CD/PV.1563
CD/PV.1563
	
	
	CD/PV.1563

	Conference on Disarmament
	English 


Final record of the one thousand five hundred and sixty-third plenary meeting
Held at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, on Wednesday, 24 February 2021, at 3 p.m.
	President:	Mr. Gonçalo de Barros Carvalho e Mello Mourão	(Brazil)


	The President: I call to order the 1563rd plenary meeting of the Conference on Disarmament. We will continue with the high-level segment of the Conference on Disarmament. We will hear the addresses of the dignitaries in line with the list of speakers circulated earlier, which is available on the Conference website. We will first hear an address from Mr. Fayssal Mekdad, Minister for Foreign Affairs and Expatriates of the Syrian Arab Republic.
	Mr. Mekdad (Syrian Arab Republic) (spoke in Arabic): Mr. President, the Syrian Arab Republic attaches great importance to the Conference on Disarmament as the sole multilateral negotiating forum on disarmament and to the preservation of its role, status and mandate. We hope that the Conference will be able to resume its pivotal role and agree on a comprehensive and balanced programme of work that preserves the Conference’s principles and negotiating mandate. In this regard, I would like to emphasize that the Syrian Arab Republic is committed to cooperating with the Presidents in their efforts to activate the work of the Conference on the basis of its agenda, with respect for professionalism, the principles of neutrality and integrity and the rules of procedure.
	Mr. President, nuclear disarmament is a top priority for the Conference on Disarmament, as defined in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament, and Syria supports the achievement of this goal in the framework of the Conference by negotiating a convention that ensures the non-discriminatory and achievable elimination of nuclear weapons within a specific time frame. Syria considers the establishment of nuclear-weapon-free zones to be a contribution to efforts to reach a world free of such weapons. Syria supports the negotiation at the Conference of a binding, unconditional and irreversible global legal instrument that provides effective safeguards to non-nuclear-weapon States against the use or threat of use of nuclear weapons, pending their complete elimination. Syria stresses that the negotiation of any international treaty banning the production of fissile material must be placed in the context of the objectives of nuclear disarmament by including stockpiles of such materials within the scope of the treaty. 
	Amid growing concern that outer space will become the arena for a new arms race, the Syrian Arab Republic reiterates its support for the draft treaty proposed by the Russian Federation and China on the prevention of the placement of weapons in outer space.
	In order to strengthen the legal framework for combating terrorism to include all weapons of mass destruction, Syria reiterates its support for starting negotiations in the Conference on a draft convention on the suppression of acts of chemical and biological terrorism based on the text proposed by the Russian Federation.
	Mr. President, the Conference on Disarmament has suffered in recent years from attempts by some States to use the Conference’s platform to settle scores against States that do not share their hostile positions and policies. Not only have these States obstructed the Conference’s resumption of its substantive role, but they have undermined the credibility and role of the mechanisms established on the basis of agreements negotiated in the Conference on Disarmament.
	The politicization of the work of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons has kept the Organisation from carrying out its functions as defined in the Convention and poses a threat to its credibility and future. American and Western pressure on the technical secretariat seeks to turn the Organisation into a tool for targeting States parties to the Convention in the service of the geopolitical interests of the United States of America, the only party to the Convention that has possessed chemical weapons continuously since the Second World War. After successfully lobbying for an illegal decision to establish the so-called “Investigation and Identification Team” in violation of the provisions of the Convention, the United States and France are seeking to promote new decisions with the aim of finding new pretexts to commit more acts of aggression against Syria and encouraging terrorist organizations to carry out more fabricated chemical weapon attacks in the service of the hostile policies of the United States and Israel. In this regard, we emphasize that the Syrian Arab Republic will not just let such stunts go, nor will it allow international organizations, such as the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, to be turned into a front for Western politics. This is the collective responsibility of all member States of the Organisation and of this Conference.
	Mr. President, the implementation of the three pillars of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, with special attention to nuclear disarmament in application of article VI of the Treaty, is of particular importance. This year’s tenth Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty provides a new opportunity to reach an effective consensus on moving forward with the implementation of the commitments and obligations set forth in the Treaty, the final documents of previous Review Conferences and the resulting resolutions. In this context, the Syrian Arab Republic stresses the need to prioritize the implementation of the Middle East resolution adopted by the Review Conference in 1995 as part of a package for the indefinite extension of the Treaty.
	The position of Israel as the only State in the Middle East that possesses weapons of mass destruction and its refusal to accede to the major treaties and conventions related to the prohibition and non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction make it the main threat to peace and security in the region. This reality and the continued delay in the implementation of the 1995 resolution on the Middle East undermine the non-proliferation system as a whole.
	Mr. President, the withdrawal of the United States of America from the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action has been a setback for multilateral international diplomacy, and we therefore call on the new American Administration to return to the Plan unconditionally, as demanded by the Iranian Government. We believe that the initiative to lift the sanctions imposed by the previous United States Administration, in violation of its obligations under the Plan of Action and Security Council resolution 2231 (2015), is the key to implementing the Plan. Syria supports the steps announced by the Islamic Republic of Iran to preserve the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action.
	Syria welcomes President Vladimir Putin’s initiative, which led to the announcement of an agreement to unconditionally extend the New START for an additional five years. Syria hopes that the approval by the United States of the Russian proposal to extend the Treaty will mark a new beginning, allowing it to resume compliance with its obligations under international conventions and treaties and abandon the unilateral policies that have put international peace and security at great risk in recent years.
	The President: I thank Mr. Fayssal Mekdad, Minister for Foreign Affairs and Expatriates of the Syrian Arab Republic. We will now hear an address from Mr. Sohail Mahmood, Foreign Secretary of Pakistan. 
	Mr. Mahmood (Pakistan): Mr. President, it is indeed a pleasure for me to speak at this high-level segment of the Conference on Disarmament. I congratulate you on assuming the presidency of this august body. Pakistan looks forward to working closely with you and subsequent Conference on Disarmament presidencies this year.
	The Conference is an indispensable part of the United Nations disarmament machinery. It has a unique role in advancing the global disarmament and arms control agenda on a consensus-based approach. This body has successfully delivered important treaties and conventions.
	The current impasse in the Conference on Disarmament is a reflection of the prevailing geostrategic realities. Great power competition has re-emerged. Militarily significant States have demonstrated little appetite for treaties, which require compromises on their strategic advantages. These States are only willing to advance proposals, which are cost-free for them. Cumulatively, these trends and developments have led to a stalemate in the Conference on Disarmament for over two decades now.
	Mr. President, at present, there are two major risks which, if left unaddressed, can quickly evolve into serious threats to global and regional stability.
	Firstly, at the strategic level, nuclear weapons systems are being modernized and, simultaneously, destabilizing weapons systems, such as hypersonic systems and anti-ballistic missile systems, are being deployed along with doctrinal innovations.
	Secondly, the nature of warfare is rapidly changing. This transformation is being accelerated by advances in new technologies. The militarization of cybertechnologies, artificial intelligence, big data analytics and quantum computing and their integration with outer space are no longer science fiction. By affording more intrusion, speed, precision and lethality, they can threaten the core security interests of States, thus introducing non-linear pathways of escalation to the strategic level.
