




First, my delegation observes that the only cause of the current deadlock in the 
CD is the lack of political will of its members. No country in this chamber, I 
believe, is against the ultimate goal of achieving general and complete 
disarmament under strict and effective international control. Yet, for years, this 
Conference has been held hostage by some who believe that the only way 
forward is through the use of the rule of consensus. If we are serious about 
making progress in our substantive work, a political will is a must and, to have 
such a will, there should be flexibility and openness. Otherwise, I am afraid that 
at this very early stage of the session, the outcomes of the 2006 Conference on 
Disarmament can already be predicted. 

Second, we are all aware that the presence of weapons of mass destruction 
poses a serious threat and a great danger not only to countries that own or 
produce them, but to all countries, to all human beings. Addressing such a 
problem certainly does not belong to a handful of countries; instead, a multilateral 
approach should be the best way to proceed. A unilateral approach in this 
regard is certainly welcome and also appreciated, but it will only solve the 
problem partially and incomprehensively. Therefore, multilateralism in arms 
control and disarmament should be widely accepted and respected as the key 
principle in our work since it represents the relevance and importance of the 
international forum, including the Conference on Disarmament. 

Third, arms control and disarmament is certainly a very broad and complex issue 
as it embraces a wide range of aspects -- political, economic, humanitarian, 
environmental, and more. Meanwhile, each type of weapons of mass destruction 
has also its complicated ramifications, making our efforts to abolish them more 
difficult. It is in this regard that my delegation wishes to stress the ultimate 
importance of pragmatism if we really wish to see the Conference on 
Disarmament makes real progress. Indonesia remains committed to the final 
objective of a world free of weapons of mass destruction and to a treaty of 
general and complete disarmament under strict and effective international 
control. However, Indonesia is also pragmatic on the ways and means to 
achieve these objectives and, in this context, is more than ready to have a step­
by-step approach. Ideally, we would prefer to see the CD address all the items 
on the agenda simultaneously; but we are also ready to start discussing some of 
them as suggested in the A-5 proposal, for example. The proposal which has 
been widely acclaimed as the most viable in years is on the table. My delegation 
is ready, if it is the wish of the Conference, to start discussing it and get the ball 
rolling. 

Mr. President, 

This Conference needs to be revitalized and for that purpose we need a political 
will in order to restart our discussions; we need to underscore the role of 
multilateral ism in this endeavor and we need to be pragmatic in our approach. 
The P-6 has started its work with the fresh idea of a unified presidency. It is our 
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hope that this initiative will be followed up by sustained and constructive 
discussions and deliberations. 

Finally, Mr. President, the Ambassador of the Netherlands reminded us a few 
days ago of the noble meaning of the painting in this chamber. May I therefore, 
in turn, remind everyone here that prior to entering this room, on the wall in the 
hallway, we can read these words by Robert Cecil: "Here is a great work for 
peace in which all can participate. The nations must disarm or perish. Be just, 
and fear not". It is my conviction that together we can do this great work. 

Thank you Mr. President. 
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