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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
reinvigorate a long stalled dialogue on nuclear disarmament.

We all know the history of the last years, and there is little point in going over
that or the reasons for 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 | suggested four areas where New Zealand
believes there could be a useful dialogue in this forum. These were

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

e 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

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

e 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