	Unfortunately, the United Nations disarmament forums have failed to adapt their agendas to deal with these new global threats and remain stuck in anachronisms. The technology holders are averse to discussions about legally binding arrangements to prevent the weaponization of new technologies. Similarly, the Conference on Disarmament needs to take up, in earnest, negotiations on a legally binding treaty for the prevention of arms race in outer space.
	The possibility of an arms race in outer space, the weaponization of outer space, the threat or use of force against outer space objects, the integration of anti-ballistic missile systems with space assets and offensive doctrines and postures in outer space continue to constitute threats to space security, safety and sustainability. Those developments generate new types of nuclear risk, in addition to impacting global and regional security in other ways. This underscores the priority of dealing with nuclear risks and dangers under the agenda item on prevention of nuclear war.
	Mr. President, the raison d’être of the Conference on Disarmament is nuclear disarmament. The Conference on Disarmament must advance nuclear disarmament by addressing the underlying security concerns that drive States to rely on nuclear weapons for self-defence. It is regrettable that, for several decades, no serious work has been done in this direction, at either the regional or the global level.
	Given the direct and causal relationship between conventional weapon asymmetries and reliance on nuclear deterrence, the issue of a balanced reduction of armed forces and conventional armaments deserves the attention of the Conference on Disarmament as a part of its comprehensive and balanced programme of work.
	Equal attention has to be devoted, in parallel, to the need to revive and strengthen international mechanisms for the resolution of internationally recognized disputes, without which sustainable peace and security will continue to evade various regions of the world.
	Mr. President, the negative developments in the international security landscape are casting their shadows in South Asia, where Pakistan faces a growing threat from conventional and nuclear arms build-ups. The threats to strategic stability in South Asia are accentuated by the nuclearization of the Indian Ocean, the increase in the diversity, numbers, ranges and readiness of delivery systems for both conventional and nuclear weapons, the tests of a hypersonic delivery vehicle and the acquisition of anti-ballistic missile systems and long-endurance unmanned aerial vehicles.
	In March 2019, we saw a demonstration of anti-satellite weapons capability in our neighbourhood, when a missile defence interceptor was used to destroy a satellite in a low-earth orbit, creating debris in the process. This development once again highlighted the concerns of Pakistan about the military spin-offs of the provision of high-end technologies to one country in our region by certain States, side-stepping global non-proliferation rules and creating a discriminatory exception to export control regimes.
	These destabilizing developments assume a dangerous dimension against the backdrop of the continuing illegal occupation of Jammu and Kashmir, the violation of the fundamental human rights of the Kashmiri people and the continued attempts to change the demographic structure of the occupied territory, in violation of international law and the relevant United Nations Security Council resolutions.
	We expect outside players to be mindful of their responsibility not to further accentuate the military imbalance and to carefully review the impact of their geopolitical strategies on strategic stability in South Asia.
	Peace and stability in South Asia cannot be achieved without resolving the underlying disputes; without agreeing on reciprocal measures for nuclear and missile restraint and risk reduction; or without instituting a balance between conventional forces through a sustained process of dialogue and confidence-building. Our proposal for establishing a strategic restraint regime in South Asia is geared towards achieving these objectives. However, it needs a willing partner.
	Mr. President, let me conclude by reaffirming the significance attached by Pakistan to the Conference on Disarmament as a vital organ of the multilateral security architecture. We remain committed to its effective functioning. However, it will require political will to revive a global consensus on pursuing arms control and nuclear disarmament on the basis of the principles outlined in the Final Document of the first special session of the General Assembly devoted to disarmament.
	A balanced, comprehensive and objective approach must permeate the work of the Conference on Disarmament in its entirety for it to respond to international expectations. In doing so, this body can and must contribute to enhanced security for all at the lowest level of armaments.
	The President: I thank Mr. Mr. Mahmood, Foreign Secretary of Pakistan. We will hear now an address from Mr. Lejeune Mbella Mbella, Minister for External Relations of Cameroon, who will also make a joint ministerial statement on behalf of the six Presidents of the Conference on Disarmament for this session.
	Mr. Mbella Mbella (Cameroon): Mr. President, distinguished colleagues, war is a singularly human endeavour. No other species on this planet organizes itself and its society as systematically for the possible conduct of war, has engaged in war for years at a time, nor has any other species done as much harm to itself, to other species and to the environment in its prosecution of war as humans. Yet, if States at times seem too ready to descend into war, there have always been individuals and States that have counselled a different path and championed institutions and processes to maintain peace and settle our differences without resort to State violence.
	The perils of war were searingly demonstrated in the first 50 years of the twentieth century, when two world wars killed an estimated 95 million people and saw the use of chemical, biological and nuclear weapons of mass destruction. It is little wonder that, after each of these wars, the survivors sought alternative means of resolving international tensions and disagreements short of war. After the First World War, it was hoped that the League of Nations would “achieve international peace and security”. Although this effort failed, the devastation of the Second World War led to a second such effort, resulting in the creation of the United Nations, which, in Article I of its Charter, sought “to maintain international peace and security”. This second effort is a work in progress, but our countries are pleased that it continues, and we continue to support this laudable purpose.
	Mr. President, since the Charter’s signing, a number of international institutions have been created and gatherings have taken place to help ensure and protect international peace and security by addressing a range of complex issues from peacekeeping to arms control, non-proliferation and disarmament. It is the latter effort that our six countries are preoccupied with this year, as we serve as the Presidents of the Conference on Disarmament in 2021.
	The Conference has its accomplishments, notably the negotiation of the Chemical Weapons Convention and the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty, but, for an organization that dates back over 40 years, it cannot be counted an unparalleled success, given its inaction over the last two decades. In fairness, the Conference on Disarmament is not an outlier in terms of limited effectiveness in recent years. The whole disarmament machinery faces challenges, with the United Nations Disarmament Commission achieving little of consequence. We collectively believe that there is merit in re-examining the purposes of the disarmament mechanism and determining if it can be revamped, or needs to be completely overhauled.
	While the functioning of the disarmament machinery leaves much to be desired, we nonetheless reaffirm its importance. Indeed, if it did not exist, we would be arguing that it was a necessity. Tensions between States are at a post-cold-war high, and mutual mistrust and suspicion are the rule rather than the exception. New weapons, the modernization of nuclear weapons, cybertechnology and other emerging technologies all have the potential to destabilize an already charged environment, with consequences that could be catastrophic for all countries, regardless of geographic location or state of development. This reality profoundly worries our Governments and our peoples. And these concerns cannot be solved solely on a bilateral or regional basis. Some have consequences for all States and require solutions through multilateral diplomacy.
	In 2021, our six countries will take the helm of the Conference on Disarmament. We have been working together for about half a year to prepare for this moment. We have examined the range of issues already on the Conference agenda and the overall state of play on those issues. We have sought to offer a programme of work which will allow substantive discussion on all items and produce a summary of the main areas of agreement, and of division, to help pave the way for eventual negotiations. We are under no illusion as to how much we can achieve in a 24-week session, but we have tried to impart some new momentum to the work of the Conference.
