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STATEMENT BY SOUTH AFRICA 

AT THE  970TH  PLENARY OF THE 

CONFERENCE ON DISARMAMENT HELD ON 

1 FEBRUARY 2005

Mr President,

At the outset, please allow me to congratulate you on your assumption of the Presidency of the Conference on Disarmament and to assure you of my delegation’s wholehearted support for the ongoing and tireless efforts to forge a consensus on a Programme of Work for the CD. I would furthermore also like to take this opportunity to welcome our new colleagues to the Conference.

As you are no doubt aware, Mr President, you have the important task of leading us in our work and resolving the problems that confront us at the beginning of this 2005 session of the CD.  This, I might add, is particularly relevant in view of the deadlock that the Conference has experienced during the last number of years. 

Mr President,

Our first task is the adoption of our agenda for this year, and we believe that it should be possible for the Conference to adopt the same agenda -- based on the Decalogue  -- which we adopted at the beginning of 2004.  The more problematic aspect, however, will be to reach an agreement on the work that we will undertake this year. In this regard, my delegation believes that the international community’s endeavours to address issues of non-proliferation, disarmament and arms control will continue to be frustrated if this body does not get back to work immediately.

The CD clearly cannot afford to waste yet another year without seriously jeopardising its credibility. Already for many years now the Conference has not been able to agree on a Programme of Work, largely due to differences relating to negotiating mandates. It would also appear as though our endeavours to adopt a Programme of Work – whether it relates to prevention of an arms race in outer space, nuclear disarmament, a ban on fissile material and/or other issues – have routinely been thwarted by a lack of political will and narrow self-interest. 

Mr President,

As we are all aware, past efforts to narrow down the differences on a Programme of Work have led us to the proposal of the five Ambassadors – as amended – on which we have deliberated on many occasions. In this regard, it would be fair to say that many delegations, including this one, would ideally wish to see that proposal is strengthened in certain areas. As you are probably aware South Africa, for instance, has on a number of occasions stated in this forum that it is uncomfortable with the mandate of the proposed Ad Hoc Committee on negative security assurances. 

This having been said, Mr President, my delegation nevertheless believes that the A-5 proposal represents a delicate compromise that deserves the support of all Members of this body. In our view, it remains the most realistic proposal for the adoption of a Programme of Work and South Africa therefore remains willing to join a consensus on its adoption. In this regard, my delegation would once again appeal to all Members to show a spirit of flexibility, as well as the necessary commitment to ensure that this body, as the single multilateral negotiating forum in the field of disarmament, lives up to the expectations of the International Community.
Mr President,

We would do well to remind ourselves that whilst the Conference on Disarmament may be recognised as the multilateral institution responsible for the negotiation of international disarmament agreements, it is not the Conference’s limited membership that bears the cost of the United Nations resources that are being expended while the deadlock in CD continues.  On the contrary, it is the entire UN membership -- namely CD members, as well as those countries that have not been included in the CD’s membership -- that through their assessed contributions to the UN budget has to foot the bill for what has now become the Conference’s continued inactivity for the past eight years. All UN Member States therefore have a right to hold the Conference accountable for its failure to move forward on negotiations that have been identified by the international community as a whole, and to hold the Conference responsible for the resources that are being expended.

Mr President,

The South African delegation to the 2004 United Nations First Committee meeting in New York already made the point that if the Conference on Disarmament should continue its inability to commence with required disarmament negotiations, it may very well become necessary to consider an alternative course of action. Should we this year yet again fail to reach consensus on a Programme of Work, my delegation would suggest that the time is rapidly approaching for us to consider whether it would not be more useful and cost effective to suspend the CD’s activities until a consensus resolution or resolutions are adopted in the General Assembly mandating the commencement of negotiations.  Whilst this would obviously not be an ideal situation for this body to find itself in, it would -- in our view -- in the interim allow the redeployment of needed resources to areas of great need. It would furthermore also create a situation where we can avoid the apparently endless disputes and deadlock in the Conference on its Programme of Work.

Mr President,

What I have said should not be interpreted in a negative fashion, neither should it be construed as downplaying the important role that the CD can, and should, play. On the contrary, this body has the primary role in substantive negotiations on priority questions of disarmament. The Conference therefore has a particular and special responsibility to resolve the present impasse and to lead the international community in resolving the challenges facing non-proliferation, disarmament and arms control issues in the world today.

In conclusion, Mr President,

South Africa remains ready to work with you and all other delegations to break the deadlock in which the CD has found itself for the past number of years. It is incumbent upon us all to rise to the challenges that face us and to allow the Conference to be what it ought to be, namely the single multilateral negotiating forum in the field of disarmament. We can not – and certainly should not – allow the inactivity of this important body to continue any longer. It is time to act decisively: not only in the interest of the international community, but also to salvage the integrity of the Conference on Disarmament. And the time to act is now.
I thank you, Mr President.

