








failure; it reflects the deep divergences in the security concerns, priorities and
goals of Member States. 1t is, therefore, not surprising that we have not been
successful in reaching consensus on CD’s programme of work.

We do not share the view that the current impasse signifies the failure of the
Conference. As the sole multilateral disarmament negotiating body, the
Conference has continuing relevance in today’s world. There is no alternative
forum that brings together militarily significant States and that can engage in
negotiations on issues that directly impact on international security. If there is a
divergence of views on security concerns, the same absence of convergence
among key States will also impede progress in any alternative process or
mechanism.

Mr. President,

India believes that we need to remain engaged in deliberations, since these are
an essential prerequisite for success of any negotiating process. Your pragmatic
proposal to undertake an exploration of agenda issues may be an instrument of
distillation, leading to the enlargement of the common ground. As Mahatma
Gandhi said, and I quote: “no principle exists without its application.” We must
persevere in our efforts, but these should expressly be made for the purpose of
establishing a programme of work. We are supporting the presidential initiative in
the hope that discussions in the plenary meetings may lead to the commencement
of substantive work in the Conference.