	Whether we achieve that momentum, however, depends on all Conference members. It requires flexibility, and some compromise, from all parties. The compromise should come from all parties. In this context, the principle of consensus in our work is an important one, and we appreciate its necessity when delegations are engaged in actual negotiation on a legally binding instrument. Indeed, we cannot imagine negotiation on a legal instrument within the Conference without the safeguard of consensus to protect the interests of each State.
	However, when our discussions are of a general nature and of limited scope, and quite removed from a treaty negotiation, then we encourage greater forbearance and tolerance from negotiation, whether the issue is nuclear disarmament, or aspects thereof, or prevention of an arms race in outer space.
	Absolutist positions and minimal flexibility are exactly the opposite of what the Conference or the cause of multilateral disarmament needs at this juncture. The work of the Conference on Disarmament and the overall disarmament machinery exists on a spectrum between the perceived global good of adopting new universal disarmament measures and each State’s right to security, as it perceives it. We contend that there is ample space between these two poles to pursue meaningful work in the Conference.
	This year, it is our task, as Presidents of the Conference, to propose means by which we might together find that middle space, and that is what we have sought to do with the package proposal. Beyond that, it is up to each Conference member to determine how it will contribute to the success of this work. That would include seeking to reduce the mistrust and misunderstanding among Conference members and rebuilding confidence. This is not a task of a single year. What we can do in 2021, however, is return to an atmosphere of constructive discussion around the agenda items and, by so doing, lay a coherent foundation for a return to active negotiation in the Conference on issues that matter to all our countries, and where a consensus agreement of understanding would substantially improve peace and security for all States. That would be a singular achievement of which to be proud.
	The President: I thank Mr. Mbella Mbella, Minister for External Relations of Cameroon. We will now hear an address from Ambassador Omar Zniber, Permanent Representative of Morocco.
	Mr. Zniber (Morocco) (spoke in French): It is a great honour to address you today, during the high-level segment, to reaffirm the commitment of the Kingdom of Morocco to the mandate of the Conference on Disarmament as the sole multilateral forum for negotiation in the field of disarmament, which, it should be noted, is one of the founding pillars of the United Nations. With that in mind, the Kingdom of Morocco has always made it a priority of its own foreign policy, by organizing and hosting numerous international meetings and conferences on issues of importance to the international community and by taking an active part in those events. The constructive role played by the Kingdom of Morocco is welcomed by all delegations as an approach that encourages pragmatism and compromise. This involvement stems from a sense of responsibility and commitment to ensuring regional, continental and international peace and security. The Kingdom of Morocco has become a key player as a result of its various – and sometimes major – contributions at the regional level, for example in Libya, the Sahel and Africa as a whole. These contributions have included not only participating in peacekeeping operations but also tackling all the main thematic issues, such as the fight against terrorism, against organized crime and against arms trafficking.
	Mr. President, even today, the challenges of the past have not become completely irrelevant; in fact, as I am sure you will agree, they have taken on greater proportions and become more difficult to define. In addition to the threats posed by nuclear, biological and conventional weapons, we now face new risks associated with technological development and artificial intelligence, which present us with constantly evolving challenges. The arms race in outer space and the development of supersonic missiles and other advanced technologies increase these risks and keep the balance of power on a knife-edge. This is used to justify tendencies towards militarization, contrary to the mandate of our Conference, which is to reduce such risks. In this connection, the Kingdom of Morocco, like the rest of the international community, welcomes the agreement between the United States of America and the Russian Federation to extend the new Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty. Although this alone is not enough to guarantee lasting stability between these two major nuclear Powers, it represents an assurance that both parties wish to preserve the progress made thus far. In this context, it is more important than ever to conclude legally binding multilateral agreements, to enable the Conference on Disarmament to return to its original mandate, and to strive to prevent it from becoming further entrenched in a stalemate that would make it simply a forum for debate. The lethargy of the last two decades cannot continue; this is not a matter of choice, but a matter of necessity.
	Morocco is pleased to have taken part, with persistence and determination, in the difficult negotiations within this forum that led to the prohibition of chemical weapons and nuclear tests, through instruments that remain a cornerstone of the international security system and constitute a powerful legal arsenal for the international community. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons is the most advanced instrument that the international community has ever negotiated, despite all its imperfections and the criticisms that may be levelled against it. Morocco attaches the utmost importance to the Treaty, and all States parties have a duty to respect its provisions, including article VI on general and complete nuclear disarmament.
	Mr President, the programme of work of this body must, of course, reconcile the strategic concerns of all member States with the reality of the threat imposed on us by the international context of instability and mistrust. To this end, the Kingdom of Morocco recommends prioritizing the essential issues and focusing in particular on topics that have reached a certain level of maturity in recent years, while taking into account, of course, the differences between the various delegations. If we are to achieve this objective rather than simply opt for the ease of bilateral agreements, the support of all States Members of the United Nations is desirable and to be encouraged, with a view to gaining a diversified, inclusive and global perspective. I therefore reiterate once again that the Kingdom of Morocco is in favour of allowing all States Members of the United Nations that wish to do so to participate in the work of the Conference on Disarmament, in line with the approach that was taken for years. The incomprehensible behaviour of certain delegations who are preventing States from participating as observers politicizes our forum and reduces its relevance.
	In conclusion, I would like to emphasize my country’s unwavering commitment to successfully addressing all the issues on the international agenda for disarmament, as presented by the Secretary-General of the United Nations in 2018, and its firm intention to contribute to achieving the goal of global disarmament. 
	The President: I thank Ambassador Zniber, Permanent Representative of Morocco. I now give the floor to Ms. Grata Endah Werdaningtyas, Chargé d’Affaires at the Permanent Mission of Indonesia. 
	Ms. Werdaningtyas (Indonesia): Mr. President, let me begin by congratulating Brazil on assuming the presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. Please rest assured of Indonesia’s full support and cooperation to your presidency.
	2020 was a difficult year for everyone because of the pandemic. We are all hoping that 2021 will be the year where we will be able not only to put our world back on track, but also, in the context of our work in this Conference, to reverse the erosion of the nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation regime, which the Secretary-General of the United Nations has set as his eighth priority for this year.
	This hope, I believe, is not an impossible one. For a start, we are beginning the year with at least three pieces of encouraging news.
	First, the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons has entered into force. This Treaty will, I believe, complement existing international agreements on nuclear weapons. We commend the leading role of the 54 States that have ratified the Treaty and call on all States to support its goal.
	Second, we welcome the extension of the New START by the United States of America and the Russian Federation for another five years. This action signifies their responsibility and political will, as the two largest nuclear Powers, in maintaining strategic stability and preserving peace and international security. We encourage more talks and negotiations towards further reductions.
	Third, we also salute Cuba and the Comoros on their ratification of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test-Ban Treaty. We also call on each of the annex 2 States to sign and ratify the Treaty without delay.
	With such progress in our hands, I hope that the Conference on Disarmament will be able to follow that lead, to maintain its relevance, to break the impasse of the last 25 years and finally to resume its negotiating mandate.
