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issues that can shape us a substantive framework for discussions 

at an ad hoc Committee for dealing with nuclear disannament." 

Mr. President, 

Within the context of the process agreed by the six Presidents, 

we warmly welcome your initiative to hold both formal and 

informal plenary meetings, coupled with interactive discussions 

with experts on the issue of fissile material. This wise 

combination of political considerations and technical expertise 

can certainly contribute to deepen the examination of all aspects 

related to the proposed negotiation of a fissile material treaty. 

The need to adopt an international instrument banning the 

production of fissile material for nuclear weapons is all the more 

relevant in an international environment in which there is a 

growing danger that such material could fall in the hands of non­

State actors. 

My delegation favors the start of negotiations of a treaty 

barming the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or 

other nuclear explosive devices. In this cormection, the scope of 

such a Treaty must be clearly defmed, in order to ensure the 

preservation of the inalienable right of States to develop 

research, production and use of nuclear energy for peaceful 

purposes. 

The negotiation of a Fissile Material Treaty (FMT) should be 

undertaken on the basis of the parameters established in 1995 by 

the Shannon Mandate. In other words, we believe that a Fissile 



Material Treaty should be non discriminatory, multilateral and 

internationally and effectively verifiable. Nonetheless, as we 

have indicated previously during the first phase of our work this 

year, the fact that there are different positions on the specifIc 

aspect of verification should not impede the start of 

negotiations. 

The recent submission of a number of interesting and very 

useful working papers will certainly contribute to a more 

focused discussion of all the complex issues that will have to be 

dealt with during negotiations, such as definitions, scope, stocks, 

etc. 

From our part, we are of the opinion that an FMT should address 

the issue of stocks. Such an approach would lead to the 

negotiation of a multilateral instrument that would be the natural 

and necessary corollary to the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty 

(CTBT), and thus would encompass both disarmament and non 

proliferation concerns. 

Mr. President, 

Let us hope that the same degree of interest and interactive 

debate can be maintained in the coming weeks in our 

Conference. The dynamics developed with the six Presidents 

structured debates process should help us to achieve the much 

needed political agreement on a program of work that will allow 

us to move forward from the stage of discussions/debates to the 

phase of negotiations. 



We must be able to show that the CD remains a politically 

relevant forum in the field of disarmament and non proliferation 

Thank you. 


