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The PRESIDENT I declare open the 1040th plenary meeting of the Conference on
Disarmament.

I have on my list of speakers for todhg following speakers: Japan, Ambassador
Yoshiki Mine; the Netherlands, Ambassadohannes Landman; the United Kingdom,
Ambassador John Duncaend Pakistan, Amisgador Masood Khan.

I now give the floor to the first speakam the list, the distinguished Ambassador of
Japan, Mr. Yoshiki Mine.

Mr. MINE (Japan): At the outset | would &ko extend my warmest thanks to
Ambassador Anton Pinter, the head of the Reremt Mission of Slovakia to the United Nations
and other international organizatis in Geneva, for convening this formal plenary and granting
me an opportunity to make a statement.

Conscious of the shared view that the d®edat the CD must be resolved through
substantive discussions, focused structuredtdeh@ere carried out based on the CD agenda
under the P-6 initiative this year. The fact tilatlepth discussions on each agenda item took
place during these focused deliberations was the most significant outcome of the CD in recent
years. In this connection, | would like to thank the six Presidents for their efforts; they have
brought new light to the Conference.

However, we should not be content witistachievement, but should carry this year’s
momentum through to the next atelvelop it further. Today, in order to provide a basis for this
purpose, | would like to give an overview and asseent of this year’s work on the four major
agenda items - nuclear disarmament, negative $gassurances, a fissile material cut-off treaty
and the prevention of an arms race in outer space.

Firstly, during the focused debates on nacldisarmament, the United States and the
Russian Federation noted in their statemersisttiey were advancing nuclear disarmament
based on the Moscow Treaty. In particulashibuld be duly acknowledged and welcomed that
both countries based thatatements on concretadadetailed figures. It was also encouraging
that a few other nuclear-weaporatis gave similar statemewis their own specific measures
for nuclear disarmament. Nevertheless, asadly noted by many countries, including Japan, the
nuclear-weapon States are being strongly urgexiaice further reductions to their nuclear
arsenals. Accordingly, throughout this year'sused debates it has been indicated that further
deliberations are required within the CD on this agenda item.

However, continuing deliberations and establishing an ad hoc committee as a venue for
these deliberations are two separate iss8eecifically, since it ishe nuclear-weapon States
that must carry out actual nuclear disarmament, ultimately it is not possible to establish an ad hoc
committee without the agreement of all the nacleeapon States. As a result of careful
analysis of the statements the nuclear-weapon States on éséablishment of an ad hoc
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committee to deal with nuclear disarmament, it is clear that no such consensus has emerged.
Naturally, attempts wilbe made to persuade the nuclearpuegaStates in future discussions to

alter their positions, but until such a change occurs, we must accept, reluctantly as that may be,
the reality that establishing an ad hoc committee is not possible.

Moreover, given that even the points at issue are still unclear on nuclear disarmament,
priority should be given to the continuation ofiberations rather than establishing an ad hoc
committee.

Regarding NSA (negative security assurances), a similar situation to nuclear
disarmament can be seen. During thig’gefacused debates, a regional approach via
nuclear-weapon-free-zone treaties and a glohaicseh were discussed. In addition, other
important issues were raised, such as theagpiate forum for dealing with NSAs and which
countries should receive the full benefits. Oncaimg was recognized that there were a diverse
range of approaches and ideas, and it was inditiaé¢dhere were still areas that require further
discussions at the CD.

Since it is the nuclear-weapon States finavide the NSAs, their positions are crucial
when holding discussions on this matter. k& shatements by the nuclear-weapons States, none
have expressed a negative view about the pavisi NSAs via a regional approach. On the
other hand, it cannot be said that the estaflent of an ad hoc committee on NSA through a
global approach commands consensus. Thereéarfor the establishment of an ad hoc
committee on this matter, it can be gathered that the current situation surrounding the NSA need
to be taken into consideration.

Under an FMCT, it is obvious that the nemif-weapon States shoulder the central role.
Nevertheless, since the States that havedesiclear weapons as well as hon-nuclear-weapon
States must also assume core obligationsmptoduce fissile materials for nuclear weapons,
this agenda item concerns all CD member States. Unlike nuclear disarmament and NSA, FMCT
is not an issue that the nuclear-weapon Stéteslgd bear sole responsibility for. This is a
prominent difference. During the structuebates on FMCT this May, around 15 countries,
both nuclear and non-nuclear, dispatched @@eexperts from capitals, and a great number of
working papers, including the United States draft treaty and mandate, were submitted.
Discussions on all aspects of an FMCT, includilefynition, scope, stockand verification, also
took place, almost fully exhausting the time edited in the formal and informal meetings.

In the statements by CD member States, although there exists a range of opinions from
the perspective of the whole CD schediiles a significant fact that no opposition was
expressed from any country, including the nuclgaapon States, to the establishment itself of
an ad hoc committee for negotiating an FMCT in the CD.

Lastly, in the focused debates on PAROSune, a few countriefispatched experts
from capitals and a number of working papers were submitted. However, what became apparen
over the course of the focused debates wasfirstof all, its relationship with existing
space-related institutions such as the UnNatlons Committee on the Peaceful Uses of Outer
Space (COPUOS) and the Intetinaal Telecommunication UniofdTU) is ill-defined. In
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particular, it has become evideéhat such issues as space debris, jamming and cyber attacks can
be more appropriately handled by existing related institutions. It has also been pointed out that
confidence-building measures can be handled under the existing Outer Space Treaty regime and
not the CD.

An important point has also emerged titetentral concept for possible negotiations,
that is the weaponization of space, is vagueadosgure. At first glance a ban on the placement
of weapons in outer space seems a fascin&pig. Nonetheless, in all actuality, it is
completely nebulous what kind of weapons dotexisould exist, and, of those weapons, what
do we want to prohibit the placemaegitor what should be prohibited.

The CD is not an institution whose ainmtasadopt ambiguous political declarations, but
rather to negotiate legally binding treaties.dtafting legal documents, clarifying the central
concept that governs those documents is a necessary minimum requirement.

Summing up, since our deliberations on PAR®@8e not reached maturity, due to its
ill-defined relationship with existing institutions and the vagueness of its central concept, | must
say we are not even at a stage for establishing an ad hoc committee.

This concludes myssessment of this year’s discuss and outcomes at the CD. | hope
this will be food for thought for the future work of the CD.

The PRESIDENT | thank the distinguished Ambasisa of Japan for his statement and
for the kind words addressed to the Chainow give the floor to the Ambassador of the
Netherlands, Mr. Johannes Landman.

Mr. LANDMAN (Netherlands): Mr. President, | would like to thank you for the draft
report of the Conference on Disarmamente dhaft properly reflects the work of the
Conference during this importaygar, in which we worked on the basis of the so-called “P-6
initiative”. Their joint proposal on the Conferergactivities has made a marked difference.
General debates were held dineagenda items and focused stiwred debates took place with
the participation of experts, wWé on the other hand any member State of the Conference could
raise any subject which it considered to mdtération. This was a significant change for the
good and improvement compared to other ye#lso, the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, Mr. Kofi Annan, noted in his statmhof June this year with respect to this
year’s activities of the Conference that “one can sense that a new momentum is gathering”.

As the draft report notes, the “P-6 initiative” svappreciated by all member States of the
Conference. Indeed, we had more meetings, mbeeventions, more written contributions and
more experts present than in any other yeareofabt decade. Now is the time to translate all
this activity into a concrete follow-up.