	In order to move forward, as many have said, the Conference requires political will from each and every one of us. We need to exercise our utmost flexibility, show constructive engagement and take a pragmatic approach in order to find common ground. This year more than ever, we need to change gear and get back to our substantive work, to allow more progress to take place, including by building the blocks for the successful convening of the Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons in August.
	For our part, Indonesia stands ready to support the Conference on Disarmament in resuming its substantive work and fulfilling its mandate as the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum. 
	The President: I thank Ms. Werdaningtyas, Chargé d’Affaires and Permanent Representative of Indonesia. I now give the floor to Mr. Sadık Arslan, Permanent Representative of Turkey. 
	Mr. Arslan (Turkey): Mr. President, I would like to congratulate you and thank the previous, Belgian, presidency for its efforts. I assure you of my country’s full support for you in advancing the work of the Conference.
	Global peace and security rely on disarmament and non-proliferation. That is why a web of treaties and arrangements has been woven over time. However, the disarmament and non-proliferation regime is under stress. We regret the fact that the Conference has been in stalemate for more than two decades. It is high time to overcome polarization and realize the potential of this august body.
	We need to start by agreeing on a programme of work. Turkey is ready to work on a non-discriminatory and verifiable treaty to ban the production of fissile material that takes into account the legitimate security concerns of all members. Neither the rules of procedure nor the membership of the Conference is the real problem. First, we should make this platform functional. Then we can move on to other issues.
	To begin with the request of one entity for observer status: we have already shown flexibility and revised our position this year. We announced several times that we are ready to return to the old practice, which allows us to accept requests for observer status through a blanket list.
	Now a few words on existing treaties: the achievement of the ultimate goal of a world without nuclear weapons depends on the successful implementation of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons. Its universalization is crucial. We will work towards a successful outcome of the postponed 2020 Review Conference. We will also continue to support all efforts towards the establishment of a nuclear-weapon-free zone in the Middle East.
	Second, we call on the remaining annex 2 States under the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty to sign and ratify that treaty urgently.
	We welcome the extension of the New START and hope that this important decision will contribute to the efforts to strengthen the arms control regime.
	The world is eagerly waiting for good news on the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action. We reiterate our support for its implementation and call on all the parties to fulfil their obligations and refrain from activities inconsistent with their commitments.
	Third, on the Chemical Weapons Convention, we condemn in the strongest terms the use of chemical weapons by anyone, anywhere and under any circumstances. Those responsible for the chemical weapons attacks in Syria must be held accountable for their crimes.
	Last but not least, Turkey also reiterates its support for the Biological Weapons Convention. It should be reviewed with current realities and challenges in mind. The pandemic has reminded us how important this instrument is.
	This brings us to the coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic. Our collective experience shows that combating the pandemic relies on solidarity and multilateralism. Cooperation and the search for joint solutions are key to our societies’ overall safety and security. We cannot think of a better venue than the Conference on Disarmament to make that happen. 
	The President: I thank Ambassador Arslan, Permanent Representative of Turkey. I now give the floor to Ambassador Fabio Marzano, Secretary for Sovereignty and Citizenship of Brazil. 
	Mr. Marzano (Brazil): Mr. President, distinguished colleagues, Brazil has the honour to preside over the Conference on Disarmament this month. This year, along with Belgium, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Canada and Chile, we have formed a cohesive, engaged and constructive group of six presidencies.
	In this regard, I would like to thank Ambassador Pecsteen de Buytswerve for the remarkable work he did during the Belgian presidency last month. It is our firm hope that this group of countries will be able to steer the Conference towards productive and substantive results this year.
	Under the Brazilian presidency, this body will have an opportunity to become acquainted with the history and achievements of the Argentinian-Brazilian Agency for Accounting and Control, whose thirtieth anniversary will be celebrated this year. The Agency is the outstanding achievement of joint efforts by Brazil and Argentina to establish mutual confidence in these fields, which helped us to build up a solid and trusting partnership, benefiting both of our countries with positive effects on regional security in all of South America. Today, we have every reason to be proud of the Agency and we believe that our institutional experience could inspire many other regions in the world.
	The 2021 session of the Conference on Disarmament begins on the heels of one of the most encouraging developments in the field of nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation in recent decades, which is the entry into force in January of the Treaty on the Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons. The Treaty represents an evolutionary leap forward for the international disarmament and non-proliferation regime. With that treaty in place, the moral and legal barriers to the possession, use and threat of use of nuclear weapons have significantly increased.
	2021 will also be a crucial year for the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, with its tenth Review Conference scheduled for next August. My country’s decision to accede to the Treaty in 1998 was a vote of confidence in the Treaty’s potential to achieve the goal of a world free of nuclear weapons. Our expectations in this regard sadly remain unfulfilled. We therefore reiterate that the main criterion for the success of the Review Conference should be its capacity to uphold and build upon previously agreed commitments on nuclear disarmament.
	The implementation of any comprehensive disarmament regime will depend on whether we address the technical and practical challenges of verification. In this regard, Brazil recalls its proposal for the establishment of a group of scientific and technical experts on nuclear disarmament verification, which is currently under discussion in the United Nations Group of Governmental Experts on Nuclear Disarmament Verification as a possible concrete contribution to the overall goal of nuclear disarmament.
	Mr. President, it is unacceptable that the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty remains in a legal limbo more than 25 years after its adoption. Brazil once again calls upon all remaining countries listed in the Treaty’s annex 2 to ratify the Treaty to allow its long overdue entry into force. Each year that passes without concrete steps towards its goal increases the risk that the extremely high cost of maintaining the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty verification regime will outweigh its tangible benefits for the disarmament and non-proliferation regime.
	Science and technology are breaking new ground in terms of what is militarily feasible, while at the same time challenging established notions of how to ensure compliance with ethical and moral standards in warfare. Nowhere is this more true than with regard to discussions on lethal autonomous weapons systems. My country’s position on the issue is crystal clear: there is a need for a legally binding instrument in the form of an additional protocol to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons to regulate those systems.
	Brazil also believes in the pressing need to prevent the weaponization of outer space. Space should remain the territory of peaceful and scientific exploration for the common good of humanity. Outer space is a fragile environment, which can be catastrophically disrupted by any further anti-satellite tests.
	The scientific and technological revolution currently under way in the field of the life sciences provides humankind with wonders such as the rapid development of vaccines, while at the same time increasing the already significant risks of weaponization of biological agents, by either States or non-State actors. The Biological Weapons Convention is our best defence against such risks. The upcoming Review Conference of the Biological Weapons Convention will be an opportunity to comprehensively strengthen and modernize the Convention through a legally binding instrument.
	My final message, Mr. President, is that we must reactivate the core mandates of the Conference, namely the negotiation of legally binding instruments that can prevent the world from slipping into a scenario of strategic confrontation and ultimately into horrific nuclear catastrophe. This is only possible with the political will of each and every one of its members. The Conference on Disarmament is the single multilateral forum for disarmament negotiations and the only venue where political will can shape a new model of peaceful international coexistence. That is why we are here gathered by the will of our countries, our Governments and our peoples. 
	The President: I thank Ambassador Marzano, Secretary for Sovereignty and Citizenship of Brazil. We will now hear an address from Ambassador Vaqif Sadiqov, Permanent Representative of Azerbaijan. 
