




weapons states during the last four plenary sessions. 

They identified useful elements for further elaboration such as the role of 
nuclear weapons in security policy, ways to strengthen transparency, the 
principle of irreversibility, and FMCT. 

We believe elaboration by nuclear weapons states on the role of nuclear 
weapons in their military doctrines will contribute towards dispelling 
unnecessary misgivings about their intentions. A proactive attitude by the 
nuclear weapons states is essential. Writen submissions of their positions 
on this issue as official documents of the CD should be greatly appreciated 
by the non-nuclear weapon states. 

Furthermore, we need also to seek ways to strengthen transparency 
concerning nuclear warhead stockpiles, disarmament implementation, etc. 
Strengthening transparency not only contributes towards building 
confidence among nuclear weapons states, but also provides useful 
reference materials for non-nuclear weapon states to assess progress in 
nuclear disarmament. As Ireland suggested in its last intervention, we may 
take a phased and evolutionary approach. We would like to hear the views 
of the nuclear weapons states on this point. 

In particular, taking into consideration the institutional deficit to make use 
of such information at multilateral levels, nuclear weapons states are 
suggested to jointly work out a practical formula to be implemented in a 
systematic way and on a regular basis. 

The issue of irreversibility has assumed increasing importance among 
nuclear disarmament-related issues in the face of the possibility of nuclear 
terrorism. Safe storage and destruction of excess material resulting from 
disarmament measures have become vital to international peace and 
security. These materials must be permanently and irreversibly disposed of. 

At the multilateral level as well as at the bilateral level, significant efforts 
are underway in this regard. In particular, we expect full implementation of 
the Trilateral Initiative and its expansion to other nuclear weapons states to 
assure transparency and irreversibility of these materials. Progress in this 
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area, coupled with continued progress in the reduction of warheads, will no 
doubt help to build confidence on the issue of fissile materials. 

Mr. President, 

Among the four core issues of the CD, FMCT remains the priority for 
Korea. Like many others, we believe that negotiations on FMCT should 
start immediately. We should not prejudge what the treaty is to say. 

In this sense, we hope that during the focused debates on FMCT in May, 
our deliberations will be organized along the normal structure of arms 
control treaties, so that they may serve as a springboard for progress in the 
future. 

Mr. President, 

The international community is in a bind, where mistrust and accusations 
penneate at every level of multilateral disarmament fora, while unreserved 
cooperation involving all nations is urgently called for to effectively 
address the security threats of the day. Sadly, the CD has exemplified the 
situation. 

Against this bleak background, the six presidencies of 2006 have worked 
very hard in seeking a breakthrough. The current Korean presidency is 
expected to set the tone for the rest of the year. We are encouraged to detect . 
a modicum of cautious optimism in this regard. 

Focused and interactive debates on CD issues themselves carmot produce 
definitive results. But still they serve as stepping stones as delegations 
continue to search for solutions to the CD issues in the years to come. 

In this sense, I hope that at the end of this year, we would all be celebrating 
the good results of the outstanding efforts of the six presidents. 

I thank you. 
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