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We would be ready to agree with appointment of Special Coordinators on
the three remaining issues of substance: new types of weapons of mass destruction
and new systerms of such weapons; comprehensive program of disarmament; and
transparency in armaments. We expressed our views on this subject more than
once. We do not expect serious disagreements on it. In our view, such a general
way in which these items are formulated would allow us to consider practically any
specific issue within the framework of an agreed program of work.

Now a few words about other issues related to intemational peace and
security. They, obviously, should meet at [east three criteria to be included in the
program of work: enjoy consensus, correspond to the CD mandate and profile, not
duplicate what other international organizations are doing or must do. We state that
no such issue has been identified yet. Of course, we do not object to continue
looking for them: no doubt, the CD must react to new threats and challenges.
However, we now face a task of the higher order — to resume normal work of the
CD. After all, the idle CD will not be able to consider any issue - either new or
traditional one. The distinguished Ambassador of Sweden made a good point
saying that, “The present debate of old versus new threats is a false debate and the
effect has largely been that neither is dealt with”. Thus, with our full respect of the
right of any member state to propose any issue for consideration, we believe that at
this stage it is important not to complicate the already difficult search for
compromise on the program of work by introducing additional issues, regardless of
how topical they might be. Meanwhile, we, of course, remain open-minded for any
tdeas and proposals without prejudice to agreement on the program of work.

Mr. President,

In conclusion, a few words on one methodological issue. Russia welcomes
all efforts in the search of consensus on the balanced program of work of the CD.
Only such a program can really unify various interests and priorities within a
multilateral forum operating on the basis of the rule of consensus. All the demands
to renounce a balanced approach ignore reality, deviate from it, bring about
additional difficulties and do not facilitate progress to compromise. The way-out
is elsewhere: under present conditions progress can be ensured by moving towards
each other, by taking into account each other’s interesis and concerns, and by
showing good will.

Russian delegation adheres to this particular line and proceeds from the
point that, provided that we have the political will of the states, we could reach
consensus on the CD program of work on the basis of the A5 proposal. I would
remind you that it is an evolving proposal.

Thank vou.