	Mr. Sadiqov (Azerbaijan): Mr. President, I would like to congratulate Brazil on assuming the presidency of this session and wish you and all other members of the group of six Presidents of the Conference in 2021 success in your endeavours. I would also like to express our appreciation to the outgoing Belgian presidency.
	Mr. President, multiple challenges to global peace and security remind us of our collective responsibility to uphold the mandate of this Conference. Its continued relevance is of utmost importance for all of us and, as a multilateral approach to security, it provides the best way to maintain international peace.
	Regretfully, the Conference on Disarmament has not been able to overcome its long-standing stalemate and has failed to adopt a programme of work by consensus. We believe that strong political will is needed to bring the Conference back on track towards genuinely fulfilling the mandate assigned to it by the international community.
	Azerbaijan supports efforts aimed at preserving and further advancing general arms control, disarmament and non-proliferation. We welcome the agreement between Russia and the United States on the extension of the New START and hope that it will lead to broader efforts involving more countries and issues.
	For Azerbaijan, the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty is a backbone of the global regime for nuclear disarmament, non-proliferation and use of nuclear energy for peaceful purposes. We look forward to a successful outcome of the Tenth Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty. We reiterate our commitment to the implementation of all obligations undertaken during the previous Review Conferences. By doing so, we will closely engage with all interested stakeholders, including through the Stockholm Initiative on Nuclear Disarmament.
	In the same vein, Azerbaijan will join efforts to promote universal adherence to the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty. My delegation also reaffirms its commitments and obligations under the Biological and Chemical Weapons Conventions and views both of them as important pillars of the disarmament machinery.
	Mr. President, the trilateral statement signed by Azerbaijan, Armenia and the Russian Federation on 10 November 2020 has put an end to almost three decades of armed conflict between Armenia and Azerbaijan and laid the ground for lasting peace and stability in the South Caucasus. We attach vital importance to the full implementation of the statement towards the normalization of inter-State relations between Azerbaijan and Armenia.
	Having restored its sovereignty over its internationally recognized territories, Azerbaijan has already embarked on practical steps to eliminate the harsh consequences of the military occupation of its territories, with a view to enabling the safe and dignified return of all the displaced populations to their places of origin and to restoring peaceful life for all of its citizens affected by the conflict.
	The decades of conflict have left those territories heavily contaminated by landmines and unexploded ordnance, which is a serious obstacle to the ongoing rehabilitation efforts. Since the signing of the trilateral statement, more than 70 people have died or been wounded as a result of mine explosions in the liberated territories. The refusal of Armenia to provide maps of the mined areas in accordance with its obligations under international humanitarian law further complicates the situation on the ground and brings the risk of increasing numbers of casualties among the population. So, using this august platform, I would like to call on all members and observers of the Conference on Disarmament to render technical and consultative assistance to my country’s mine action efforts.
	Mr. President, Azerbaijan will closely follow the deliberations in the Conference on Disarmament, and I express our confidence that, under your leadership and guidance, it will be possible to bridge the differences that persist in the Conference and to advance its crucial work.
	The President: I thank the distinguished Ambassador of Azerbaijan for the words of confidence expressed in this presidency. And I now give the floor to Ambassador Andranik Hovhannisyan, Permanent Representative of Armenia. 
	Mr. Hovhannisyan (Armenia): Mr. President, Armenia reaffirms its strong commitment to the universal implementation of international obligations in the areas of arms control and the non-proliferation architecture and reiterates its steadfast support to the institutions that underpin it.
	The unprecedented challenges caused by the coronavirus disease (COVID-19) pandemic have once again vividly demonstrated that the international community must stand united in the face of a global crisis that can be overcome through joint concerted action. The same is true for the objectives of arms control and disarmament, which can be achieved through universal efforts.
	We reiterate the principle of indivisibility of international security, which implies that each and every country shares a responsibility to guarantee peace and security for all.
	Armenia welcomes the extension of the New START and believes that it can boost the future dialogue on strengthening global security and safety. The upcoming tenth Review Conference of the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons gives us another opportunity to work together, which can lead to further progress in nuclear disarmament, non-proliferation and the peaceful use of nuclear energy. We stress the importance of the universality of the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty and the International Atomic Energy Agency safeguard regime.
	It is our conviction that our joint efforts should be directed not just towards protecting and advancing what we have already achieved, but also towards harnessing the rapid technological progress that is being made, especially in artificial intelligence, lethal autonomous weapons systems and drone technologies. New international instruments are crucial for regulating the uncontrolled hostile use of twenty-first century threats, for saving lives and preventing conflicts.
	Mr. President, the erosion of arms control regimes does not happen in a vacuum. It is usually a consequence of long years of non-compliance with the main treaties and documents, as well as the neglect of such crucial principles of the Charter of the United Nations as the non-use of force and the maintenance of international peace and security. International failure to identify the early warning signals of such violations usually leads to hostilities.
	Azerbaijan is a point of reference in this area. Its non-compliance with the core arms control regimes, such as the Treaty on Conventional Armed Forces in Europe, started years ago and continued unapologetically in an atmosphere of global indifference and appeasement. It was in this environment of negligence that Azerbaijan dared to attack Nagorno-Karabakh last September, despite the call of the Secretary-General of the United Nations for a global ceasefire during the pandemic. Its actions claimed the lives of 72 civilians, including children, women and elderly people.
	From day 1 of the aggression, and almost constantly throughout all 44 days of the war, Azerbaijan used cluster munitions against residential areas of Nagorno-Karabakh, which is strictly prohibited under the laws of war and the relevant conventions. This was confirmed by Amnesty International, by Human Rights Watch in on-site investigation and by many others.
	The Azerbaijani Armed Forces also used incendiary weapons containing what it seems was white phosphorus or thermite substances against the peaceful population sheltering in forests. They also caused irremediable environmental damage. The indiscriminate targeting of civilians, accompanied by instances of immense cruelty, decapitation and mutilation, once again demonstrated that Azerbaijan adheres to the policy of ethnic cleansing of Armenians from Nagorno-Karabakh. And indeed, the areas of Nagorno-Karabakh currently occupied by Azerbaijan are now settled by foreign terrorist fighters recruited among the jihadist forces of Syria, which reinforced the army of Azerbaijan during the war against Nagorno-Karabakh. This fact has been confirmed by the Working Group on Mercenaries.
	Three months after the ceasefire was established, Azerbaijan still refuses to release Armenian prisoners of war and civilian detainees, in gross violation of international humanitarian law.
	Mr. President, the arms control and non-proliferation architecture was established with the objective of ensuring a safer and more secure life for all. That cannot be accomplished without concerted effort and political will. A similar joint effort and resolve is necessary for its preservation, and no negligence can be tolerated. 
	The President: I thank Ambassador Hovhannisyan, Permanent Representative of Armenia.
	Distinguished colleagues, I have no more speakers on the list for the high-level segment. I would like to thank all the dignitaries once again for addressing the Conference.
	As previously announced, I would like now to give the floor to those delegations that have asked to exercise the right of reply. I have three delegations on my list. It is therefore my pleasure to give the floor to the distinguished Ambassador of the United States of America.
