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Mr. President,

Let me assure you of our full cooperation during your Presideney, which has the daunting task of
coordinating an agrecment over the report of the Confercice on Disarmament.

Allow me to say a few words on this item.

This year has seen an impressive improvement of the work of the CD. The “P6™ initiative has made a
marked difference. Simple statistics will show that in 2006 wc had more meetings, more interventions,
more written contributions, and more experts present than in other vears of the last decade. Betler still,
discussions were of high value, proving that on disarmament issues, progress is much needed.

To the Netherlands, it is clear that some topics are riper for negotiations than others. Al the samc time,
this year’s successtul joint approach by six presidencies has confirmed once more that at present there
is only one avenue which will lead to a Programme of Work: that is by [ully taking into consideration
the reality of varying security perceptions in the world. Already the ancient Greeks knew that in the
same river, there are as many bathing cxpericnces as bathers,

Last year, the U.N. Secretary-General's High-level Panel on Threats. Challenges and Change put it
like this, and 1 quote: “without mutual recognition of threats there can be no collective security. Self-
help will rule, mistrust will predominate and cooperation for long-term mutual gain will elude us”
end of quote. '

In practice, a colicctive security approach implies that whalever you see as priority, the solution must
include a serious combination of interests. So whoever maintaing that only one item should be on the
table, effectively does not contribute to an agreement over a Programme of Work.

This brings me to our upcoming report.

Mr. President,

Of course, your draft will contain references to the cncouraging changes in our working methods this
year, and to the improved debates which resulted from that.

But the Netherlands considers it vital that in the report, all CD member states agree on drawing the
obvious conseguences of this positive development.

These consequences could be the following:

Firstly: An improved coordimation between Presidencies has shown 1o be crucial for organising
meaningful debate and this coordination should therefore be continued;

Secondly: At the same time, simply repeating this year’s exercise in 2007 is not a meaningful foliow-
up:

And thirdly: This year's approach of focused, structured debates has resulted in the clearest possible
configuration of the topics at hand. We could conclude that our programme of work for 2007 must be
a manifestation of this year’s debates: an arrangement which reflects the spectrum of issucs and gives
each of them its relative weight.

Mr. President,

Last year, in the U.N. Summit Qutcome. ali our states agreed that “coliective security depends on
effective cooperation”, It would be rather embarrassing if multilaterally we can agree to abstract
concepts like these, but not to their application in practice. That is why it is crucial that this vear’s CD
Report includes some conerete signposts for follow-up.

It should be possible by now to make the proposed draft mandate text on an FMCT our foremost focal
point in view of at last restoring this Body’s position as a negotiating forum again,
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