This brings me to conclusions and decisiatéch should be contained in the draft report
according to rule 45 of the rules of procedure.
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Looking at the final chapter die draft report, no conclusioase drawn as yet from the
positive developments of this year. The approach in fact remains very minimalist as if nothing
has changed: no real conclusions, no reakd®ts, and even no recommendations as rule 45
allows or even expects.

To begin with the most obvious, it is fimstance clear that this new coordination
between the six presidencies should be contind¢dhe same time, simply repeating this year’s
exercise in 2007 would not be a meaningful follow-up.

We should at least be able to concltit#, as for the 2007 session of the Conference on
Disarmament, an arrangement has to be foumdh on the one hand reflects the spectrum of
iIssues with which the Conference should dealngivdach of them its relative weight in the
political environment of today. Bwn the other hand, we should béeaio conclude that at least
we should be starting conteenegotiations on a mandate for an FMCT, which, as the
discussions of this year have shown, is supported, or in any case not opposed by anybody or an
single State in itself.

| have two concrete suggestions. First, letherlands would like to include a reference
to the “P-6 initiative” in paragraph 56 after the first line on the increased coherence and purpose
of its activities throughout 2006.

Second, the “relevant proposals” which arentioned in paragpd 56 should be made
more concrete by referring to the NPT Reviéanferences. This would lead to the following
form of words: “56. Bearing in mind thedreased coherence apdrpose of its activities
throughout 2006 due to the ‘P-6 initiative’, andhnwa view to commencing early substantive
work during its 2007 session, the Conference estpd the current President and the incoming
President to conduct consultations duringitttersessional periochd, if possible, make
recommendations, taking into account the ome®f the 1995 NPT Review and Extension
Conference and all ralant proposals, including those submitted as the documents of the
Conference on Disarmament, views presented asuisions held, and to endeavour to keep the
membership of the Conference informedappropriate, of their consultations.”

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Amésador of the Netherlands for his
statement and | now give the floor to thetioliguished Ambassador of the United Kingdom,
Mr. Duncan.

Mr. DUNCAN (United Kingdom of Great Britain ardorthern Ireland): | would like to
make a brief statement on a different issue, and this statement to the Conference on Disarmame
is on behalf of the United Kingdom and France.

On 31 August the Republic of Kazakhstamally brought to the attention of the
Conference on Disarmament their intentioithvether Central Asian States (Kyrgyzstan,
Turkmenistan, Tajikistan arldzbekistan), to sign a Treaty on a Central Asian
Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone in Semipiaisk, Kazakhstan, on 8 September.
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The United Kingdom and France have long supported the formation of
nuclear-weapon-free zones as an important fgathrds disarmament and non-proliferation. As
was highlighted in the decisions of the 1995 Revand Extension Conference of the NPT, the
establishment of internationally recognizaegtlear-weapon-free zones enhances global peace
and security.

However, owing to the lack of consultatiwith nuclear-weapon States and concerning
elements of substance, the Central Asian dlrcWWeapon-Free Zone draft treaty does not in our
view meet the objectives and principlemotlear-weapon-free zones as expressed by the 1999
UNDC guidelines. The importance of the niagasecurity assurances associated with
nuclear-weapon-free zones, and the need for tiatisn, were highlighted in these guidelines.
Article VIl of the NPT sets out the concept of regional treaties and the assurance that they
provide of the absence of nuclear weapons in such zones.

We have expressed our concerns aboutttsssies to the C-5 countries and, since 2002,
have on a number of occasions requested furthesutations in order to resolve these issues.
These requests have never been answered.

France and the United Kingdom regredtiidespite our representations to the
United Nations and requests to the C-5 for further consultations, the C-5 will nevertheless seek
to sign the text on 8 Septembeitivout addressing the issues wedaaised. On the basis of the
current text the United Kingdom and France will betin a position to support the Treaty and to
sign the relevant Protocols that would grargateve security assurances to the C-5 States
signatory to the Central Asian Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zone Treaty.

The United Kingdom and France request that this statement is circulated to member
States represented at the Conference on Disarmament.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambassa of the United Kingdom for his
joint statement on behalf of the United Kingdamd France, and | now give the floor to the
distinguished Ambassador of Pakistan.

Mr. KHAN (Pakistan): Mr. President, we thank you and the secretariat for putting
together the report of the CD. | am making sosraarks on the draft that you circulated last
week. | understand that during the informal session you will hold today you will be encouraging
delegations to consider the entire text paragkgpparagraph. | have some general remarks and
suggestions about the whole report, which | widike to share with you and the CD members.

First, some general observations. Thedasterion for the report of the CD to the
General Assembly is that ihguld be factual and reflect thegotiations and work of the
Conference.

This year no negotiations took place, bt @D worked, and the report should thus
faithfully reflect what happened.
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The CD Presidents or member States,a¥/tare to be quoted, should be quoted in full
and in the proper context.

References to the Friends of the Presidsintaild be concentrated in one place to deal
exhaustively with the subject.

Now some specific comments on the report itself.

In paragraph 13, the statement of Ambass&dgracki of Poland, first President of the
Conference on Disarmament in 2006, has beeredumartially. His full remarks should be
inserted, which read as: “A majority of dg#&ions supports the A-5 proposal. At the same
time, some other delegations are not in a posib@upport it.” These parts of the President’s
report seem to have been edited heavily. Téismay be inserted in full after the second
sentence.

The sentence starting with “... there was emphasis on the need for more flexibility, and
that the idea of updating the issues with whigh@®D should deal was also present” does not
reflect the factual position, and it should therefoeedeleted. Adoption dhe agenda of the
Conference on the first day confirmed the reteeaand importance of the current agenda. It
remains valid and operee until January 2007.

Reference to the findings of the Friendshef Presidents at the end of the paragraph
should be qualified with the mearks of the President, Ambassador Loshchinin of the
Russian Federation, who, while introducing the teian report, said: “It does not in any way
pretend to be either a balanced, oirantusive, or a comprehensive non-paper.”

In paragraph 14, the phrase “rolling dission” needs elaboration. Whatever the
intention behind this phrase, the meaning is irigeeand ambiguous. Hence, either clarity or
deletion. In fact, the plenary meetings & tbonference were held in accordance with the
schedule of activities prepared by the six Presidents.

The last part of the paragraph says that every President was encouraged to reserve time
for the possibility to report on findings by the Friends of the Presidents, if it was deemed
necessary. The question is: by whom? Or, who encouraged the Presidents? The Presidents
themselves, | suppose. A littlgda it is referred to as_agposal which was made without
prejudice to any future decisiansVho made that proposal? | think the Presidents again. So
what we need here is precision and clarity. Wéeild say that all Friends-related questions and
observations could be dealt with contpeasively in one paragraph or section.

In paragraph 15, as for the presentatiotheflAEA expert, the agreement within the
Conference was that it would beade under the genedbate and not as part of a structured
debate. This agreement should be reflestetcordance with the understanding that was
reached within the Conference, and | think the paragraph can read as follows to make it clearer:
“At the 1037th plenary meeting on 24 August 2008, répresentative of IAEA, in response to
an invitation by the Conference, made a presentation.”
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In paragraph 16, the phrase “balanced antdorprehensive” is not appropriate. The
second-last sentence may be phrased as follGvsumber of delegations called for an
agreement on a balanced and comprehensive pnoggaof work, with a focus on the four core
issues. Some supported a balanced ongpoehensive programnaé work, while some
delegations emphasized that linkages shouldeadstablished between elements of a
programme of work.”

Paragraphs 20 and 21 again make refereiodbe Friends of the Presidents and, as |
suggested earlier, they should be moved to one place.

