


Mr. President, 

Since this is the first time J am taking the floor during your presidency, 
please allow me, at the outset, to congratulate you on your assumption of 
the CD presidency and express my appreciation for thc eHart you have 
made in promoting the work of the Conference. I am confident that, under 
your able guidance, the focused debate on FMCT will produce a positive 
outcome. 

Mr. President, 

To conclude a negotiated Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty (FMCT) has all 
along been one ofthe important issues on the CD agenda. By banning the 
production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear 
explosive devices, such a treaty would contribute to restraining the 
quantitative development of nuclear weapons. FMCT, together with 
CTST which aims at restricting the qualitative improvement of nuclear 
vveapons, would greatly accelerate thc process of nuclear disarmament 
and non-proliferation. 

The "Shannon Report" adopted by the CD in 1995 provides for the 
mandate on the work of FMCT, i.e., to negotiate "an non-discriminatory, 
multilateral and intemationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning 
the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear 
explosive deviees". Whether this mandatc remains applicable today has 
become one ofthc hotly debated issues. 

The Shannon Report has not come easily. As a result of tough 
negotiations, the Report represents a delicate balance oCthe concems and 
interests of all paJiies. Beginning in 1993 when the UNGA adopted 
rcsolution 48!75L at its 48th session, China has always been pmiy to thc 
conscnsus on the relevant GA resolutions. We maintain, therefore, FMCT 
negotiations in the CD should be bascd on the mandate contained in the 
Shannon Report. We believe that the right approach to achieve the 
"ccssation of production of fissile material" is to adopt a legal instrument 
through negotiations. At the same time, we are of the view that future 
FMCT negotiations should not involve the issue or "stockpile". 
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The CD remains the only forum for negotiating the treaty. In terms of 
uni versality and authority, no other bilateral or multilateral agreement can 
replace such a treaty formally concluded in the CD. 

Mr. President, 

The issue of verification is extremely complex. It relates to such issues as 
whether there should be verifI cation in the future treaty, and if so, what 
kind of verification? Tf no verification is called for, then how to draft 
provisions on issues of "detlnition", "declaration", "dispute settlement" 
and "confidence-building measures" in the meaning of the treaty? 

It is therefore necessary to have the verification issue carefully explored 
and prudently handled. Opinions of all parties concemed, including the 
specific considerations of those who advocate a "FMCT without 
vcrification" must all be taken on board. The Chinesc side will look into 
these suggestions and proposals in real eamest. 

China has all along supported the purposes and objectives of an FMCT 
and consequently supports the CD in finalizing a comprehensive and 
balanced programme of work, whereby substantive work on FMCT, 
P AROS, nuclear disarmament as well as security assurance for 
non-nuclear weapon states can all get underway as soon as possible. To 
this end, we have made unremitting efforts ovcr the course of many years. 
In August 2003, in order to help break the deadlock on the programme of 
work, China demonstratcd further flexibility by expressing its readiness 
to join the consensus on the "Five Ambassador's Proposal". In order to 
revitalize the CD's work, we sincerely hope that parties concerned will 
demonstrate political will, so that we could reach an agreement on tbe 
programme of work based on the "Five Ambassador's Proposal" at an 
early date. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
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