





The fact that for some reason this very room is almost permanently obscured, blocking the
light from outside, making it look like a Pharaonic Tomb that, morcover. lost its golden
brightness long ago, is in my opinion itllustrative. Now in its second millennium, it is about
time for the CD to draw the curtains, metaphorically as well as literally. As Goethe said on his

death bed, “Mehr Licht! ", More light is needed.

Thirdly, let me briefly dwell on the concept of i111agi11ati01i. It is impaortant, since it involves
Capitals as much as us here in Geneva. Since the CD deadlock is not a particular Geneva
problem, but one in which Capitals play of course the central role.

When speaking to colleagues about the present stalemate in the CI, quite a numbcr
reluctantly agree that perhaps only a massive catastrophe in the near future would give

renewed urgency to agreeing on a Programme of Work and getting down to business.
Of course, no-one would want this to become true.

My only point is the following. We should never find ourselves in the situation that in
retrospect only the occurrence of a disaster of sorts could have catalysed the necessary
“political will” to start working again.

That is why it is our duty to timely imagine o/l possibilities; it is our task to come up with
security analyses as broadly shared as possible, and it is our plight, of all of us, to
compromise, so that we can effectively contribute to preventing catastrophe. As the former
President of the United States ot America, John F. Kennedy, once put it: “We cannot

negotiate with those who say, “What’s mine is mine, and what’s yours is negotiable”.
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M, President, some concluding remarks at the end. Allow me here to return to today’s reality
in the CD.

Last week, at our opening session. the Netherlands urged the P6 to circulate, without
unnecessary delay, a limetable of activities, structuring the discussions in the CD for the rest

of the year.



[ was delighted by your assurances that you will, on behalf of the Pé, circulate such a

timetable no later than February 9™,

In cur view a timetable should be designed in a manner allowing the CD to engage in focused
discussions, dealing with the four + one items that I mentioned last week as the obvious topics
for discussion, Each should be discussed in its own right. And each topic should be allocaled
at least several consecutive days for in-depth formal discussions on an equal basis. Having
furthermore a number of Friends of the President assist the Presidencies. They could assist in
preparing and/or moderating follow-up informal discussions and provide a much-needed

continuity.
The reasons for such an approach seem self-evident. Member states can organise and prepare
themselves beforehand. send qualified experts to patticipate in the discussions, and provide

adequate briefings and instructions.

Of course. in-built flexibility should allow for follow-up on any subject, like informal

sessions, continuation of the discussion on a specilic topic if needed, and side-events.
Mr. President, our expectations arc high. But the stakes are high as well.

At stake is the very existence of this Institution as a viable and credible framework for global

negotiations on disarmament and non-proliferation.

Thank you Mr, President.



