) CD/ 1427, dated 22 August 1996, entitled "Letter dated
22 August 1996 fromthe Permanent Representative of Bel gium addressed to the
Presi dent of the Conference on D sarmament transmitting the text of a draft
Conpr ehensi ve Nucl ear - Test-Ban Treaty".

(c) CD/ 1428, dated 23 August 1996, entitled "Letter dated
23 August 1996 addressed to the President of the Conference on D sarnanent
fromthe Pernmanent Representative of India".

(d) CD/ 1430, dated 29 August 1996, entitled "Letter dated
29 August 1996 fromthe Chargé d Affaires a.i. of the Permanent M ssion
of Austria addressed to the President of the Conference on D sarmanent
transmitting the text of a press release issued by the Austrian Federal
M ni ster for Foreign Affairs concerning the outconme of the CTBT negotiations
in Geneva".

(e) CD/ 1431, dated 30 August 1996, entitled "Progress report by the
Friend of the Chair on Host Country Commitnents of the Government of Austria
to the CTBT Preparatory Conmm ssion".

(f) CD 1432, dated 10 Septenber 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
10 Septenber 1996 from the Permanent M ssion of Argentina addressed to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Disarmanent transnmitting a position paper
of the Argentine Republic on the Conprehensive Nucl ear-Test-Ban Treaty".

(9) CD/ 1435, dated 11 Septenber 1996, entitled "Letter dated
11 Septenber 1996 from the Permanent Representative of Canada to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on D sarmanment transnmitting a draft
text on the establishment of a Preparatory Conmmi ssion”.

32. During the 1996 session, the Conference had before it the progress
reports on the forty-third, forty-fourth and forty-fifth sessions of the

Ad Hoc Group of Scientific Experts to Consider International Cooperative
Measures to Detect and Identify Seismc Events as contained in

docunments CD/ 1385, CD¥ 1398 and CD¥ 1422 (and Corr.1l) respectively. The
Conference al so had before it a report of the Ad Hoc G oup of Scientific
Experts on the GSETT-3 Experiment and its relevance to the seismc conponent
of the CTBT international nonitoring system (CD/ 1423). The Ad Hoc G oup net
from7 to 23 February, from20 to 24 May and 5 to 16 August under the

Chai rmanship of Dr. O a Dahl man of Sweden. At its 732nd and 740t h pl enary
neetings on 26 March and 20 June, the Conference adopted the recomendati ons
contained in these reports.
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B. Cessation of the Nuclear Arms Race and Nucl ear D sar nanent

33. At the 721st plenary neeting on 23 January 1996, the President announced
that he intended to conduct intensive consultations with a viewto
establishing a basis for consensus on how to deal with the issue of nucl ear

di sar manent .

34. On 23 January 1996, the Group of 21 called for the inmedi ate

establ i shnent of an ad hoc conmittee on nucl ear di sarnmanent to conmence
negotiations, early in 1996, on a phased progranme of nucl ear disarmanment and
for the eventual elimnination of nuclear weapons within a tine-bound framework.

35. At the 724th plenary neeting on 8 February 1996, the United States
outlined its conprehensive views on nucl ear di sarmanent and non-proliferation.

36. On 14 March 1996, the Goup of 21 submitted a proposal for the

establi shment of an ad hoc committee on nucl ear di sarmanent (CD/ 1388).

At the 733rd plenary neeting on 28 March 1996, the President inforned the
Conference that his consultations on this proposal indicated that it did not
conmmand consensus at that stage.

37. On 8 August 1996, 28 del egations of the Conference on D sarnmanent

bel onging to the G oup of 21 presented the Conference with a Proposal for a
Programme of Action for the Elimnation of Nucl ear Wapons (CD/ 1419), as a
basis for the work of the ad hoc committee whose establishment had been called
for and proposed on 23 January and 14 March, respectively.

38. Successi ve Presidents of the Conference conducted intensive consultations
as referred to in paragraph 33 above. These consultations were inconcl usive.

