


Italy fully subscribes to the statement made today by the EU Presidency on an FMCT 
and recalls that the EU's support to an FMCT is part both of an EU strategy and of a legally 
binding Conunon Position. These commitments are corroborated by more recent high level 
declarations at national level: Ambassador Rivasseau illustrated to the CD the reference to 
FMCT made in a recent French presidential Statement. We also appreciated the presence 
last week of the Minister of State of the United Kingdom, Dr. J(jm Howells, who made 
wide reference to FMCT in his Statement to this body. The promotion of an FMCT is at this 
stage the object ofItaly's special attention in its bilateral and multilateral contacts. 

We also noted with interest the reference to a cooperation between India and the 
United States for the conclusion of a multilateral Fissile Material Cut-off Treaty in their 
bil ateral statement of July 18 last year .. 
Mr. President, 

Several delegations have already mentioned the FMCTduring the general debates 
and the focussed discussion on nuclear disarmament. This is legitimate and appropriate not 
only on the basis of paragraph 30 of our rules of procedures, but also because an FMCT is 
an integral part of the nuclear disarmament and arms control process as well as of the non­
proliferation process (no additional weapon grade fissile material, no additional countries 
producing it). It is no coincidence that it figures as a prominent item of the progressive 
efforts to implement Art.6 of the NPT indicated by the 2000 NPT Review Conference. In 
fact we are already behind schedule with regard to the year 2000 indications which 
established a fi ve years delay for the entry into force of such a Treaty. 

For some - especially after 1998 - an FMCT negotiation comes too late. We are not 
of this opinion. A legally binding commitment would still signifi cantly enhance 
international peace and security. An FMCT is part of the "acquis" on nuclear disarmament 
to which at least all NPT contracting parties have subscribed. It is feasible, and we believe it 
is consensual. I recall the statement made by Ambassador Freeman of the United Kingdom 
on February 23: "we have again been struck by the fact that no delegation disagrees on the 
need to start negotiations on an FMCT" . In our reading this means that there is a consensus 

. on the principle of an FMCT negotiation. We are aware that some delegations have other 
priorities. We are ready to deal with them. Nuclear Disarmament, Paros, Negative Security 
Assurances, the so called "new issues" are legitimate items for a program of work, however 
as yet they do not command full consensus. We should try to avoid that the "good" becomes 
a victim of the "better" ; it would be a paradox if an FMCT, which is part and parcel of the 
nuclear disarmament process, were to fall victim to that very process. How can we be 
serious about nuclear weapons disarmament if we don't start by "cutting off' the flow of the 
material necessary to produce those weapons and we do not agree that this material should 
never be produced again? 

We welcome the. fact that most of the nuclear weapons States have already 
established a moratorium on the production of fissile material for weapon, some of them 
have taken a further step forward by dismantling their production facilities, others are 
believed at least not to produce such material any more. Pending the entry into force of an 

. FMCT we call on all States, including non NPT States, to declare and uphold a moratorium 
on the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices. 
A confirmation on non-production of such a material even by NPT non nuclear weapons 
States could be helpful to create a momentum conducive to a wider commitment. 

But moratoria and unilateral declarations as well as simple de facto abstentions on 
production are no substitute for a legally binding instrument. 



Mr. President, 
The issue of the possession of the full nuclear fuel cycle is one of the key problems 

the international community has to face today. Proposals are coming from many quarters to 
establish a new discipline which would require further restraints especially from non­
nuclear weapons States. A new discipline on fissile material for civil purposes would benefit 
from an agreement on weapon grade fissile material through an FMCT. We are talking in 
this case of the most dangerous kind of nuclear fissile material: the one destined for nuclear 
explosions. This is probably the material which terrorist groups are most eager to obtain. 
We believe that the international community would be much safer if such production were 
stopped, if a new nuclear arms race were made impossible, if production facilities for this 
material were to be decommissioned. An FMCT ' could be conducive to possible 
understandings on the discipline of the nuclear fuel cycle. 
Mr. President, 

We are looking forward to a more focused discussion on this issue in the coming 
weeks and months. We hope that delegations will respond positively to the indications of 
the Presidents to actively participate in the discussions, including through the presence of 
experts. We would also favour the participation of the lAEA to provide information on the 
FMCT issue in accordance with paragraph 41 of the Rules of Procedure. 

We appreciate the comprehensive and substantial statement made by the Ambassador 
of Japan with its concrete references to some of the main questions of substance and of 
procedure. We share the view expressed by the distinguished delegate of Brazil, that very 
strict, detailed and prescriptive approaches at the outset risk delaying the beginning of 
negotiations. A similar concept was expressed by the Ambassador of Egypt. We welcome 
the fact that the Ambassador of France has informed us of the significant step by his 
country 's dismantling of its fissile material installations for weapons grade plutonium and 
REU. 

We share the indication by the Ambassador of Algeria that an FMCT should take 
charge both of disarmament and non-proliferation subjects, and note the interesting remarks 
on fissile material transparency presented by the Irish Ambassador. The incremental 
approach advocated by the Ambassador of Chile for an FMCT negotiation is of interest and 
deserves further attention. Other delegations also mentioned the FMCT and we listened 
carefully to the references to such a Treaty contained in the NGO Statement delivered on the 
occasion of the International Women's Day. The attention already given to an FMCT is in · 
our view a signal of a wide expectation vis a vis such a negotiation and augurs well for a 
more in-depth approach in the coming sessions. 
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