





25

the importance of the CD for my government, as the sole permanent and multilateral
negotiating forum on arms control and disarmament.

Since 1998, the year of the previous Swiss Presidency, the Conference has not been
able to agree on a format for beginning negotiations on any new international
instrument in the field of arms control and disarmament. This is without doubt its
primary task. However, since 2005, work within the CD has developed progressively:
focused and structured debates on the so-called four core issues under the
Presidency of Ambassador Wegger Strommen of Norway two years ago; the
emergence of the P6 under the memorable leadership of Ambassador Zdzislaw
Rapacki of Poland, who introduced a timetable which allowed a debate on each item
of the agenda; the continuation of the P6-architecture under an organizational
framework that paved the way for two rounds of structured debate on all items of
the agenda in the first part of the 2007 session. Most importantly, through creative
approaches and, after formal and informal consultations in a variety of formats, we
now have before us three documents:

= (CD/2007/L.1, submitted already three months ago in conclusion of the work done
during part I of this year’s session;

= (CD/2007/CRP.5, worked out in open-ended presidential consultations during part
IT of this session;

= a draft Decision by the Conference, establishing the interrelationship of L.1 and
CRP.5.

These three documents have emerged as a result of a process which has evolved
over roughly two years and, in my understanding, is still ongoing. I share the
assessment of my predecessor in office that the three documents, taken together,
constitute a realistic basis for a programme of work. Moreover, the way forward, as
set out in the three documents, leaves the door open for delegations to pursue their

national interests and priorities during the phase following the adoption of the draft
decision.



In the plenary last Thursday, 21 June 2007, it appeared that not all delegations are
yet in a position to go along with a consensus on beginning substantive work on the
basis of the three documents taken together. It is quite clear that some capitals need
more time to study these documents, which remain on the table. My P6 colleagues
and I believe that time should be given to those who need to make important
decisions in the coming weeks. On the other hand, it is clear that we are not at the
beginning, but rather at the end of the 2007 session. This is why a decision, early in
part IIT of the 2007 session, is a realistic goal for the Conference, given the concerns
that have been expressed by some and the time needed to address them. During the
intersessional period in July, I will be in touch with those delegations who have
expressed concerns in order to receive news from their capitals and explore possible
ways to find common ground for all of us on the basis of CD/2007/L.1 and the other
two documents. My goal is the adoption of the draft decision as early as possible in
part III of our session.

We are currently in a situation where the rationalities of the individual members
could become the collective irrationality of the whole. It is the duty of this
Conference, the duty of all of us here, to overcome this delicate situation as soon as
possible, and to reconfirm the legitimacy of this body.

In line with the organizational framework of the Conference on Disarmament for the
2007 session, it is the intention of the Presidency to present to the Conference the
“Presidential Report on Part II of the 2007 Session” at the next plenary meeting on
Thursday, 28 June 2007. The report will reflect the work done under the Presidencies
of Part II, as its predecessor did on Part I, which is contained in document CD/1820.



