





The CD remains the only forum for negotiating the treaty. In terms of
universality 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 verification in the future treaty, and if so, what
kind of veritication? It no verification is called for, then how to draft
provisions on issues of “definition”, “declaration”, “dispute settlement”
and “confidence-building measures” in the meaning of the treaty?

It 1s therefore necessary to have the verification issue carefully explored
and prudently handled. Opinions of all parties concerned, including the
specific considerations of those who advocate a “FMCT without
verification” must all be taken on board. The Chinese side will look into
these suggestions and proposals in real earnest.

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,
PAROS, 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 over the course of many years.
In August 2003, in order to help break the deadlock on the programme of
work, China demonstrated further {lexibility 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 the
programme of work based on the “Five Ambassador's Proposal” at an
early date.

Thank you, Mr. President.



