








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 possibie 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 ook at the whole,
not parts, and the President represent all, not parts.

| would conclude by quoting form the former Secretary General of the CD, Mr. Viadimir
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 excelient, 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.

| thank you Mr. President.