In paragraph 25, the last part of the lasteece inadvertently gives the impression that it
IS trying to scuttle or sideline the programmenairk. It is not conceivable that substantive
work will start without a programe of work. The sentenckaild therefore be amended to
read: “with a view to reaching agreementtloa programme of work of the Conference”.

Paragraph 27 does not reflect the spirit timdst of the message from the United Nations
Secretary-General. The following sentencediggdhe Secretary-General should also be added
to the text:

The Secretary-General said, “As the last \eesgssion made clear, the impasse cannot be
broken by procedural means or by merely fimektg existing proposals”. He urged capitals to
“develop a new political consensus on priorities in arms control and disarmament”.

Paragraph 41, like paragraphs 34 (f) and 38sfajuld duly reflect the informal plenary
on NSAs and UNIDIR’s seminar on NSAs organized by the Conference President.

References in paragraphs 45, 48, 49 and 53twssues of critical vilian infrastructure,
APLs, ATT and MANPADs should be qualified byfeging to the views of delegations about
the relevance of these issues to the agenda of the Conference.

Finally, about paragraph 56, the beginninghaf first sentence - “Bearing in mind the
increased coherence and purposisofictivities throughout 2006” - is an addition. Coherence is
a loaded term in the United Nations. We sddwg precise in our language and say in plain
words that this year an increased numbdowhal and informal meetings were held and
extensive debate took place on the four core isaiteshe participatiorof experts, most of
whom were member State representatives.

The schedule of activities in 2006 has naduced a concrete result on the programme
of work of the Conference or on any substantive aspect. It, however, without a doubt, generated
a momentum which could be sustalrend enhanced during the 2007 session.

These comments have not been made lakrsegotiating proposals, but to help you
revise the report to make it@v more factual and objective.
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The PRESIDENT | thank the distinguished Amassador of Pakistan for his
statement and now | give the floor to thetidiguished representative of the United States,
Mr. Thomas Cynkin.

Mr. CYNKIN (United States of America): Mr. President, | refer back to the statement by
the British Ambassador on the subject of atta Asian nuclear-wgmn-free-zone treaty.

The United States shares many of the concerns articulated by the British Ambassador on
behalf of the delegations of the Unitechijdom and France. The United States, the
United Kingdom and France are concerned have noted in correspondence with the
United Nations Secretary-General that the United Nations Department of Disarmament Affairs
representative in charge of the CentralaAsuclear-weapon-free zone did not follow the
procedure recommended in the United Natibisarmament Commission’s guidelines of 1999
regarding consultation of the nuclear-weapon Siaté%e negotiation of treaties establishing
nuclear-weapon-free zones.

The United States, the United Kingdom andrfée have been in touch with the five
Central Asian States on a number of occasionst negently in November 2005 and again in the
past few weeks, expressing concern over theeigaacy of consultations developing the draft
treaty.

The United States, the United KingdondaFrance continue to have substantive
reservations concernirige draft treaty. We have been &ing an invitation in response to our
requests for further consultationstween the C-5 and the P-5, bothing has happened. Given
these concerns, should the C-5 proceed to sgydthft treaty, the United States would not be
able to support it, and we will explairetihheasons for that position in due course.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of the United States for his
statement and now | recognize the distinguishptesentative of Syria. You have the floor, Sir.

Mr. ALI (Syrian Arab Republic) (translated from ArabidVy country’s delegation did
not plan to take the floor at this meeting, bomething said by the Amésador of Japan and the
Ambassador of the Netherlands ppisius to do so. What the two of them said regarding the
commencement of negotiations on a treaty on tbkipition of the production of fissile material
is partially true. They said that there is no member State in the Conference which objects to the
setting up of an ad hoc committeenegotiate a treaty on theopibition of the production of
fissile material, and the truth in black and white is that the vast majority of the members of the
Conference on Disarmament stigtdd that this committee should be set up after the adoption of
a comprehensive and balanced programnvecok of the Conference on Disarmament which
deals on an equal footing with the four ca@®ues included in the agenda, namely, nuclear
disarmament, negative security assurances, the prevention of an arms race in outer space and t
prohibition of the production dfssile material. A furthecondition was that the committee
should work on the basis of the Shannon mandéteh has already been agreed by the
Conference or the majority of its member States.
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Since some delegations have referretthéoreport, allow me to make some basic
comments on this report, reserving the right, afree, to come back to any given paragraph as
soon as | receive instructions from my capital.

The delegation of my country of couragrees with all the points made by the
Ambassador of Pakistari.would like to add a few comments. Regarding the reference to the
Friends of the Presidents, we do not considerpt@giate here, ith all due respect, of course,
to the Presidents and Friends of the Presidams.do not think that mention should be made of
this group or its tasks in the report, as thia group which has no official, legal or political
status. In paragraph 16 - this has already befenred to by the Ambassador of Pakistan - we
wish to point out that some States emphasiiedeed to adopt a comprehensive and balanced
programme of work and that the five Ambassadors’ initiative remains the best basis for coming
to an agreement on such a programme of work.

In paragraph 20 there is a reference to the fact that the delegations highlighted the
importance of reviewing the agenda. These wovdre true in 2005, but in 2006 the agenda was
adopted at the first meeting, and after the idopf the agenda, some delegations raised the
issue of reviewing the agenda and many othkxgdgions expressed their view that the agenda
was balanced and comprehensavel reflected all the concerns related to the international
security situation.

In paragraphs 25 and 26, there is a conttiaxticsince at the end of paragraph 25 there is
a reference to the need to commence substantive work and in paragraph 26 we read that the
substantive work during its 2006 session was suahsuch. So, the question is: have we
already started substantive work or not? Of seuthe solution to this contradiction is to be
found in the reference which appears at the equagraph 25, to the effect that the aim of the
substantive work is to adopt the programwh&ork of the Conference on Disarmament.

In paragraphs 34 and 35 we read at leatbut the agreement for the prohibition of the
production of fissile mateal, and here we would like to sedleeted the positions of the States
which do not agree with this way of presentinigd@is. So we would like the position we set out
just now concerning the treaty on the cessatiaie production of fiske material to be
reflected in this report, so that paragraph 4&ailenced. As you know, there is no consensus on
the question of dealing with this issue or these issues, and therefore we would like either the
deletion of this paragraph or a reference toojygosing views we have expressed in this regard
on many occasions.

In paragraph 46 (a), we would like either tiedetion of this paragph or a reference to
the symbol of the official document setting out positions on this matter. This also applies to
paragraph 53: either it should eleted or a reference shouldduied to reflect our positions,
namely that there is no consensus in the Conéeren the discussion of these issues and that the
Conference on Disarmament is not the appropriate place to deal with this matter. The same
applies to paragraph 54 (a), i should either be deletediaclude the symbol of the
document which contains our posits we upheld regarding thsatter. Consequently, apart
from these comments, my country’s delegation resatsemght to return to all these paragraphs
of the report pending the instructions we shall shortly be receiving from our capital.
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The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Syria for his statement.
The next speaker on my list is themesentative of Peru, Mr. Diego Belevan.

Mr. BELEVAN (Peru) (translated from SpanjshVir. President, as my delegation is
taking the floor for the first time during yourmte, allow me first to congratulate you on the
efficient way in which you have conducted ourrlwon recent weeks, and particularly your
presentation of the draft report dibtited last week. In that regard, | extend my congratulations
to all the Presidents for the year 2006tfee important anchnovative work conducted
throughout the current session of the Conferewbéh gives us hope that it will serve as an
example in moving forward the substantive work of the Conference next year.