	Mr. Wood (United States of America): I am taking the floor to exercise my right of reply in response to the remarks made earlier today by the distinguished Foreign Minister of the Russian Federation, the Ambassador of the Islamic Republic of Iran and the Syrian Foreign Minister.
	Let me first start with my remarks on Russia. Unfortunately, Mr. President, Foreign Minister Lavrov has once again used an address to the Conference on Disarmament during the high-level segment to blame the United States for all that is wrong in the world.
	He specifically mentioned the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty. Let us be clear: the Russian Federation was in patent violation of the Treaty. Since 2013, the United States, under two different administrations, has held more than 30 meetings with Russia at different levels to try to persuade Russia to come back into compliance with the Treaty. As we all know, Russia refused to do so.
	Regarding its proposal for a moratorium on intermediate-range nuclear missiles, Moscow has already deployed several battalions of the 9M729 treaty-busting missile. The United States has not deployed a similar ground-launched cruise missile. So, the Russian offer is not a serious one.
	On the subject of outer space, the major problem with Russia’s narrative on this issue is both Russian and Chinese development, testing and deployment of terrestrial-based anti-satellite weapons.
	The so-called draft Treaty on Prevention of the Placement of Weapons in Outer Space put forward by China and Russia is substantially flawed and does not, and never will, garner consensus in the Conference on Disarmament and thus should be withdrawn. Russia and China should, however, join a growing number of States in pursuing the establishment of norms of responsible behaviour in outer space.
	And as for the so-called nuclear sharing in the North Atlantic Treaty Organization: the Organization’s nuclear arrangements are fully consistent with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. This issue was thoroughly discussed during the negotiations and all arrangements fall well within the spirit and letter of the Treaty. 	I would also point out that, since the Treaty’s entry into force in 1970, the Russian Federation had not raised this matter until 2014, following strong western and international condemnation of Russia’s invasion of Crimea. Russia and its friends should stop raising this false issue because, each time one of them does, it just further demonstrates the hollowness of their tired, baseless and blatantly politicized arguments.
	In response to the remarks made earlier by the Iranian Ambassador, I would mention that, last week, Secretary Blinken met his counterparts from the E3 group of France, Germany and the United Kingdom and reiterated our long-standing position that, if Iran comes back into strict compliance with its commitments under the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, the United States will do the same.
	In the joint statement that resulted from that meeting, we and the E3 group confirmed that we are prepared to give diplomacy a chance, at the invitation of the High Representative of the European Union for Foreign Affairs and Security Policy, in his role as coordinator of the Joint Commission.
	In the wake of that joint statement, the European Union Political Director tweeted that he would be ready, as a convener of the Joint Commission of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action, to convene an informal meeting of the group of the five permanent members of the Security Council plus Germany (P5 plus 1) and Iran to talk about the way forward on the nuclear programme of Iran.
	The Department of State then confirmed that we would be willing to accept this invitation. To be clear, Iran is out of compliance on a number of fronts and it is still early days, but we are prepared to have a diplomatic conversation in close coordination with the P5 plus 1 group and our allies and partners in the region to press upon Iran the need to return to strict compliance with its nuclear commitments.
	With regard to the remarks made by the Syrian Foreign Minister, the United States firmly supports the impartial and independent work of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. We applaud the Organisation’s leadership, its technical secretariat and the professional manner in which it carries out its mission. Its investigation and identification team has diligently carried out its mandate, and we look forward to its future reports.
	My last point, Mr. President, concerns the repeated use by Syria of chemical weapons against its own people. This cannot be denied. It is a fact, no matter how many times the regime denies it. The regime will be held to account for its crimes against the people of Syria. Let that be clear. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished Ambassador of the United States of America. I am sorry to say that I have three more requests for the right of reply. So, going by our list, the next speaker will be the Ambassador of India. 
	Mr. Sharma (India): I am taking the floor to exercise my country’s right of reply in response to the views expressed in this august forum once again by Pakistan today.
	Mr. President, Pakistan has made a failed attempt to present baseless fabrications against India and resurrect some of the old and discredited ideas and proposals. The security concerns of India are not confined to a region and therefore India has always approached these issues in a global context.
	As a responsible State, India strictly abides by its obligations under international treaties and needs no advice from a country which has a proven track record of illicitly exporting nuclear material and technology.
	Pakistan has also made a number of futile and unsubstantiated allegations against India, including in relation to Jammu and Kashmir. These do not merit a response as they pertain to matters internal to India.
	My country’s position on the anti-satellite test conducted on 27 March 2019 is a matter of record of this Conference and needs no reiteration. As underlined earlier, the test was a demonstration of the technological capabilities of India to defend and secure its wide-ranging interests in outer space. The test was purely defensive in character and was not targeted against any country. The test was conducted in the lower atmosphere precisely to ensure that there would be no space debris. Whatever debris would have been generated was expected to have decayed and fallen back to the earth within weeks of the test.
	Mr. President, as an epicentre of terrorism, Pakistan is the biggest destabilizing force in the world today. It has spurned the call of the Secretary-General for a global ceasefire by sponsoring cross-border terrorism. It has contravened the principles that the United Nations stands for.
	While the representative of Pakistan speaks about peace and security here, his Prime Minister glorifies Osama bin Laden as a model. Pakistan has become the epitome of duplicity. Prime Minister Imran Khan’s 2019 United Nations General Assembly address is quite vivid in our memory: he pulled out all the stops to demonstrate nuclear brinkmanship, threatening the international community with nuclear blackmail and glorified terrorism and violence. He proved once again that Pakistan is the biggest threat to international peace and security.
	In contrast, India has a constructive approach on disarmament matters. We all know who has blocked the negotiations on the fissile material cut-off treaty on several occasions, including in 2009, when the Conference on Disarmament adopted a programme of work by consensus. Having willingly joined the consensus on the programme of work, Pakistan made an absolute mockery of the world and this body by then making a complete U-turn and blocking any work by the Conference on Disarmament. All of us in the Conference on Disarmament continue to suffer because of such irresponsible behaviour by Pakistan.
	Mr. President, the Conference on Disarmament must reject the approach adopted by Pakistan aimed at politicizing its work and derailing it from its mandate.
	Since I have already said what I need to say, I will not take the floor again to dignify Pakistan with a response and spend any more time on this issue out of respect for the nature of this high-level segment and the work of the Conference on Disarmament under your presidency. 
	The President: I thank very much the distinguished Ambassador of India. I now give the floor to the distinguished delegate from the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. 
	Mr. Ju Yong-Chol (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea): Mr. President, since this is the first time that my delegation is taking the floor, I would like to extend our congratulations to you on assuming the presidency of the Conference on Disarmament. You can be assured of our delegation’s full support.
	I am taking the floor to exercise our right of reply as several countries referred to the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea in their statements during the high-level segment. At the outset, my delegation categorically rejects all those accusations against my country.
	Firstly, with regard to remarks made by the United States, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea made well-intended efforts and displayed maximum patience to prevent the aggravation of tension on the Korean Peninsula and the region. However, the hostile nature of American policy towards the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea has gone to an extreme instead of becoming more relaxed. The key to establishing a new relationship between the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the United States lies in the United States retracting its hostile policy towards the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.