39. In addition to the docunments nentioned above, the foll owi ng docunents
relating to this agenda item were presented to the Conference:

(a) CD/ 1382, dated 5 February 1996, entitled "Letter dated
2 February 1996 addressed to the Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on
Di sar manent by the Permanent Representative of the United States of Anerica,
transmitting a statement by the President on the Senate ratification of the
START |1 Nuclear Arms Reduction Treaty with Russia, and a Wiite House Rel ease
fromthe Ofice of the Press Secretary containi ng background i nformation on
START |1 ratification".

(b) CD/ 1389, dated 12 April 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
10 April 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Mexico addressed to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Di sarmanent forwarding a copy of Mexico's
declaration at the International Court of Justice on 3 Novenber 1995".

(c) CD/ 1421, dated 12 August 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
9 August 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of the Kingdom of Mrocco to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Di sarmanent transmitting an explanatory note
concerning the docurment entitled 'Proposal for a progranme of action for the
elimnation of nuclear weapons' (CD/ 1419)".

(d) CD/ 1429, dated 26 August 1996, entitled "Letter dated
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19 August 1996 fromthe Pernmanent Representative of Australia addressed to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Disarmanment transnmitting the text of

t he Executive Summary of the Canberra Conmmi ssion on the Elimnation of Nuclear
Weapons".

(e) CD/ 1433, dated 11 Septenber 1996, entitled "Letter dated
11 Septenber 1996 fromthe Counsellor of the Permanent M ssion of India
addressed to the President of the Conference on Disarmanent transmitting, on
behal f of the Group of 21, the text of resolution 1996/14 entitled
"International peace and security as an essential condition for the enjoynent
of human rights, above all the right to life', adopted (w thout a vote) by the
forty-ei ghth session of the Sub-Conmi ssion on Prevention of Discrimnation and
Protection of Mnorities on 23 August 1996"

40. During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the agenda item the detail ed
descriptions of which were duly recorded in the previous annual reports of the
Conference, in particular paragraphs 41-56 of the 1992 report to the

Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD¥1173), related official documents
and worki ng papers, as well as plenary records.

Prohibition of the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other
nucl ear expl osi ve devices

41. The Conference did not re-establish an Ad Hoc Comrittee on this issue
during its 1996 session.

42. During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the issue. These are duly
reflected in plenary records.

C. Prevention of Nuclear War, including all Related Mtters

43. The Conference on Di sarmanment did not establish an Ad Hoc Conmittee on
this agenda itemduring the 1996 session. No new docunents were subnitted to
the Conference specifically under the agenda item during the 1996 session

44, During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the agenda item the detail ed
descriptions of which were duly recorded in the previous annual reports of the
Conference, in particular paragraphs 62-71 of the 1992 report to the

Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD¥1173), related official documents
and worki ng papers, as well as plenary records.

D. Prevention of an Arnms Race in Quter Space

45, The Conference on Di sarmanent did not re-establish an Ad Hoc Conmittee on
this agenda itemduring its 1996 session. No new docunents were subnitted to
t he Conference specifically under the agenda item during the 1996 session

46. During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the agenda item the detail ed
descriptions of which were duly recorded in the previous annual reports of the
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Conference, in particular paragraph 32 of the 1994 report to the
Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD/1281), related official docunments
and worki ng papers, as well as plenary records.

E. Effective International Arrangenents to Assure Non- Nucl ear-\Wapon
States Against the Use or Threat of Use of Nucl ear Wapons

47. The Conference did not re-establish the Ad Hoc Conmittee on this agenda
itemduring its 1996 session. No new docunments were subnitted to the
Conference specifically under the agenda itemduring the 1996 session.

48. During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the agenda item the detail ed
descriptions of which were duly recorded in the previous annual reports of the
Conference, in particular paragraph 33 of the 1994 report to the

Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD/1281), related official documents
and worki ng papers, as well as plenary records.

