




Mr. President, 

This year's CD session started with a sobering assessment by the UN Secretary 
General. He points to a series of setbacks in 2005 and finds the global 
disarmament machinery weakened. 

His prescription for dealing with the situation is modest. The impasse in the 
CD, he says, cannot be broken by procedural means or merely by fine tuning 
the existing proposals. We know that so well here in Geneva. The Secretary 
General urges capitals to develop a new political consensus on priorities in 
arms control and disarmament. He rightly emphasizes the need for debates to 
foster consensus building processes. 

The failure to agree on disarmament and non-proliferation reflects deep 
divergences amongst UN Member States. This is a dangerous trend for peace 
and security, especially in regions of tension. It was against this backdrop that 
President Pervez Musharraf in his address to the UN General Assembly on 
September 14, 2005 said: "We must evolve a new consensus to achieve 
disarmament and non-proliferation". Such a consensus must be pursued 
through consultations and agreement among all UN Member States. 

Mr. President, 

You would agree that in building such a consensus we should start from the 
UN Charter's cardinal principle that security is the right of every state. The 
Declaration of SSOD-I accepted the principle of equal security for all states. A 
new security consensus, based on these principles, should address existing 
and emerging global challenges of regional and international security. This 
goal can be achieved through the Conference on Disarmament or a special 
session of the United Nations Disarmament Commission. 

The CD agenda itself emanates from the Decalogue. The four core issues -
nuclear disarmament, FMT, PAROS and NSAs - constitute a delicate 
equilibrium. Tinkering with this equilibrium has resulted in an impasse. 

Mr. President, 

Pakistan supports the A-5 proposal as it presents a package solution to 
address the four core issues in a comprehensive and balanced manner. 

The task of nuclear disarmament does not exclude non-proliferation. 
Therefore, credible steps by nuclear weapon states within a reasonable time 
frame are essential to revalidate the "bargain" on disarmament and non­
proliferation and restore a genuine balance between them. 

Pakistan supports negotiations on a fissile material treaty (FMT) in 
accordance with the Shannon Mandate and Report (CD/1299), and the A-5 
proposal for a universal, non-discriminatory, multilateral and internationally 
and effectively verifiable treaty. The agreed basis for negotiating the Treaty 
cannot be called "pre conditions". 
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Until nuclear disarmament is achieved, non-nuclear weapon states should 
have the assurances that nuclear weapons would not be used against them. 
The security assurances offered by nuclear weapons states should be 
translated into a universal, unconditional and legally binding treaty. 

We share the majority view that the existing international legal instruments 
are inadequate to prevent weaponization of outer space. We should 
consolidate and reinforce this regime and enhance its effectiveness. 

Mr. President, 

The agenda of the CD is fine as it is. There are suggestions for additions. This 
aspect has to be handled carefully so that we do not either clutter the agenda 
or create new linkages, and thus further complicate our task. The agenda is 
comprehensive enough to accommodate new ideas if there is agreement on 
them. AB suggested by some CD member states, we may use the criteria of 
consensus, relevance to the mandate and non-duplication to consider new 
items. 

There is nothing wrong with the methods of work. Consensus is not a problem 
per se. Commencement of work is. The limited tenure of the presidencies is an 
area of concern but this deficit can now be offset by the device of 6 
consecutive presidencies working together. 

A firm timetable for discussing the core issues will be a useful tool. We must 
bear in mind that the CD is a negotiating, not a deliberative, forum, though 
negotiation entails deliberation. Structured debates and discussions to 
understand the issues and to remove misperceptions should be a prelude to a 
negotiated outcome in accordance with the CD's mandate. Exchanges on the 
core issues should culminate in concrete law making in all areas 

Mr. President, 

We should stick to priorities and not get distracted by issues of secondary and 
tertiary nature. The stakes are too high. Imperatives of peace and security are 
too compelling to be sacrificed for endless procedural wranglings. Flexibility 
will become relevant when there is a will to work - the collective political will 
to work. 

I thank you, Mr. President. 
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