Since last Thursday, | hayad a number of opportunities to exchange ideas on what the
rules of the Conference really lay dowrragards the annual report it presents to the
United Nations General Assemblgpll the people | talked to highlighted the need to have an
objective report which describes appropriatelyatmappened in 2006. In that regard, if | may
take a slightly different path, | would like to pbiout that the 22nd edition of the Dictionary of
the Spanish Language published by the Spanish Royal Academy, which protects the proper use
of the language spoken by more than 350 milpenple, first defines the word “objective” as
“pertaining to, or relative to, an object itself indegently of how one thinks or feels”. In other
words, it describes something without tryingéflect our own prejudices in it. The same
dictionary has three definitions for the word “describe”: (a) “to delineate, sketch, represent
something, depicting it in a manner which will give a full idea of it; (b) to represent someone or
something through language, referring to or exytey his, her or its different parts, qualities or
circumstances; and (c) to define something inmgely, not through its essential characteristics,
but giving a general idea @b parts or properties”.

The text before us constitutes a good balameeng the three definitions that | have just
read. It fully describes the meetings thathvedd in 2006, it objectively explains the different
parts of the work we have accomplished and]lfina gives a general overview. For this reason
my delegation believes that theaftrreport meets the requirements@at in rule 45 of our rules
of procedure and faithfully reflects theests of the 2006 session of the Conference on
Disarmament.

Of course, we are aware that any docuneeatways open to improvement, and in that
regard we will not refuse to examine proposalgctvimaintain the currérharmony and spirit of
the draft report.

I would, however, like to highlight some of the elements which, in our view, reflect the
innovative mechanisms used this year. We pagrbubppreciate the wag which the interest
of members of the Conference in all the itemsh@nagenda has been reflected, which confirms
the wise decision of the P-6 under the leadershppmbassador Rapacta draw up a timetable
for thematic structured debates based on that destinWe also think it is important to make
appropriate mention of the catmated work carried out by the six Presidents for 2006, which
contributed to the accomplishment of considide substantive work throughout the current
session.
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We also consider important the refererto the Friends of the Presidents, as a
mechanism which reflects the acceptance by the members of the Conference of the need to
engage in discussion on the possible updatingj di@issues relating to the Conference, both
those of form and those of substance. Intbegard, we express oappreciation of and take
note of the first report submitted at the beginning of June through the then President,
Ambassador Loshchinin of the Russian Federation.

Finally, the timetable of d@iwities which we all accepted at the beginning of 2006 is
appropriately reflected in the si&iption of the meetings we held on each of the items on the
agenda of the Conference.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Peru for his statement, and
now | recognize the distinguished Ambassador of the Netherlands.

Mr. LANDMAN (Netherlands): Mr. President, oakthe striking aspects of the session
we had this year was that \wad solid discussion on serious megt@ an extremely good mood.
I mean there were no polemics. We realtyrked together in a very constructive and
cooperative manner, and that, | msay, your report reflects. db really hope and I trust and |
expect that we will be able in this manner to conclude and agree on this report with the required
adjustments.

My second point: | wish to apologize to mglleague from Syria. | have to confess that
| did not know that | had already been put onlisteand | had not actually clearly finished my
speech, so | got a little bit lost at the end, as soane have noticed, so | fumbled, and that must
be the reason that | feel that my Syrian colleague maybe missed what | really said and meant to
say - certainly not monomaniac and pointing to onlyissee. | clearly said - | wanted to say - |
would like to repeat it so that it is on record. Whsdéid was that we should at least be able to
conclude that as for the 2007 session of thef€ence on Disarmament, an arrangement has to
be sought which on the one hand reflectsnhele spectrum of issues with which the
Conference should deal, givingoseof them its relative weiglm the political environments of
today, while at the same time at last starting concrete negotiations on a mandate for an FMCT,
negotiations we havdlaupported or accepted.

| have also listened very carefully to hib@t remarks, like | have listened carefully, as |
always do, to our very distinguished colleaguenfi®akistan. Great wisdom. Great intelligence.
Many of them very pertinent, and we havetmder them. My delegation has no problem with
them. But | do hope that this report succeedimveying the message that something happened
here this year, something differentcomparison to the last 9 or 10 years. | would like to report
actually that in this very month, 10 years age, ibgister for the signing of the Comprehensive
Test-Ban Treaty was opened, and escall quite correctly, it was in this very month that the
first signatory was the President of the Unigtdtes, Clinton. Since then this body has not
produced very much, while this year, indeedhage provided some hopend this should be
reflected.
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Now it is true, the facts speak for themselves, and | have noticed, carefully comparing the
two texts - last year’s report and this year’s -hage some five or six pages more, but | am not
so sure that our colleagues in New York will do the same and compare. But when you read it at
first sight, you see again this document and so on, ¢ca ne saute pas auk igenat that easy to
convey the message to our colleagues in New Wdri are not daily involved in this, that
indeed something different §&appened, although the Secret@gneral of the United Nations
noted it.

| give you one example that really struok, and | hope that colleagues forgive me, but
there was one striking event this year. There was a presentation by a high governmental official
of two very significant documesita mandate text and a tretgyt for an FMCT, about which
we have been talking for 10 years. It's the first time this happened. Well, when first reading |
did not really notice that it was mentioned, buthe end | found it. It was tucked away
somewhere in a list of documents. Well, weatexperienced diplomataVhen we look at a
document, particularly when it has more than foages, we skip the documents. So, thusitis a
question of presentation. One could imagine tivate would at least be some paragraph saying
that this presentation wasade of these documents.

In short, | would like to appeal to collasgs who have many idea and particularly
those - and | refer here to my Syrian ealjue, who is expecting his instructions from
Damascus - | really would hope where we havealues a role to play as regards instructions
that we would promote and endear to have these instructioas constructive and positive as
possible, and indeed to allow us to be abledtovey the message that we are on the right track
and that next year will be better.

The PRESIDENT | thank the Ambassador of the Netlands for his statement, and now
| recognize the distinguished represgive of Mexico, Mr. Enrique Ochoa.

Mr. OCHOA (Mexico) (translated from SpanijshMr. President, first of all allow me to
congratulate you on taking the Chair of thsnerence and assure youmy delegation’s full
support. | would also like to thank you and therstariat for having submitted to us this draft
report to the General Assembly.

For now, | would just like to make sorgeneral comments, since my delegation had
intended to make them during the informal dssion but we think it would add some value to
them to make them in this context. In this regard | would like to refer to only a few of the
paragraphs.

Concerning paragraph 13, to which theidguished Ambassador &akistan referred,
my delegation thinks that the quotation from stetement by Ambassador Rapacki is selective
and does not reflect the feeling of all the members of the Conference.
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Between paragraphs 23 and 24 | think wee@anitting an issue which was important. On
16 February, a number of delegations called for the statement of the NGO Working Group on
Peace of the NGO Committee on the legal and sstaais of women relating to peace, stability
and disarmament to be read by the authotBe&tatement on International Women'’s Day. On
that occasion no delegation expressed oppositittmatqproposal. However, despite that, it was
the President of the Conference who had to read the statement. It seems to us that this is a real
event which happened and should Heeoted in the Conference’s report.

In paragraph 25, we readf$ proposal”, referring to the P-6 initiative, which was
considered to be useful andnstructive and was appreciated by all the member States of the
Conference. While my delegation feels that ti@iRiiative is a step in the right direction and
we did welcome it, we believend this is what we have always thought, that it was only a
palliative until we overcome the intolerable stagnation of the Conference on Disarmament and
with a view to initiating negotiations in accordance with this Conference’s mandate. So | think
that this sentence h&s be more balanced.