	Secondly, in response to remarks made by South Korea, I would like to reiterate our position, as expressed by my Ambassador in his statement at the beginning of this session. The prospect of inter-Korean relations depends entirely on the attitude of the South Korean authorities. They should put an end to all acts hostile to the other side, take a serious approach to the North-South declarations and faithfully implement them.
	Thirdly, let me respond to the absurd charge put by Japan. Although its national Constitution prohibits Japan from maintaining regular military forces, Japan has been steadily laying stepping stones to becoming a military power in the region under the pretext of threats from neighbouring countries and by means of increased military expenditure used to equip its self-defence forces with modern military hardware.
	It is crystal clear to all of us that such a reckless military build-up poses a real and grave threat to regional peace and stability, as Japan is a war criminal nation which inflicted indescribable sufferings and miseries upon Asian countries during the last century. The international community should not close its eyes to Japan’s dangerous plan to become a military power, inviting devastating consequences on the region.
	Lastly, I am sick of hearing over and over again the stereotypical arguments from the European countries such as Germany, Slovakia and Poland. Their allegations are provocative, politically motivated and based on an outdated assertion which intentionally ignores reality. They therefore deserve no response at all. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished delegate from the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. Now, I give the floor to the distinguished Ambassador of the Syrian Arab Republic.
	Mr. Aala (Syrian Arab Republic) (spoke in Arabic): Mr. President, allow me to begin by congratulating you on the success of the high-level part of the Conference, which this year enjoyed broad participation. I asked for the floor to respond to the statement concerning Syria made by the Secretary of State of the United States during the high-level segment and to the statement by my colleague from the United States.
	In its statements, the United States used the platform of the Conference on Disarmament to promote its political campaigns against Syria based on allegations of the use of chemical weapons. This is an example of the politicization of the Conference’s work and attempts to divert it from its role as a technical negotiating forum. In order not to waste the Conference’s time by repeating that Syria categorically denies possessing or using any chemical weapons and that we condemn the use of such weapons and other weapons of mass destruction anywhere, at any time and by anyone, I will merely state some facts.
	First, the Syrian Arab Republic has fulfilled all its legal obligations under the Chemical Weapons Convention since its accession to the Convention in 2013. It has dismantled its chemical weapons programme, disposed of its components and entirely destroyed its production and storage facilities under the auspices of the United Nations and the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, within a record period of time and in extremely complex security conditions. This was confirmed by Ms. Sigrid Kaag, Special Coordinator of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons (OPCW)-United Nations Joint Mission, in her report to the Security Council in June 2014 after completion of the mission. It has also been confirmed by the reports of the technical secretariat of the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons, which note the cooperation of the Syrian Arab Republic with the Organisation and with the technical teams it dispatched, including the Declaration Assessment Team. In letters to the Director-General of the Organisation, my Government has made clear its readiness to follow up on technical meetings and consultations to resolve outstanding issues, as previously agreed, and its commitment to cooperate with him within the framework of structured dialogue, which has led to significant progress on a number of these issues, some of which have recently been resolved.
	Second, the United States of America is the only State party that still possesses declared chemical weapons and has not destroyed them. This fact also appears in the Organisation’s recent report on the implementation of the Convention. Contrary to the objective of the Convention to contribute to the realization of the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, the United States continues to use the Convention as a pretext for launching or threatening to launch unilateral military attacks in violation of the Charter of the United Nations and the rules of international law. Its conduct is thus primarily responsible for threatening the non-proliferation regime established by the Convention.
	Third, the pressure exerted by the United States on the technical secretariat of the Organisation to influence its conclusions and reports, continued politicization of the Convention and the manipulation of its provisions to target specific States clearly harms the credibility and future of the Organisation. These concerns prompted a group of scientists and prominent figures who worked with the Organisation, notably former Director-General José Bustani, to send a letter to the current Director-General on 8 February of this year expressing concerns about the Organisation’s future as a result of the misleading conclusions and manipulation of the final report of the fact-finding mission regarding the incident of alleged use of chemical weapons in Douma in 2018 and calling for the restoration of the Organisation’s credibility and impartiality. The so-called “Investigation and Identification Team” mentioned by the colleague from the United States was created as a result of manipulation of the provisions of the Convention and under a resolution adopted at a special session of the Conference of States Parties from which more than half of the member States were absent, making the decision illegal. In terms of content, the aforementioned team’s reports are based on an approach that lacks transparency, professionalism and credibility and that has led in previous reports to incorrect conclusions. This approach is based on the manipulation of events, something done by the Organisation in previous reports, in a way that lacks respect for professional standards and adherence to the requirements contained in the Verification Annex to the Convention.
	In conclusion, it must be recalled that the first use of chemical weapons in Syria occurred when the terrorists of Jabhat al-Nusrah, classified by the United Nations as a terrorist entity, fired a shell carrying chemical gases at a Syrian army checkpoint in the city of Khan al-Asal in Aleppo governorate on 19 March 2013. Twenty-five people, including 16 soldiers, were killed in the attack, and dozens more were injured as a result of inhaling toxic gases. Many who followed this case know that the pressure exerted by the United States and some of its allies on the Secretary-General at the time meant that the request by Syria for an investigation into the incident was not granted. Since then, the United States has continued to use this incident as the subject of its political and media campaigns targeting the Syrian Government, taking advantage of the role played by the White Helmets organization, which is linked to terrorist organizations and is funded by the United States and some of its allied Governments, to fabricate chemical weapon attacks. The opposition by the United States to the Russian initiative to negotiate an agreement against chemical and biological terrorism in the Conference on Disarmament may be understood in this context.
	Finally, allow me to respond quickly to what the colleague from the United States said on the issue of accountability. I would remind him that the killing of civilians with weapons of mass destruction has been an American practice that the world has witnessed over the last century, and the United States is therefore not in any position – morally or politically – to talk about accountability.
	The President: I thank the distinguished Ambassador of the Syrian Arab Republic and now give the floor to the distinguished Ambassador of Japan. 
	Mr. Ogasawara (Japan): Mr. President, I would like to exercise our right of reply in response to the statement by the representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.
	First, the nuclear and missile development by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea is in clear violation of a series of United Nations Security Council resolutions that urge that country to abandon all nuclear weapons and ballistic missile programmes.
	It is our greatest hope that ongoing diplomatic efforts will lead to the complete, verifiable and irreversible dismantling of all weapons of mass destruction and ballistic missiles of all ranges by the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, which is a common goal that we all share under the relevant Security Council resolutions. The claims concerning Japan made by the representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea are groundless.
	I would like to emphasize that, for over 70 years, Japan has regarded its history in a spirit of humility. It has consistently respected democracy and human rights and contributed to the peace and prosperity of the Asia-Pacific region, and the international community.
	On the issue of its defence capability, Japan has adhered to the basic precept of maintaining an exclusively defence-oriented policy under its Constitution. Japan will never change the course it has taken as a peace-loving nation.
	Japan and the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea should work to bring true peace to North-East Asia by overcoming mutual mistrust and deepening cooperation with each other. Japan would like to call on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to share this approach and to work together to seek a bright future. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished Ambassador of Japan and now I give the floor to the distinguished delegate of Azerbaijan. 
