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Mr Chairman

A number of countries, including New Zealand, in opening statements to the Disarmament Commission have expressed the hope that this session can reinvigoratea long stalleddialogueon nuclear disarmament.

We all know the history of the last years, and there is little point in going over that or the reasonsfor the situation we find ourselves in. What we should try to do in this WG is to move on from our repetitive analysis of the impasse,and to test the ground for some steps forward. However small these might be.

In opening our session, Under Secretary General Tanaka urged us to use this session of the Commission to find fresh momentum. How do we do that? A good starting point would be to try to find common ground on what are the most likely leverage points to revive efforts for nuclear disarmament,and to focus the debate on non-proliferation on the growing challenges to the NPT.

We remain convinced that positive progress on nuclear disarmament would improve global security with respect to proliferation. In my opening words last week I suggested four areas where New Zealand

believes there could be a useful dialogue in this forum. These were

· The need for greater transparency; both about compliance with NPT requirements, and about actual numbers of nuclear weapons

· A better mutual understanding of military or security doctrines, for the reason that progress toward the elimination of nuclear weapons will be hampered while individual security doctrines and regional strategic alliances continue to argue a military utility for nuclear weapons as part of an overall deterrence strategy

· The principle of irreversibility and how this can be verified, eg through a role for the IAEA

· Urgency of getting negotiations under way on a Fissile Materials Cut Off Treaty, without preconditions

We would be very interested in other delegations' views as to the scope of discussion we might usefully set for ourselves here.

To guide us at the outset, it may be helpful to think ahead to the end of the session and to try to envisage what is the product we want to come out of our work.

The Chairman's non-paper of 31 March suggests that a reasonable goal for this substantive session would be to produce the basis for further discussion over the next two years. We would like to see that the debate in this Working Group would also serve to generate some momentum that can be carried into the Conference on Disarmament, and into the First Committee. 

We could be satisfied that we had spent our time well if we could, for example, produce a set of recommendations or ideas which would

· Generate a further debate in the CD later this year

· Provide fresh material for the First Committee at UNGA 61

· Enlarge the field of acceptance for quick action to begin FMCT negotiations

I do not wish to repeat points made in my general statement but I would like to re-state the importance New Zealand attaches to the NPT, to its centrality in preventing nuclear proliferation and the pursuit of nuclear disarmament,and to the practical steps that were agreed in 2000. These must continue to be our goals.

All the compelling reasons why it is more essential than ever to preserve the integrity of the NPT have been set out in the EU statement, so I shall not repeat these. New Zealand believes strongly, as the EU has stated, that "it is of paramount importance that the integrity of the NPT is maintained and compliance with its norms upheld".