With regard to the last sentence of parpgra5 and the first sentence of paragraph 26, as
the delegation of Syria pointed out, we think that there is a contradiction because, if we talk
about intensifying efforts to hold consultaticarsd explore the various possibilities of reaching
agreement on the commencement of the subseawivk of the Conference, we cannot say in
the next paragraph what the substantive worthefConference was. This is something that
logically we cannot express in this manner.

Finally, I would like to refer to paragraph 32, where we also feel we are leaving out an
important matter; and that isssthAmbassador Park of the RepulglicKorea, once the work was
concluded, introduced a document on his owmalfeon 14 March in which he presented a
compilation of the proposals and comments kzat been made during the discussions on
items 1 and 2 of the agenda under his presidency.

The last point to which | wish to refer, on i | do not want to speak at great length, is
related to paragraphs 45, 48, 49 and 53. Theasg@ohs make specific reference to issues
which were dealt with under ite(e), on new types of weapons of mass destruction, (f), on the
comprehensive programme of disarmament, and(gransparency in armaments. It seems to
us that the same treatment is not given to theratems on the agenda. On this point | wish to
be rather clear. My delegation does not objetihé¢anclusion of these paragraphs, but we would
like to bolster the inclusion of other views whiwaere expressed, for example, on the subject of
nuclear disarmament, among which we might higtlige frustration arising from the failure of
the NPT Review Conference in 2005, or the neeaccelerate the 13 steps agreed during the
2000 NPT Review Conference.

The PRESIDENT | thank the distinguished representative of Mexico for his statement.
The next speaker on my list is the distirsiped Ambassador of IgIMr. Carlo Trezza.

Mr. TREZZA (ltaly): It was my understandirtgat during the session the discussion on
the report would be held in an informal mode, bsge that we have engaged the discussion in
the formal mode, and thus | would like to make my views known with regard to this document.
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I would like to say that in general terme tthocument is factual and objective, and that |
think in accordance with rule 45 of our rules of procedure it reflects the negotiations and the
work of the Conference clearly, and we have already heard some remarks. There are
adjustments to be made, and we are reaghatticipate in the discussion of the text.

I would suggest that if we enter a draftmgde, or a drafting phase, we should do it in
an informal way. Also, with regard to somateiments which have been made this morning, |
would suggest not to be too ambitious. We do not believe that the report as such can solve
problems of the Conference on Diseament, and especially of the programme of work. We
have to report to the Generasgembly on our work, but it is diffitito believe that through this
instrument we can really achieve what we hawebeen able to achieve during the year.

The PRESIDENT I thank the Ambassador of Italy for his statement and for recalling
that there is an informal plenary meeting whwill be devoted to the drafting session. | now
have a request for the floor from the distirsiped representative of the United States of
America.

Mr. CYNKIN (United States of America): | am sorry to take the floor again. | had
anticipated that the discussion of the report wdagldheld in a separate informal plenary, and
therefore | did not address the reportrig remarks limited to the Central Asian
nuclear-weapons-free zone.

Just to make a generalsgvation or two about threport, first to commend the
secretariat for its effort to produce an intelleally honest report reflecting factually what
occurred. That said, we do have a couple of comments.

I note that in the segment of the report adding PAROS - and | refer you specifically to
paragraph 38 - the language is generally fulsatasgriptive and quite rich. | can read this and
get an idea of what actually happened. @nather hand, | refer you to paragraph 34, which
addresses FMCT. And there it seems that theaesegies of footnotes, and you would have to
be a very practised hand indeed to come awé#ly avi understanding of what actually transpired
in these discussions. Most notably | wouldpectfully propose something in support of what
the Dutch Ambassador has said, that we regardog taighly significant in the evolution of our
discussion of FMCT that Assistant Secretafytate Rademaker tabled both a draft FMCT
negotiating mandate and a draft tyea@nd although | see that thatreflected as a footnote, if
you will, in paragraph 35 (g) and (h), nevertheless it seems to me that in the spirit of actually
describing what happened factually here, a soméwlore fulsome, actual descriptive reference
to this would be approptie, given the significance of the event. It was the only treaty tabled
this year, to the best of my recollection, @nd only draft negotiating mandate as well, so
perhaps it would merit a special mention.

I would respectfully suggest that pereapmediately under the heading of 34, the first
item that could be listed would laefactual statement along tles that at its 1019th plenary
meeting on 18 May 2006 - | am not giving you negotiating text, but only for the purpose of
illustration - United States Assistant Secretary of State Steve Rademaker tabled, then you could
say “a draft FMCT negotiating mandate (CD/1), #hntitled, etc. and a draft FMCT treaty
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(CD/1777), entitled, etc.”. That would be substarly almost identical to what you have, but
might give a little more prominence to a highly significant event something along the lines of
and in the spirit of the segment on PAROS, which | thought was far better articulated.

The PRESIDENT I thank the representative of the United States of America for his
statement and now | recognize the distinguished Ambassador of Australia, Ms. Caroline Millar.

Ms. MILLAR (Australia): Mr. President, first of all I would like to commend you for a
very useful, flat, factual report. The Australidelegation thinks you kia done a very good job.
We would also like to commend all six Presidents of the Conference on Disarmament this year
for the approach that you have taken to thireand more broadly, the collegial constructive
approach to our work has indeed helped takiewgard. And we endorse the characterization of
this in the report, notably in paragraph 25, whetalks about the P-6 approach as useful and
constructive. It certainly has been. And atsparagraph 56, where it talks about the increased
coherence and purpose this year. And in thatestnte agree with the Netherlands that this is
very much due to the P-6 approach.

Australia would call on the Presidents of 8D for 2007 to adopt a similar approach so
this momentum is not lost.

I would now like to turn to a specific issuwaised by another ldgation on a matter of
importance to my delegation, and that is tHerence to MANPADS in paragraphs 53 and 54.
And in this context | would like to say that the comments | am going to make here apply equally
to paragraphs 45 and 46 (b). With respethéoreferences to thesgussion on MANPADS and
the paper submitted in paragraphs 53 and 54, | wik@édo note that these are of a very simple,
straightforward and factual kind, and | will jusiad them: “During the focused debate some
delegations addressed the isetithe man-portable air defensgstems (MANPADS).” There is
no comment or assessmentdeaaf this discussion. It happehelt took place. The report says
so. That reference should be retained as i\igd also | would add that at a previous meeting
we asked if you could circukathe Chair's summary of Australia’'s MANPADS seminar that
took place on 16 June as a document of this €ente, and we ask if you could do that and
have that reflected in thewised version of this report.

Finally, with respect to FMCT, paragraphs 34 and 35, again we would say these are the
flattest, most factual references you could pogsibhgine to a discussion that took place. It
just mentions it happened and lists the documents submitted. It is really very difficult for this
delegation to see what there could possibly lsgtee to or disagree to with respect to these
references. There is no assessment or judgembent the debate one way or the other. It
happened. The document was submitted.

Having said that, we would also suppodi@arer mention to the draft United States
treaty and negotiating mandate, along the lines suggested a minute ago by the representative of
the United States. This was a significant development for the Conference on Disarmament, and
a flat factual reference to it should be included in this report.
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The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambasisa of Australia for her statement
and | now recognize once again the distingudstepresentative of Syria, Mr. Hussein Ali.

