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Mr. President, 

I much welcome this week's focus on issues related to an FMCT. Following your 
intended outline I will today only make a few general remarks. My delegation then looks 
forward to the opportunity for us all to take the discussion to a more detailed and concrete 
level later during the week, with the active participation of many experts from capitals, 
including my own. 

Some question whether the FMCT, as it was conceived in the 1990's, is still relevant? 
Others ask if it is worth the effort to negotiate a treaty if one cannot be sure that it will 
fully meet its non-proliferation and disarmament potentials? My Government's clear 
answer to these questions is - yes. 

The basic benefits of an FMCT still remain. By permanently ending future production of 
fissile material for weapons purposes - while assuring that no transfer is made of such 
material from peaceful to weapons use - the long-term nuclear disarmament process is 
made irreversible. Ending the future production and thus gradually reducing the stocks of 
weapons material will also benefit our common non-proliferation objectives. An FMCT 
should also, I sincerely hope we all agree, be non-discriminatory and thus reduce some of 
the discriminatory effects of the NPT-regime. 

Some NWS have unilaterally declared and are upholding moratoria on the production of 
fissile material for weapons. All states concerned should follow this example, pending the 
conclusion of an FMCT. Still, the production of fissile material for weapons continues 
worldwide and our concerns over on-going and potential production remain. 
Furthermore, existing moratoria are not irreversible, nor are they applied in a transparent 
and effectively verifiable manner. 

The wider debate on the NPT and the nuclear fuel cycle has influenced our thinking on an 
FMCT. But it has in no way superseded the FMCT. A multilaterally negotiated 
agreement capping all future production of fissile material for weapons purposes would 
rather facilitate discussions also in other relevant fora on how to tackle the proliferation 
concerns related to the nuclear fuel cycle in general. 

Mr. President, 

Our national positions on specific aspects of an FMCT were framed in the late 90's, when 
real negotiations for a short time seemed to be in the making. International developments 
prompt us to again reflect on some elements. 

The threat that non-state actors might acquire the capability to put together a 
nuclear weapon will affect our view on which materials should be covered by the 
Treaty. During this week experts will have the opportunity to take a fresh look on 
definitions of weapons grade and weapons usable fissile material. 



The approaches surrounding non-weapons use, be it military or civilian, of 
weapons-usable material might also need to be revisited in light of the technical 
and political trends away from such uses. 

New verification techniques and approaches are being developed and will 
continue to improve our ability to effectively verify compliance with an FMCT. 
My delegation looks forward to constructively engage at expert level with those 
who may take a more pessimistic view on verification. 

We continue to view the issue of stocks as an essential part of the negotiations of 
an FMCT from both the non-proliferation and disarmament perspectives. Several 
realistic approaches are on the table, including those put forward in the Canadian 
working paper. These, in my view quite modest proposals merit thorough 
examination this week. 

Clearly, scope (including definitions and stocks) and verification will be the main 
focus of our expert discussions this week. But our views on other provisions of 
the treaty might also need to be discussed and reviewed in light of recent 
developments. This includes entry-into-force provisions, where experiences from 
the CTBT may need to be taken into account. 

Mr. President, 

Commitments are commitments and should be upheld. The commitment to "immediate 
commencement and early conclusion" ofFMCT-negotiations should be followed by the 
adoption of political stances that would make substantive progress possible. Anything 
less will undermine not only the chances of progress towards an FMCT, but also the 
credibility of the disarmament and non-proliferation regime. My delegation now looks 
forward to a week of constructive discussions of key issues in a future FMCT. We now 
have an opportunity to set the scene for negotiations of an FMCT and to prove the 
continued relevance of this Conference on Disarmament. 


