





issue during your Presidency will create a favorable atmosphere by increasing the
overall level of understanding of the related issues.

Against this backdrop, let me present my government’s views on the substantive
aspects of the FMCT.

First, as for the definition of fissile material, various definitions of the term exist in
the literature, including in documents from the United Nations as well as from the
IAEA. The definition of fissile material is the first question to be addressed in the
negotiations. How we define fissile materials is important as it has direct
implications for the scope of the treaty. In this regard, my delegation is of the
opinion that the criteria of “direct use material” employed by the IAEA provides a
good reference point for further elaboration. Korean experts will present their
views on this matter in a detailed manner during the experts’ meeting.

Second, with respect to the scope of the treaty, our delegation believes that the
treaty obligations should be set out in such a manner as to effectively achieve the
goal and objectives of the treaty. In this regard, the activities to be banned should
not be confined to production, but also include all the activities related to nuclear
weapons materials, such as diversion, reversion and transfer.

Another related issue is how we deal with the existing stocks. A viable solution
needs to be explored to work out differences concerning the inclusion of existing
stocks of nuclear material. In this sense, we see merit in the South African Proposal
(CD/1671) in which nuclear weapons materials declared ‘excess’ could be included
in the starting inventory when the FMCT enters into force.

Third, my delegation supports an internationally verifiable FMCT in line with the
Special Coordinator’s Report and mandate contained therein (CD/1299). However,
the viability and scope of the verification system will largely depend upon the
extent to which materials and activities are covered by the FMCT. We also need to
take into full consideration the cost implications of the various proposals. We,
therefore, expect that the current meetings will enable us to assess the whole range
of options for verification and hopefully enable us to narrow down our thinking to a
realistic arrangement.

Lastly, we should not overlook the importance of the legal aspects of the FMCT.
Ensuring the participation of all non-parties to the NPT is of enormous importance
in securing the universality and effectiveness of the FMCT. Yet, taking into
account our experience with the CTBT, we should also consider more flexible and
evolutionary provisions for the entry into force of the treaty. We should try to avoid
encountering the same difficulties we have faced with the CTBT, which
unfortunately has yet to be brought into force.



In the meantime, considering the urgency of the need to curb the production of
fissile materials, we urge all states with nuclear capabilities who have not yet
voluntarily declared a moratorium on the production of fissile materials for
weapons purposes to do so without delay. This would certainly be conducive to
transparency and confidence-building among states.

In conclusion, it is my sincere hope that the focused discussions on the FMCT
throughout this week, with the benefit of the participation of an array of experts
from our capitals, will yield fruitful and constructive results and serve as a solid
basis for our future deliberations.

Thank you.