Mr. ALI (Syrian Arab Republic) (translated from Arabid apologize for taking the
floor again. | should like to respond briefly to attwas said by the distinguished representative
of the United States. Regarding his proposal, ngth the rules of procedure of the Conference
on Disarmament indicates that some agenda isgmsore important than others, and there is
nothing that says that what is submitted by a senior representative, a deputy minister or a
minister is more important than something submitted by an embassy attaché. The positions
expressed in the official meetings of the Conference on Disarmament all have the same legal an
political importance, and conseauky we oppose the proposal mduaethe representative of the
United States. Moreover, concerning what wad g the representative of Australia regarding
the summary of the seminar organized by the Australian Mission on activities related to portable
missiles, we also oppose any reference tosthisinar because it has nothing to do with the
Conference on Disarmament.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Syria for his
statement, and | now give the floor t@ ttlistinguished representative of Morocco,
Mr. Mohammed Benjaber.

Mr. BENJABER(Morocco) (translated from Arabic Mr. President, allow me first to
express the most sincere appreciation of thegaéion of my country for the efforts you are
making to move our Conference forward, especially at this sensitive juncture where the attention
of the members is focused on the report of@omference to the General Assembly. In this
regard, | would like to congratulate you on thaftireport that you have prepared, which should
be regarded as extremely realistic. In ordesrtsure that this report is more thorough and more
faithfully reflects our deliberations in tl@@onference throughout the session, my country’s
delegation would like to make the following comments.

Firstly, the Friends of the Presidents wappointed by the Presidents directly and
informally, as Ambassador Zdzistaw RapackPaiand confined himself to announcing this
decision at the special meeting held on 2 ety 2006, without this being followed by any
endorsement by the Conferenc@onsequently, and | say this with no disrespect to the
Ambassadors who wer@jaointed, to whom we expresdlftespect and regard, and whose
efforts we praise, my country’s delegation expessits reservations concerning a reference to
them in the report in their capacity as the Frieofdhe Presidents. For its part, my country’s
delegation, as a demonstration of the flexibitigeded to reach this consensus on the draft
report, declares its readiness to study the padpoade by Pakistan to combine all the points
relating to the Friends of thed&idents in a single paragraph.

Secondly, and regarding paragraph 15, enrtkitation issued by the Conference on
Disarmament to the representative of the Irdgomal Atomic Energy Agency, my country’s
delegation endorses what was daydhe Ambassador of Pakistemthe effect that it would be
preferable to include the agreement that was exhoh this issue, as decided by the Conference,
and that, if we do not do so, it would be prefégab summarize this paragraph without voiding
it of its content.
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Thirdly, and regarding the substantiveriwof the Conference during the 2006 session,
my country’s delegation welcomes the fact tihat expression “new issues” has been mentioned
in the report, for the first time and explicitly, whigs a step in the right direction. | cannot but
recall in this regard the efforts made by ocoyntry’s delegation since it occupied the Chair
in 2004 to encourage attempts to adapt ourgedings to new developments in relation to
international security and peace. In ordeowdd on this positive development and place it on a
firm basis, my country’s delegation considers the @ssential to includdldhe issues raised by
the delegations this year in thppropriate parts of the repofor example, without seeking to
be exhaustive, it would be a good idea to ineltlte issue of small arms and light weapons,
which was raised by both Seya and Colombia under item 6Jatng to the comprehensive
programme of disarmament. The same sysieould be followed in relation to the other
subjects such as cluster weapons, military expergd transparency in nuclear armaments and
information security.

Fourthly and finally, the draft report must improved in order tensure that all the
paragraphs follow the same pattern, especially iagraph 32. It is also necessary to check that
reference is made to all the meetings held by the Conference, including the informal meeting,
which was not mentioned in paragraph 41, on thgest of effective international measures to
assure non-nuclear-weapon States againsisder threat of use of nuclear weapons.

Thank you, Mr. President, and congratulations once again.

The PRESIDENT I thank the representative of Morocco for his statement and for the
kind words, and now | recognize the distindnéid Ambassador of Algeria, Mr. Idriss Jazairy.

Mr. JAZAIRY (Algeria): Algeria is a member of the group of Friends of the
Presidents, but we did not have an opportulitjmake our views knowon the final report,
document CD/WP.542, and therefore | would liken@ke our position official by expressing it
to you on this occasion.

We have three series of concerns. Frgh) respect to paragraph 16, we find that the
notion of the need for a balanced and compreheragiproach is something that we all support.
We don’t think that balanced and comprehensoxdctbe alternatives. The approach should be
both balanced and comprehensive, and theref@ealon’t agree to the word “or” added after
“and”.

Secondly, in paragraph 25, with respedhi®last sentence, we suggest either of two
options. Either we say there was a general feeling among the member States of the Conference
that efforts should be further intensifieddonducting consultains and in exploring
possibilities with a view to reaching consensush@nprogramme of work in order to enable
the Conference to start the substantive work. dofgt feel that starting the substantive work
should be engaged in outside the programnweook, so therefore “consensus on the programme
of work in order to enable the Conferencatiaxt the substantive work”. If this is not
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acceptable, we would also be happy with the follmaormulation: “... bdurther intensified in
conducting consultations and explay possibilities with a view toeaching” - and here comes

the text - “consensus on the programme of worrder to enable the CD to start negotiations as
mandated by the international community”. | will present you with a paper which refers to these
options.

The third point refers tparagraphs 45, 48, 49 and 53, in recognition of what a former
President, Ambassador Rapacki, said, as merntidgbtly in the same report in paragraph 11,
where he said in this connection, “in connectiathvihe adoption of the agenda, ... if there is a
consensus in the Conference to deal with any issues, they could be dealt with within the agenda
So, on these issues that are mentiongzhmagraphs 45, 48, 49, 53, there wasn’t actually a
consensus, so they would be covered by Asshdor Rapacki's second sentence when he said,
“the Conference will also take into considevatrules 27 and 30 of the rules of procedure ..., as
well as paragraph 20 and othielevant paragraphs”.

What does rule 30 say in the second paragrdpb&ys it is the right of any member
State of the Conference to raise any subject relevant to the work of the Conference at a plenary
meeting and to have full opportunity of peesing its views on any subject which it may
consider to merit attention.

| suggest that these points were raised om#ses of this second paragraph of rule 30 of
the rules of procedure, which are in document8Rev.9. So my suggestion is that we either
include all those paragraphs untle last item in the report, whigs called item H, or that we
have an item I, entitled t1&tements made in accordance witle r80 of the rules of procedure,
paragraph 2”, and then mention all the statemmeatde, because if you put them before H, or
even if you spread them across the differemgt@f this report, it would look as though these
had been incorporated in the agenda and hadftiterbeen the subject of a consensus, which is
not the case. In this case | would also sugipastyou add to this list that you mentioned in
paragraphs 45, 48, 49 and 53 those other stiggesnade under rule 30 of the rules of
procedure by Algeria on transparency in nacheapons, small arniy Senegal, etc.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambasisa of Algeria for his statement,
and | now give the floor to the repretative of France, Mr. Mikaél Griffon.

Mr. JAZAIRY (Algeria): 1 am sorry. | did refer to those paragraphs referring to civil
critical infrastructure, weapons of mass dedtou; terrorism, anti-personnel landmines, an arms
trade treaty, MANPADS, plus the items thatflereed to brought up by Algeria, Senegal and
others.

The PRESIDENT Thank you. | now give the floor to France.

Mr. GRIFFON(France) (translated from FrenchMy delegation entirely agrees with
what was said by the Australian delegation concersaugions E and G in part Il of the report.
We believe that the subjects should be tiomed under the agenda item where they were
actually addressed.
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The PRESIDENT I thank the representative of France. | now give the floor to the
distinguished representative tbie Islamic Republic of Iran.