F. New Types of Wapons of ©Mass Destruction and New Systens
of Such Weapons; Radi ol ogi cal Wapons

49, The Conference did not establish an Ad Hoc Cormittee on this agenda item
during the 1996 session. During plenary neetings of the Conference, sone

del egations reaffirnmed or further el aborated their respective positions on the
agenda item the detailed descriptions of which were duly recorded in the
previous annual reports of the Conference, related official docunents and
wor ki ng papers, as well as plenary records. The status of work on the agenda
itemis reflected in paragraphs 79-82 of the 1992 report of the Conference to
the CGeneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD/ 1173).

G Conprehensi ve Programme of Di sarnmanent

50. The Conference did not establish an Ad Hoc Committee on this agenda item
during the 1996 session. During plenary neetings of the Conference, sone

del egations reaffirnmed or further el aborated their respective positions on the
agenda item the detail ed descriptions of which were duly recorded in the
previ ous annual reports of the Conference, in particular paragraphs 83-89 of
the 1992 report to the General Assenbly of the United Nations (CD/1173),

rel ated official docunents and working papers, as well as plenary records.

H  Transparency in Armanents

51. The Conference did not re-establish an ad hoc comittee on this agenda
itemduring its 1996 session.

52. The foll owi ng docunents relating to this agenda itemwere presented to
t he Conference:
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(a) CD/ 1400, dated 31 May 1996, entitled "Letter dated 23 May 1996 from
t he Permanent Representative of Canada addressed to the Deputy
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Di sarmanment, transmitting a publication
entitled ' The United Nations Conventional Arms Register: Canadian practice in
preparing its annual data transm ssion, Novenber 1995""

(b) CD/ 1401, dated 31 May 1996, entitled "Letter dated 23 May 1996 from
t he Permanent Representative of Canada addressed to the Deputy
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Disarmanment transnmitting a publication
entitled ' The United Nations Conventional Arns Register: an annotated
bi bl i ography, Cctober 1995"'"

53. During plenary neetings of the Conference, delegations reaffirmed or
further el aborated their respective positions on the agenda item the detail ed
descriptions of which were duly recorded in the previous annual reports of the
Conference, in particular paragraph 36 of the 1994 report to the

Ceneral Assenbly of the United Nations (CD/1281), related official documents
and worki ng papers, as well as plenary records.

I. Consideration of Gher Areas Dealing with the Cessation of the
Arnms Race and Di sarmanent and O her Rel evant Measures

54. During its 1996 session, the Conference also had before it the foll ow ng
docunent s:

(a) CD/ 1365, dated 6 October 1995, entitled "Letter dated
5 Cctober 1995 fromthe Permanent Representative of Ukraine addressed to the
Presi dent of the Conference on Di sarmanment transmitting the text of the decree
of the Cabinet of Mnisters of Wkraine 'On introduction by Ukraine of the
norat ori um on export of anti-personnel mnes' dated 27 August 1995".

(b) CD¥1367, dated 19 Cctober 1995, entitled "Letter dated
2 Cctober 1995 fromthe Permanent Representative of Egypt addressed to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on D sarmanment transnitting a copy of a
letter dated 24 Septenmber 1995 from the Permanent Representative of Egypt to
the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations
concerni ng assi stance in mne clearance".

(c) CDO¥1371, dated 24 Novenmber 1995, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
21 Novenber 1995 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile addressed to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Disarmanent transmitting the Santiago
Decl aration on Confidence-Buil ding and Security-Building Measures".

(d) CD/ 1373, dated 27 Decenber 1995, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
21 Decenber 1995 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile to the Secretariat of the
Conference on Di sarmanment forwarding a copy of a statenent made by the
CGovernment of Chile in connection with the recent signing of the Treaty on the
Sout heast Asia Nucl ear - weapon-free Zone"

(e) CD/ 1375, dated 8 January 1996, entitled "Note dated 4 January 1996
fromthe Permanent Representative of Cuba to the President of the Conference
on Di sarmanent concerning the signing of all the amendnents to the Treaty of
Tl atel ol co by the Governnent of Cuba"



CD/ 1436
page 53

(f) CD/ 1381, dated 26 January 1996, entitled "Letter dated
23 January 1996 fromthe Pernmanent Representative of Turkey to the
United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General of the Conference on
Di sarmanent transmitting the text of a statenent of the Mnistry of Foreign
Affairs dated 17 January 1996, concerning the introduction by Turkey of a
conpr ehensi ve noratoriumon all anti-personnel |and-nine exports and
transfers, for a renewable termof three years".

