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M. President,

It 13 indeed a pleasure to take the floor under your stewardship of the Conference
on Disarmament, May I take this Opportunmty o congratulate you and your country on
your assumption of this Important responsibility. I assure you the full Cooperation of my
delegation in all Your endeavors at this difficult Juncure for the CD. 1 also wish to
express my full appreciation for your predecessor Ambassador Volker Heinsberg for his
professional efforts as the Presider.t of the Conference on Disarmament.

Atits 896™ mesting of the D, 1 was appointed as the Special Coordinator on the
Improved and Effective F unctionirg of the Conference on Disarmament to follow-up on
work already undertaken on this subject during the previous year. I thank my group, the
Group of 21, as wel| a5, all other members of this Conference for confidence placed once
agamn, by re-appointing me for this onerous task and for the continued cooperation |
received during my tenure.

Mr. President,

In my efforts w fizlfll mYy mandate, I employed several methods of consultations
that would enable me 10 reach out t> all delegations without exception. Having indicated
I writing to all delegations a number of possible areas for discussion, [ conducted
several rounds of open-ended informal consultations, [y addition, there were several
bilateral discussions with interestedd delegations. In this regard, I wish to express my
appreciation for the inierest shown by many members of thijs Conference on this issue by
artending open-ended vonsultalions and centribuung substantively and meaningtully, In
addition to oral presemtations, some delegations also commumecatad their views in writing
both formally and informally.

M. President,

I believe. as [ stawed in my statement at the conclusion of last year's CD session,
the decision to appoint a Special Conrcinator on the Improved and Effective Functioning
of the €D s primarily a manifestation of a desire of the members of the CD to explore

measures for further improvemen of the methods of functioning of the Conference,

Nevertheless, it was made clear by many that our work on procedure should not
be construed as a substirate for work on substance nor diverr our attention from
continuation of efforts to find common ground 0 agree on most important substantive
1ssues. The general view was that the mabiiity of this Conference to conduct substantive
WwOrIK 15 riot a procedural 1mpasse, but a substantive poliical issue. Nevertheless. many
believed that there is roam 10 be Inrovative with a view to str¢amlhiring some procedural
aspects of our work so that at least such reform can be usefu! and wil; hopefully engender
tull-fledged substantive negotiations of this Conference, sooner than later. It was also

felt thar it would be a usefi! exercise to Prepare and evolve a better procedural
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framework for our work pending agresment 10 conduct substantive negotiations.



Mr. President,

As we procceded with consultations, there was an air of expectation that this time
around there may be a possibility for agreeing on at least faw procedural mechanisms that
would enhance effective functioning, if not the unage of the Conference. However, as
consultations became more focused, devil crept into detail, and it became evident that,
this year too, reaching consensus on any concrete measures for reform of procedures of
the CD will elude us. This conclusion, perhaps gives credence to the view that the
procedural status quo of the CD does not require reform as yet, and that it i3 not a reason
as 10 why the CD has tied itself in innumerable knots into a deadlipck.

Duning counsultations, many issues were highlighted by delegations. They are;
application of the rule of consensus; adoption of the agenda and the programme of work;
expansion of the CD; current system of groupings; optimal use of the mechanisms
provided for in the rules of procedurs, in particular on CD/1036; estabiishment of a new
category of subsidiary bedies for substantive discussions on agenda items; continuation
of the pre-existing subsidiary bodies; wider and frequen: use of the informal open-ended
corsultatiens; structured and substantive discussions at the plenary on each agenda item;
automatic establishment of ad-hoc committees on all agenda items; appointment of
“Inends of President”; NGO participation: the tenure of the Presidency; whether to
inciude in the annual report 2 summary of main issues discussed at plenary meetings; the
study of the improved and effective functioning by a small group; the role of the
secretariat;, establishment of a Bureau for the Confersnce: and re-examination of the rules
of procedure.

Mr. President,

Out of these issues of interest to delegations, in my opinion, szveral enjoyed
general agreement for reform, but not consensus.

Me. President,

For preponderant majority of Jelegations, it was an anomalous situation that this
Conference still remained practically closed for NGOs at a nme when the civil society
groups are recognized as major participants and contributors in almost all other areas of
human coilective effort, in particular, in other UN fora. In this context, therz was
substanual support for several alternative metheds that could enhance participation of
NGOs. Some favored convening a special meeting or meetings of the CD plenary for
NGOs to attend and express their views and make contriburtions to CDs work. Such a
modality. it was argued, is in line with the practice followed at many inter-governmental
conferences such as NPT review conferences. It was alse argued thart States could benefit
from contributions by the NGOs who are now considered as well-informed stakeholders
in many disarmament endeavors, Therefore the exclusion of NGOs Srom the activities of
the CD, according to many. is nol only. anachronistic but also demies the Conference of
the perspective of the civil societv and their vaiuable expertise.

It was generally recognized that greater invelvement of NGOs in the CD may not
roediby conmiribere 1o gvercome the current substantive deadlock and in fact should not be
tiie reason for their enhanced participation. There was also a common understanding that
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in view of the nature of the CO as the sole muitilateral inter-governmental negotiating
forum on disarmament, the presznce of NGOs would not be appropriate in ad-hoc
subsidiary bodies and at closed sessions.

However, there was a fundamentally different view that the participation in any
and all activiics of the Conference must remain limited 10 representatives of
Governments. This view made it impossible to reach consensus on any measure that will
enhance participation of NGOs more than what is prescribed in present rules of procedure
of the CD.

Nevertheless, in the light of an apparent overwhelming desire of many delegations
in the CD to provide an enhanced role for NGOs, it is my belicf that the Secretariat as
well as individual delegations will take all possible measures within current regulations
of the CD to offer maximum level of facilities to the interested NGOs to make their
presence felt at the CD.

Mr. Pregident,

Many delegations made valuable contibutions on the need for optimal use of
mechanisms already avaifabie under the agreed procedures of the CD. In this regard,
there were specific proposals that received greater attention. The content of CD/1036,
which was adopted in August 1990 and in particular its paragraph 3 (d) was ¢onsidered
with a view to making this paragraph, less ambiguous. Although some others did not see
any ambiguity in the paragraph, they were prepared to consider a proposal to reformulare
1. In this regard, a general view emerged that in case of an absence of consensus on the
establishment of any particular subsidiary body or its mandate, the incumbent President
may appoint a special coordinator on that subject to assist in carrying out infermal
consultations with a view to reacting consensus, Moreover, if no agreement can be
reached to establish a subsidiary bcdy on a particular subject. the incumbent President
may convene informal open-ended discussions on that subject pending agreement on a
mandate to ¢stablish a subsidiary body. However, consensus on this view could not be
achueved since some strongiy believe that these ideas are not workable.

Nevertheless, there was widespread support for wider and more frequent use of
informal and open-ended consultaticns on specific issues in general. {t is my hope that
vour Presidency and the fiture Presidents would take this general agreement of the
membership of the CD into consideration in conducting the work of the Conference.
Indeed, ] reckon that your predeces:or Ambassador Voiker has already staried the ball
roling in this regard  According to many delegations, these consultations - both formal
and informal — should be encouraged 10 examine and debate issues contained in the
agenda or the programme of work. Such action was viewed as conveying a message to
the public that the CD, though not vet able 10 adopt a programme of work, is active and
maxinuzing the use of its resources. Informal and open-¢nded consultations were also
viewed by some delepations as a flexible method that could provide an opportunry to
deal with issues in a substantive manner. pending agrecment or establishment of
subsidiary bodies 10 commence nceobiations.

(]