Mr. SAJJADPOUR(Islamic Republic of Iran): Mr. President, | appreciate your efforts,
and | also appreciate the other Presidents of the CD. The work that the secretariat has provided
is really commendable. It mofessional reportinggnd our delegation appreciates it so much.

However, a high degree of professionalismasalways finalized and complete, and not
every man is complete, and not every répmcomplete and without deficiencies.

Reading the report so meticulously and ligtgrtio all the discussions attentively, our
delegation is of the view that there is a problem which is the base for all these diversities of
views on the report, and that is the mixing gfaging and PV. We know in the CD we have a
PV. We have a report. They differ significangind structurally and there are some selections
where the PV is reflected, and | think this ie fobndamental base, antinhit my remarks to this
general observation at this juncture, but hkhit is an issue which should be discussed and
detailed later.

We also have some observations esdlyoon paragraphs 13, 25, 26, 45 and 53, but |
leave it to a better time, and of course it's not limited to these paragraphs, but | think the
fundamental issue which our delegation raisedds to be attentiwepaid attention to.

The PRESIDENT Thank you for your statement, and now | recognize the distinguished
representative of Canad&amnbassador Paul Meyer.

Mr. MEYER (Canada): Mr. President, let me first commend you and your colleagues for
providing us with | think a very professionaddawell-conceived draft rep | would just echo
the sage comments of earlier colleagues. thanking of the Pakistani Ambassador when he
urged that the report be fact@add not interpretive and of niQutch colleague when he noted
that the facts speak for themselves. | think weukhbe guided by this. Interpretation, I think,
opens up real complications for us all, anddloser we can stick to a factual accounting of
how the year proceeded, however flat it megrs, | think we are on safer ground. | couldn’t
agree more with Ambassador Zra’s reminder to us that the report is not going to solve the
problems of the CD or our elusive programmevofk, and to suggest that frankly colleagues in
New York or in our capitals or anywhere arengpto pore over this text to extract wisdom or
inspiration | think is unrealistic, to put it mildly.

What really is important now is for uswarap this up as soon as possible, and the
solutions to our problems lie in a forward-lookipglitical diplomatic exercise, | would suggest,
rather than a backward-lookingchival and chronicling exercise.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguisheimbassador of Canada for his
statement, and | give the floor to the digtirshed representative of the Russian Federation,
Mr. Anton Vasiliev.
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Mr. VASILIEV (Russian Federation) (translated from Rugsidvir. President, | too
would like to endorse the words of thanks far gxcellent text you v prepared, which, as
today’s discussion shows, can serve as an excélden for further work, and in our view, in the
time still available to us, we will be perfectly able to reconcile the various points of view on the
issues which are already becoming slowly crystallized, arrive at a common denominator and
conclude this special year in the life oétG@onference on Disarmament with a good factual
report.

Secondly, | would like to express agreemeiththe distinguished representative of Italy
and call for a move to practical work on the textjagkly as possible. | think we must begin an
informal meeting and discuss specific wording on specific paragraphs, enabling us to accelerate
our work.

Thirdly, a small factual comment in respomsehe suggestion made by the delegation of
the United States of America that the presentation by the United States of America of a draft
treaty on FMCT and a mandate for further workaonFMCT should be given somewhat greater
prominence. In principle we are preparedaasider this proposal, and we view it quite
positively. The only thing | would like to makeedr is that the rationale behind this proposal, |
think, was not entirely correctly expressed, sithmewording of paragraph 38, relating to the list
of plenary meetings on PAROS, was compared thidh of paragraph 34, relating to the list of
plenary meetings on the FMCT. Correct meadfri wrong, Mr. President, but | understand that
the point is not that something is deliberately described in more detail in one case and more
laconically in another case, tpeint is that here the wording relating to the meetings of the
Conference is given literally in the form in which they were suggested to the Conference by the
President at that time - no more than that. In that regard, it seems to me we must simply do
justice to the fact that this is simply a factual reflection of what actually took place.

A fourth point. | would like to respond vebyiefly in the context of our open meeting
today to what we have heard in the staterbgrthe distinguished representative of Japan,
Ambassador Mine. It is difficult for us to e with a number of the comments which were
expressed in his statement today, but of courskave great respect for what was said. | would
just like to appeal to everyone at the cursgage to concentrate on what is important, a positive
conclusion to a positive year, and | would like to appeal to everyone at the current stage as far a:
possible to concentrate on what brings us together and avoid setting certain key issues we are
discussing against other issues, to displaygence, to display responsibility, to display
objectivity. This will help us to maintain this positive impetus in the Conference, which we
achieved with great difficulty, thanks to the joint efforts of all in the course of this year, and to
carry it forward to next year.

The PRESIDENT I thank the representative of the Russian Federation for his statement,
and | would like to once again appeal to you to limit your statements to general comments only
so that we can start our informal plenary megtis soon as possible. The next speaker on the
list is the representative of Argentina, Mr. Marcelo Valle Fonrouge.
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Mr. VALLE FONROUGE (Argentina) (translated from SpanjsiConcerning the text
that we are analysing, we have no objections toospy it as it is. It is a complete text, it is a
factual text, and to some extenteflects what has been happening in this Conference. In that
regard we share the view that it should be fdctarad therefore we request the inclusion of a
paragraph 52 bis when we deal with item (g), $pamency in armaments, considering that this
paragraph 52 bis we propose would specificallyrrefehe debate focused on one of the issues
addressed by the delegationghis Conference on the United fims Register of Conventional
Weapons.

As you will recall, on that occasion, thi&sderence had a report presented orally on the
work done by the Group of Experts on the Uthidations Register donventional Weapons
chaired by our Deputy Foreign Minister, Ambassddarcia Moritan. In that regard we would
request not only the drafting of a paragraph 52agking specific mentioof the issue of “the
United Nations Register” in the area of convendl weapons, but also the inclusion of a new
subparagraph (c) in paragraph@dcing on record that the docant which we will refer to the
secretariat will record the oral presentatiorAoybassador Garcia Moritan, which was useful in
making known in this office in Geneva the rksachieved by this Group of Experts, which |
think were satisfactory.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished representative of Argentina for his statement
and now | give the floor to the distinguishegnmesentative of India, Mr. Indra Mani Pandey.

Mr. PANDEY (India): Mr. President, we would Bkto join with other delegations in
complimenting you for preparing a very factual and balanced report.

In principle we have no major difficulty witthe report, and we can go along with the
consensus on the report. However, we woulel fikraise a point regarding paragraph 25, which
a number of other delegationsvkaaised, and this is regard the last sentence of that
paragraph. Here we would like a reference to the need for reaching agreement on a programme
of work, and this proposal is in line with thatment that the Polish presidency made at the
beginning of the P-6 initiative, where it pointedt that it was the special responsibility of the
Presidents this year to work together on a common platform so as to try to reach consensus on a
programme of work. | also point out that in paragraph 20 of last year’s report, there is a similar
sentence at the end of the paragraph, where thex clear mention that there was a general
feeling among the member States of the Confarenat efforts should be further intensified in
conducting consultations and egphg possibilities with a view to reaching agreement on a
programme of work. So this sentence is a reproduction ddtteentence of last year, it should
reflect clearly the need for reaching agreement on a programme of work.

The PRESIDENT I thank the representative of lador his statement, and now | give
the floor to the distinguished Ambassador of the United Kingdom.

