




From our pOint of view, the issues that need more discussion to bring divergent 
positions close are (a) the pace of nuclear disarmament; (b) missile defence; (c) 
vertical proliferation, particularly miniaturisation or further sophistication of nuclear 
weapons; and (c) weaponization of outer space and the potential or planned military 
dominance through such weapons. 

We are glad that starting today, we will attend a two day seminar on "Building the 
Architecture for Sustainable Space Security" being hosted by UNIOIR. 

In the context of a fissile material treaty, issues relating to definition, scope, verification, 
and eXisting stocks are to be discussed and addressed upfront. We have to tackle the 
question if the treaty would deal with disarmament or non-proliferation. 

Our approach to an FMT is based , at a minimum, on three elements: (a) it should be 
tied to the twin objectives of non-proliferation and disarmament. (Prevention of vertical 
and horizontal spread of nuclear weapons technology will ensure non-proliferation; cuts 
into existing stocks, disarmament.); (b) a treaty should have effective verification 
mechanism; and (c) it should be non-discriminatory. 

A few states wish to restrict the proposed ban on fissile materials only to the future 
production . The vast majority of the CD's membership would like the FMT to address 
the issue of stockpiles and, through their progressive and balanced reduction, to 
promote the goal of nuclear disarmament. 

In order to maintain strategic deterrence in South Asia, we shall need to take into 
account the existing fissile materials. One can only presume that, overtime, fissile 
material stocks would be transformed into nuclear weapons. An FMT, which freezes or 
accentuates asymmetries, will accelerate not arrest non-proliferation. 

The principles of a non-discriminatory character of the treaty as well as the international 
and effective verification are not preconditions. Such a characterisation would be a 
misnomer. These are agreed basis which should not be diluted. But even if some 
states have revisited the subject, other items on the table cannot be removed from the 
CO agenda at will. 

Ambassador Yoshiki Mine presented his initial thoughts on an FMT on March 9. Such 
papers are helpful as they attempt to deconstruct this complex issue beyond general 
statements And I would say such efforts are "earnest money deposits" for a good 
cause . 

We have repeatedly said that, at a deeper level , the global security architecture is in a 
state of flux. There are clear differences of perspective, approach and modalities 
among member states. In order to bridge these differences we have called for the need 
to evolve a new security consensus to achieve disarmament and non-proliferation in 
order to address existing and emerging global challenges .. This must be promoted 
through consultations and agreement among all UN member states. 

M. President, 

You propose to hold some informal meetings on FMT. We are ready to partiCipate in 
any setting - formal and informal. It is, however, not correct to assume that delegations 
will be able to say in an informal setting what they will not say in formal meetings. In the 



CD, states are represented and the personal predilections, if any, of a diplomat will not 
override state policies. It will still be the CD Chamber with its backdrop. We cannot 
have a proxy debate here. It has to be the real thing. Hence, the desirability of having 
formal meetings. Informal meetings and seminars are organised by the UNIDIR, the 
Geneva Forum, the GCSP and they are very good at it. We attend them with immense 
enthusiasm. 

It is not correct to argue that some issues are not ripe for negotiation. One would say 
there has been activity on PAROS and disarmament, in one form or the other. On 
NSAs, we do not have to start from scratch. Unilateral declarations made by nuclear 
weapons states can be expanded. The negotiations undertaken in the Conference on 
Disarmament and its Ad Hoc Committee dealing with NSAs can help reach an 
agreement. Proposals, including drafts of an international convention, have been 
submitted under the relevant item in the CD. Therefore,in this context, we fully support 
the call of Ambassador Jose Artur DeNot Medeiros of Brazil made on March 16 in this 
Chamber that legally binding assurances should be given to non-nuclear states. 

Once negotiations start in good faith on all the four issues, it is apparent that they will 
have different pace for progress or lack thereof. At that point one could ask if one 
particular issue was ripe for conclusion or not. Treaty making is a complex and 
demanding process and we all know that. What one needs to appreciate is that the 
impasse in the CD has not only hindered movement on a fissile material treaty but it 
has also held back action on other subjects of equal importance. 

Multilateralism requires states to have a long-term view and to transcend their national 
positions. It is not a simple aggregation of national interests, because no such 
aggregation is possible given varied interests of states. Multilateralism if anything is the 
sum of "enlightened self-interest" . It ensures collective security and therefore entails 
cooperation and agreement on systems for monitoring and verification, and 
compliance. We appreciate that recently some significant pronouncements have been 
made about multilateralism 

Compilations of the focused debates need to be done more carefully. To make them 
useful and credible, they should be based on some objective criterion and 
methodology. Otherwise, full records are good enough. They should try to capture the 
recurrent themes and quote them in their proper context. We trust the Presidents would 
take precautions in not tilting the balance of a compilation in favour of a preferred 
subject or item, although that may be tempting at times. We have to look at the whole, 
not parts, and the President represent all, not parts. 

I would conclude by quoting form the former Secretary General of the CD, Mr. Vladimir 
Petrovsky, who said in November 2001, of course, in a lighter vein: " ... in Geneva, we 
have at our disposal a good, modern car, ready to be used; we have excellent, skilful 
drivers, but the road is blocked by the political will". 

In the CD, it is not a Davinci code that we are trying to decipher; it is writing on the wall, 
which we cannot read through a collective lens, because we have not developed one 
so far. 

I thank you Mr. President. 


