





The package approach to starting substantive work in the CD has not delivered a
consensus agreement on a way forward. We need to recognise this and act on
this recognition. Some issues are not ripe for negotiation. None of the formal
proposals has so far gained consensus and it is unlikely any will gain consensus
now or even in the future. The question is therefore what to do in these
circumstances? What is a realistic way forward? There has been throughout the
general debate in recent weeks much recognition amongst colleagues that a
more imaginative approach is needed. indeed one of the more creative
approaches so far has been the time-tabling of our discussions for the coming
year by the P6. We look forward to playing an active role in these discussions,
which should demonstrate again that an FMCT is ripe for negotiation. Let's start
on this and continue to discuss the other core issues and other key issues, and
additional issues, in the formal and informal Plenaries and see where that leads.

On what the P6 have termed additional issues, like other colleagues, we see
value in discussing appropriate issues provided that they can command
consensus and are relevant to the agenda of the CD.

Mr President, you should be assured that with your P6 colleagues and the
Friends of the Chair, that the UK is ready to engage in discussions of substance
with a view to finding a way out of this unacceptable deadlock in the CD. if
subjects are ripe for negotiations, they should be negotiated; if they require more
discussion, let them be discussed. But we cannot credibly any longer hold back
action on what is ripe, for reasons of linkage. Given contemporary challenges,
can we any longer afford not to start FMCT negotiations; and will civil society in
all our countries any longer accept a disabling linkage preventing us responding
by beginning such negotiations?