Mr. DUNCAN: (United Kingdom of Great Britainna Northern Ireland): | shall try to
be brief. 1 am very much encouraged bg thcent speakers who have attempted to underline
what it is that we are actually engaged on in ¢éimdeavour, and that namesyto report fairly
and accurately what we have done this year asal@@rhaps to explain - and that is perhaps the
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most important and interesting issue to aniolat reader - how we have managed to have
success for the first time in re-energizing this organization and this forum for some considerable
period. And it's perhaps in that context | wilsjumake a few general remarks to take a step

back.

The Conference on Disarmament is unique in that it is the only international forum which
IS mandated and deals as ateraof routine with the issues of the highest level of
political-military sensitivity. And these issuegaf fundamental importance to world peace.
Unfortunately, for nearly a decade, the CD hagjlashed in procedural wrangling. This may
not perhaps be as extremetlas emperor Nero fiddling while Rome burns, but nonetheless, as
we enter the twenty-first century we have a lyg@sponsibility to begin to find the answers to
the challenges in the politico-military areazofjlobalized and inteotinected world. These
discussions may not be comfortable, they are of fundamental importance.

Naturally, we must also have a degoédalance and respeitte views of national
groupings and individual nations, but equally, ahdve been encouragedmy short time here
to see the development of fundamental paristadt a diplomat does, namely compromise,
flexibility and imagination. | very much commemgdu on your text, which | believe represents a
good structural balance, and perhaps nmaportantly, explains how the Conference on
Disarmament managed to extract itself from trecpdural quagmire. And | believe that | am
right in saying that it is the majority view that we should find a way to build on this year’s
experience, rather than looking backwards ahezaattempts which, wike put forward in good
faith, did not produce the success we all seek.

As | say, the question of balance is oftaised, and again | am encouraged by the
interventions we have heard this morning in that when we talk of balance, we are not talking of
symmetry, we are talking aboiatr treatment and obgtivity, and | believe that you have
produced a very good draft which reflects that dibjég and fair treatmentwhich is a necessity
for a report going forward. And | agree with other delegations that we should focus on the minor
amendments which are required perhaps to impitoéext and reflect the very real success we
have had this year.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambasiea of the United Kingdom for his
statement, and maybe the best way to conclude theafgart of this meeting is to give the floor
to the first President of this year, Ambassador Zdzistaw Rapacki of Poland.

Mr. RAPACKI (Poland) (translated from SpanisiMr. President, first | would like to
congratulate you and thank you for the reporticwh personally feel is balanced, objective and
reflects the events that occurred during thig'gesession. Of course, vean always improve it,
and | would like to thank all the distinguishegmesentatives of the countries who have spoken
so far with the aim of improvinthe report of this year’s session.

But let me refer to two matters. First, the Friends of the Presidents: | would particularly
like to refer to the proposal not to refer to #reends in the report because this institution does
not exist in the rules of procedure of the Coafiee on Disarmament. It does not exist in the
rules of procedure, but it does exist in thetdny of the Conference on Disarmament. What
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I would like to mention here is that in 19%4Friend of the Chair was appointed to deal

with the question of the expansion of the memship of the Conference. It was Ambassador
Felipe Lamprea of Brazil, and his appointmensweflected in the report under the item on the
agenda and programme of Wwpand his appointment was alsetended by the subsequent
Presidents for the year 1994 at that time; | redgraragraph 8 of the 1994 report. The results of
his work were reflected in the part referring to his mandate, entitled “Expansion of the
membership of the Conference on Disarmameitiis was the precedent which opens up the
possibility for us to follow up this experiment in this year’s report. | think that what we have in
paragraph 13 is a proper reflection of the ititanof the six Presidents this year, and also
reflects the results of the work of the Friends.

The distinguished Ambassadors who welierkds of the Presidents were extremely
helpful during this session, and for this reasonwel as because of the precedent we had in the
history of the Conference on Disarmament, naarieppropriate referea in the report. So,
please continue with what we have in the repthough, as | said earlier, | personally am
prepared and open to improvements in wikathave proposed in this report.

The other matter | would like to refer to is my statement as the then first President of this
year’'s session. Some ambassadors have quoted sdidtthen, and | quite agree with them,
they are quite right. What they said is correct - | did indeed say that during the second meeting
of the Conference on Disarmament.

Many thanks, Mr. President. | hope thatwi# soon proceed to an informal meeting to
discuss in more detail all thmaragraphs of our report.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambasisa of Poland for his statement.
This concludes the list of speakerssek the distinguished Ambassador of China.

Mr. CHENG (China) (translated from Chingsdt had not been my intention to take the
floor during this formal plenary but, as a numbé&other countries lv& made their positions
known, | would also like to say a few words.

My delegation expresses @ppreciation to you, Mr. Pregdt, and the members of the
secretariat for all the efforts that have gone into preparing this year’s report. On the whole, |
believe that this draft providesgood basis for our work. Asrfour more detailed views on the
content of the report, | shall beverting to that issue during our informal plenaries.

At this point, | would merely like to streisat | support the amendments on paragraph 25
proposed by the distinguished ambassadors osRakand Algeria relatgnto the programme of
work.

Finally, I would like to point out that wee@here today to discuss the draft report by the
President and not to debate ttmaclusions or views of angpdividual delegation regarding our
Conference. With regard to the discussiors ttave taken place this year, each country can
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draw its own conclusions, but, if we all decide to put those conclusions forward, we will end up
with dozens of them. That will be of no benéfitour discussions. Accordingly, | suggest that

we continue to focus our discussions on yourtdegiort rather than making statements that are
of no relevance to this issue.

The PRESIDENT I thank the distinguished Ambassador of China for his statement and
kind words addressed to the Chair and secretariat. That seems to be the last speaker of this
formal plenary meeting. Do | see any other gatmns wishing to take the floor? 1 give the
floor to the Netherlands.

Mr. LANDMAN (Netherlands): | have a questionpersonally find this hall not really
very conducive to collegial and group discussiaitting personally, for instance, with my back
to all colleagues. It is not very helpful. |1 wonder: when is the presidency thinking that our own
conference hall will be available again? | aamry, but that will improve things a lot.

The PRESIDENT Thank you for the question. | will ask our Deputy Secretary-General
to answer it.

Mr. CAUGHLEY (Deputy Secretary-General of the Conference): The situation with the
Council chamber is that the sound system is ngdo robust and reliable, and it is not possible
to hold meetings in that room until the sound eyshas been replaced. And | understand from
Conference Services that a contract has been let but that the time that it will take to do that will
be about seven weeks, so there is no prospecgfiaid, of being able to use that room for the
course of the 2006 session.

We, as you know, had as a fallback used r&dmwhich is a ratler more intimate one
than this for the purposes that you have mentorkne difficulty with room VII, however, was
that a number of delegations felt that the segatiere was inconvenient in the sense that only
one member of each delegatiayutd sit, if you like, at the nameplate. So we, as a fallback
again, sought a room that was available in this giathe Palais, and thisas the room that was
allocated.

The PRESIDENT Thank you, Mr. Deputy Secretary-General. This concludes our
formal plenary meeting of today. In accordance with our plans for today, this plenary meeting
will be followed in 10 minutes’ time by an informal plenary meeting during which we will
proceed to the first reading of the draft report of the Conference.

As usual, this informal plenary meeting is open only to the member States of the
Conference, as well as to the observer States.

The next plenary meeting of the Conference will take place tomorrow, Thursday,
7 September, and this will be followed in an informal setting with the continuation of the
consideration of the draft report.

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m.




