


Mr. President, 

Our objective is clear: we need a norm that will substantively contribute 
to the nuclear disarmament and which will halt the production of fissile material 
for military explosive purposes. Let me state clearly - this would be a significant step 
towards the elimination of material, the use of which could lead to the repeat 
of the horrors of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The treaty may provide the best assurance 
that - in long run - nuclear weapons will never be used. The FMCT would also provide 
an important tool in preventing terrorist groups from accessing materials they may use to 
cause devastations incomparably greater than those of September II, 2001. 

Mr. President, Distinguished Delegates, 

It is the view of my delegation that the future Treaty should not put any additional 
burden on non-nuclear-weapons states which adhere to the comprehensive safeguards 
system and Additional Protocols of the IAEA. These instruments have already created 
a verification system for this group of states. Therefore, it would be advisable to consider 
the participation of IAEA experts in future debates in the CD, as well as in the future 
negotiation process. 

With regards to the states capable to obtain fissile material - the issue is more 
complex. An urgent priority, which has been identified, is the legalisation 
of the moratoria on fissile material production for military purposes. That would be one 
of the goals of the Treaty. Let me also call on those states, who have not declared 
moratorium on production of the fissile material for military purposes to do so 
- and provide further impetus to start FMCT negotiations. 

Mr. President, 

Questions to be solved during negotiations are numerous, as I mentioned before. 
When discussing the specific issues, we will have to keep in mind inter alia: 

a) the need to address the possibility of non-state actors to use fissile material 
- that will require clarification on the extent the future treaty should cover 
the production of the materials of not only of military applications, but also those, 
which could be used for the production of so-called "dirty bombs"; 

b) how to effectively prevent the re-direction of peaceful production into military 
purposes; 

c) possible scope of verification and its feasibility - from declarations 
and transparency measures to more intrusive measures (visits, monitoring, etc.); 

d) how to assure the non-discriminatory character of the treaty and its proper 
balance; 

e) how to define obligations of the "states other than non-nuclear-weapon states 
under NPT" to make the future treaty feasible and effective. 
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Mr. President, Distinguished Delegates, 

We all know that the FMCT is not an easy subject. I am confident that these 
issues could be successfully addressed and resolved in the process of negotiations. 
We could take into the consideration the establishment - within the Ad Hoc Committee -
of working groups or groups of experts, which could address these crucial issues. Let us 
not be mistaken - these negotiations surely are going to be lengthy and difficult. But it is 
for one reason that this Conference was established in the first place - to negotiate. 

We should also retain flexibility in our thinking about the desired outcome of the 
negotiation process. We may easily imagine many possible scenarios ranging from: 

a) a full-fledged treaty, with a comprehensive verification system, covering all 
outstanding issues; to 

b) a general, norm-setting treaty clearly prohibiting production, with clear provisions 
for further negotiations in the CD of the outstanding issues. 

It will be up to the states - within the proper negotiation process - to decide 
which alternative is more acceptable and would better contribute to solve the problems. 
However, we are confident that we should not delay the stmi of the substantive work. 

Mr. President, 

The FMCT is much awaited by the international community. It will address 
not hypothetical but real existing threats to international peace and security. Poland 
sincerely hopes that this focused structured debate will help us better understand 
the details and possible functioning of the future Treaty, and that it will prove 
an additional step in bringing us closer to negotiations. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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