(9) CD/ 1383, dated 19 February 1996, entitled "Letter dated
16 February 1996 fromthe Permanent Representatives of the Argentine Republic
and the Republic of Chile to the Deputy Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on
Di sarmanent transmitting a menorandum of understandi ng for the strengthening
of cooperation in security matters of nutual interest".

(h) CD/ 1390, dated 16 April 1996, entitled "Letter dated 15 April 1996
fromthe Permanent Representative of Egypt addressed to the Secretary-General
of the Conference on D sarmanent transmitting the text of the 'Cairo
Decl aration adopted on the occasion of the signature of the African

Nucl ear - Weapon- Free Zone Treaty (The Treaty of Pelindaba)'".

(i) CD/ 1391, dated 24 April 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
19 April 1996 fromthe Permanent M ssion of Chile addressed to the Secretariat
of the Conference on Disarmanent transmitting the text of a statenent by the
Government of Chile concerning the signing of the Pelindaba Treaty by neans of
whi ch the denucl earized status of the African continent was established".

(j) CD/ 1392, dated 24 April 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
10 April 1996 from the Permanent M ssion of Mexico addressed to the
Secretariat of the Conference on Disarmanment transmitting the text of
resol ution C/ E/ RES/ 27 on cooperation with other nucl ear-weapon-free zones
adopted by the Council of the Agency for the Prohibition of Nucl ear Wapons in
Latin Anerica and the Cari bbean".

(k) CD/ 1394, dated 7 May 1996, entitled "Letter dated 1 May 1996 from
t he Per manent Representative of Canada addressed to the Deputy
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Disarmanent transnmitting a publication
entitled '"Proliferation in all its aspects post-1995: the verification

chal | enge and response'".

(1) CD/ 1397, dated 20 May 1996, entitled "Note Verbal e dated
15 May 1996 fromthe Pernmanent M ssion of Venezuela to the Secretariat of the
Conference on Disarmanment transnitting a statenent made by the Government of
Venezuel a on the occasion of the signing of the Pelindaba Treaty on
11 April 1996".

(m CD/ 1399, dated 28 May 1996, entitled "Letter dated 28 May 1996 from
t he Permanent Representative of Canada addressed to the Deputy
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Disarmanment transnmitting a publication
entitled ' Constraining conventional proliferation: a role for Canada'".
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(n) CD/ 1402, dated 31 May 1996, entitled "Letter dated 23 May 1996
fromthe Permanent Representative of Canada addressed to the Deputy
Secretary-Ceneral of the Conference on Disarmanment transnmitting a publication
entitled 'Bibliography on arnms control verification: fourth update,

Cct ober 1995 "

(0) CDf 1412, dated 30 July 1996, entitled "Letter dated 25 July 1996
fromthe Chargé d' affaires a.i. of Ukraine addressed to the President of the
Conference on Disarmanment transnitting the text of the address of the
Presi dent of Ukraine on the occasion of signing the African Nucl ear Wapon
Free Zone Treaty".

J. Consideration and Adoption of the Annual Report of
the Conference and any other Report as Appropriate
to the General Assenbly of the United Nations

55. The Conference decided that the dates for its 1997 session woul d be:

First part: 20 January-27 March 1997
Second part: 12 May-27 June 1997
Third part: 28 July-10 Septenber 1997

56. The annual report to the fifty-first session of the General Assenbly of
the United Nations, as adopted by the Conference on 12 Septenber 1996, is
transmitted by the President on behalf of the Conference on D sarnanent.

Ludwi k Denbi nski
Pol and
Presi dent of the Conference



