











Seven, as Secretary General Kofi Annan said in May 2005, we can only
hope to achieve meaningful disarmament “if every State has a clear and
reliable picture of the fissile material holdings of every other State, and if
every State is confident that this material in other States is secure.”

Owing to the prevalent objective conditions, we cannot envisage or accept a
moratorium. There are three reasons for that. First, a moratorium should be
discussed within the full context of the treaty. Second, a moratorium will
perpetually freeze the asymmetric strategic advantages. Third, unilateral,
bilateral or multilateral moratoria outside the ambit of the treaty will remain
unverifiable.

Pakistan, therefore, holds the view that:

e A fissile material treaty must provide a schedule for a progressive transfer
of existing stockpiles to civilian use and placing these stockpiles under
safeguards so that the unsafeguarded stocks are equalized at the lowest
level possible.

e A cut-off in the manufacturing of fissile material must be accompanied by
a mandatory programme for the elimination of asymmetries in the
possession of fissile material stockpiles by various states. Such transfer of
fissile material to safeguards should be made first by states with huge
stockpiles, both in the global and regional context.

An FMT should help establish conditions under which further nuclear
disarmament involving all relevant states would be possible. By the same token,
negotiations on an FMT would be influenced by salutary regional environments
in South Asia and the Middle East. In order to maintain strategic deterrence in
South Asia, we shall need to take into account the existing fissile materials. An
equitable and verifiable FMT could also in part bring non-NPT nuclear states into
the non-proliferation regime.

We believe that a verifiable treaty on fissile materials is an essential condition for
the effective cessation of a nuclear arms race. A credible verification regime will
be necessary to guarantee successful implementation. A mere normative, soft law
treaty would not serve the combined purposes of nuclear disarmament and non-
proliferation.

We believe that international treaties on non-proliferation and disarmament
cannot be implemented properly unless inbuilt provisions for verification support
them.

A stance rejecting verification sends the issue back to the pre-Shannon phase.
The effort to put verification back on the front burner in the General Assembly
has foundered.



A verifiable FMT will be able to: (a) control the illicit spread of nuclear materials;
(b) enhance the proportion of weapon usable material under international
safeguards; (c) strengthen nuclear export controls; and (d) reduce the
discrimination in the present NPT regime.

One of the stated objectives of an FMT is to deny access of fissile materials to
terrorists. A verifiable FMT on past and present production will plug such leakage
to nuclear terrorists and stop other kinds of illicit diversion of fissile materials.

President George W. Bush had said on February 11, 2004: the Nuclear Suppliers
Group (NSG) should refuse to sell enrichment and reprocessing equipment and
technologies to any state that does not already possess full-scale functioning
enrichment and reprocessing plants. Now the NSG is agonising over the question
of how to meet demands for exceptionalism. In this equation, an anodyne,
anemic FMCT should not attempt to make the treaty inherently discriminatory or
be used to create a diversion.

For our part, we are determined to avoid an arms race in South Asia to ensure
minimum credible deterrence. We are pursuing strategic restraint through
continued consultations on security concepts and nuclear doctrines to develop
confidence building measures as well as on risk reduction relating to accidents.
That said, Pakistan has its legitimate needs for civilian nuclear power generation.
It is, therefore, not politic to take any steps that could undermine the delicate,
nascent engagement towards strategic stability in South Asia.

Let me conclude with one observation and one stricture. Negotiations on a FMT
will start if there is an agreement on a programme of work and concessions are
made by those who ought to make them. The stricture is: a FMT sans verification
sans stocks will be sans treaty.

I thank you, Mr. President.