	Mr. Mardaliyev (Azerbaijan): Mr. President, I am exercising our right of reply to the statement made by the Permanent Representative of Armenia.
	We regret that this august forum has been misused by Armenia to disseminate fabricated propaganda against my country, which my delegation totally rejects. It is appalling that Armenia brazenly accuses Azerbaijan of what it itself committed during its military aggression against Azerbaijanis between September and November 2020. The Armed Forces of Armenia repeatedly used the prohibited cluster munitions and white phosphorus projectiles in deliberate and indiscriminate attacks against densely populated areas of Azerbaijan situated both in the conflict zone and far beyond the military zone.
	As a result of the attacks, 101 Azerbaijani civilians, including 12 children, were killed and more than 400 were wounded. Contrary to its imperative obligations under international customary law and international humanitarian law, Armenia has resorted to employing child soldiers and using kindergartens in school buildings for military purposes.
	All these facts have been well and widely documented by international actors and confirmed in the several reports prepared by international non-governmental organizations, such as Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International. Armenia has refused to hand over maps of minefields that it laid during the occupation of Azerbaijani territories. On the eve of the withdrawal of its military from Azerbaijan, they claimed the lives of 15 and injured 65 citizens of Azerbaijan after the end of hostilities between the two countries in accordance with the trilateral statement signed by the leaders of Azerbaijan, the Russian Federation and Armenia on 10 November 2020. The situation continues to present serious threats to the lives and safety of the Azerbaijani population and affects the realization of the inalienable right of about 1 million Azerbaijani internally displaced persons to return to their native lands in safety and dignity.
	Mr. President, if Armenia is genuinely interested in playing a part in regional peacebuilding and benefiting from the opportunities that have emerged following the signing of the trilateral statement, which has laid the grounds for the normalization of inter-State relations between our two States, it should focus on fulfilling its obligations under the statements of 10 November 2020 and 11 January 2021 in good ways, including by stopping deploying terrorist sabotage groups to the territories of Azerbaijan and withdrawing all its remaining armed forces from there.
	As for the members of the terrorist sabotage group of the Armed Forces of Armenia captured in the occupied territories of Azerbaijan, these persons are not considered prisoners of war in accordance with international humanitarian law. They were deployed to the territory of Azerbaijan two weeks after the trilateral statement on the cessation of hostilities had been signed. They illegally crossed the international border from Armenia into Azerbaijan and committed acts of sabotage and terrorism against Azerbaijani military personnel and civilians that resulted in the killing of four Azerbaijani soldiers and the serious wounding of one civilian. They are liable under the criminal legislation of Azerbaijan and an investigation is under way.
	Mr. President, in conclusion, we invite Armenia to grasp the new reality that has emerged in the region: the reality is that Azerbaijan has effectively restored its territorial integrity and its sovereignty over its internationally recognized territories by bringing Armenia to accept peace. The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict does not exist any longer and has been consigned to history.
	We strongly believe that all efforts should be directed towards using this unique opportunity to establish long-lasting peace and stability in the region. Azerbaijan is committed to the trilateral statement and demonstrates its willingness to turn over the pages of hostility, hatred and confrontation in order to build the future of the region.
	And, last but not least, the statement by Armenia also demonstrated that its behaviour is still far from responsible and far from intended to build relations based on the letter and spirit of international law. Instead of looking into the future and adequately evaluating the new regional realities and the opportunities created, Armenia has again come out with a statement, which, to our deep regret, is an indicator of the destructive thinking of the Armenian political establishment.
	This way of thinking goes against the framework of peace, security and cooperation in the region following that trilateral statement. It is nothing but a pathetic attempt to inflame tension and encourage enmity.
	We strongly condemn this approach by Armenia and call on the international community to persuade this country from actions that would undermine the ongoing efforts for restoring peace and stability in our region. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished delegate of Azerbaijan. I now give the floor to the distinguished delegate of the Republic of Korea. 
	Ms. Choi Soonhee (Republic of Korea): Mr. President, I would like to briefly respond to the remarks made by the representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.
	I would like to reiterate our strong belief that dialogue and diplomacy are the only way to achieve genuine and lasting peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula. In this vein, we asked the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea to respond to our call for the resumption of dialogue, as my Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs stressed in yesterday’s high-level meeting.
	Taking this opportunity, I also look forward to the international community’s unwavering support for the Korean Peninsula peace process. 
	The President: I thank very much the distinguished delegate of the Republic of Korea. I now go to the last speaker on my list and give the floor to the distinguished delegate of Armenia. 
	Mr. Yeritsyan (Armenia): Mr. President, I requested the floor to exercise our right of reply to Azerbaijan. The current situation in Nagorno-Karabakh is the result of a flagrant violation by Azerbaijan of the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations and the objectives of international law, including the obligation to refrain from using or threatening to use force, the peaceful settlement of disputes and the equal rights and self-determination of peoples. Those were the agreed basic principles for the resolution of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict put forth by international mediators mandated by the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe and supported by the Security Council of the United Nations.
	Make no mistake: a solution imposed by means of uninhibited and sheer force, heinous war crimes and great violations of international human rights law and international humanitarian law will never become a basis for a lasting and sustainable peace.
	Social media is full of videos and images depicting immense cruelty against Armenians committed by Azerbaijani armed forces. A video showing Azerbaijani troops summarily executing two captured Armenians was described by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights as appearing to show war crimes being committed. The case was thoroughly investigated and verified by Bellingcat. Ibad Huseynov, who was recently decorated as a national hero of Azerbaijan by President Aliyev of Azerbaijan, is best known for a picture where he is posing with the severed head of an Armenian. The appalling and horrifying list of cruelties against Armenians is much longer. Those who pursue peace do not embrace butchers that decapitate human beings and do not lionize them as national heroes.
	The sanctimonious talk of peace that Azerbaijan preaches is not matched with the corresponding appropriate action on the ground. Azerbaijan continually refuses to release Armenian captives, subjects them to cruel and inhumane treatment and continues to threaten Armenia and Nagorno-Karabakh with a new war. That is a peculiar way to display a peace-loving policy in response to the calls from Armenia to demonstrate positive steps. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished delegate of Armenia. I have now received the last request for right of reply. I therefore give the floor to the distinguished delegate of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. 
	Mr. Ju Yong-Chol (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea): Mr. President, I am taking the floor again to respond to remarks made about the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea just now.
	With regard to remark by South Korea, I would rather not repeat my earlier statement in which I made our position very clear.
	As to the remarks from Japan: before blaming others, Japan should demonstrate that it will not repeat its past humiliating history and do so not by words, but by action; that is, by abandoning its ambition to become a regional military power. 
	The President: I thank the distinguished delegate from the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. With that, it seems that we have no more delegates requesting the floor. So, this concludes our business for today. The presidency will not convene any other plenary meeting of the Conference this week. The Conference secretariat will be in touch with you all regarding the logistical arrangements for the next plenary meeting next week.
	This meeting is adjourned.
The meeting rose at 4.45 p.m.
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