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Mr President,

1 have the hopcur to speak on behalf of the seven members of the Nes Agenda
Coalition, which are Brazil, Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, South Aftica, Sweden arad iy own
country, New Zealand.

The Principles and Objectives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation and Dhsarmatnznt agreed
in 1995 included a “programme of action” towards tmplementation of Artiz’c VI; the
advisory opinjor. of the Intemational Court of Justice m 1996 which concluded
unanimously ha-, “There exists an obligation to pursue in good faith and bring to =
conclusion negot ations lesding to nuclear disarmament in all its aspects unde - smict and
eifective internationz] control™ and the Final Documemt of the 2007 Reowiew
Confercnce contensus agreement on the practical steps for the systainatic and
progressive efforts to implement Article VI - arc the agrecrrents and decision: that farm
the tasis of the intermational community’s expectations, botk n legal and muval terms,
thar the nuelest-weapon siates would make merningful progress towar's nuclear
disarmament.

Mr President,

The purpose of this smtement 15 to outline the New Agenda Cozlitton’s proposals for
taking forward thesc courses of actien on nuclear disarmamen:t as set ot il working
paper NPT/CONF.2005WP.27. Inlooking forward, it will be nevessary o rcflest on
the lessons learnt and challenges posed to the goals of nuclear disarmament to secure
implementation of Article V1.

The New Agends calls on Tndia. Pakistan and Istazl to accede to the Treaty as non-
puclear weapon States, promptly and without condition. They should reverse cltarly and
urgently all policiss pursuing nuclear weepons developmert or deploymens.

If we see the NPT as the cornerstone of infemational peaze and security, then another
vital part of the foundation is the pan on nuclear testing, The zonclusion of fae
Comprehensive-Test-Ban Treaty heralded ‘he start of a new era in. which States Parties
responded to the cail in the preamble of the WPT for the “discontintuance of all test
explosions of nuclear weapons for all time” and 1o more decisively put an end 1w the
nuclear arms -ace. It remains 2 major frustretion for States and the imtermational
community that the CTBT, which was central 1o the agrecment on the NPT s indcfinite
extension, has not entered into force.

Despite <his frustrating siuation, the determination of States to have the CT2T enter
into force has been demonstrated by the work that has been carried oot in by Lding the
unprecedented network of monitoring stations, lahoratories and Imtemational Data
Centre in Vienna that wall, when completed, have the ability w detec nuclear
cxplosions anywhere. In the meantime, we call on al? States to rcaffirm and mopect the
moratorium bansiag nuclear testing and for those micleat-weapon Stales thal Mave no:
yvet done so to “ollow the example of Francz and close their nuclesr tea’ 9% sites
Furtaermore, we call on the United States to revensider its approach to the C7BT and
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for China w deliver on its statements of suppert and bring forwasd its rocess of
ratification

The Conference on Disarmament (CD) has in the past served as the negotiating forum
for disarmament and nos-proliferation treaties. It can and must do 50 again. The rule of
consensus that is enjoyed by the OD’s sixty-five members and provides an important
safety nct for ertering inmto negotiations, has unfartunate’y alse been used to block
agreement on 2 programme of work for eight yzars. Given the numerous efforss that
have been made (o overcome the deadlock, the increasing impatience cf the majority of
the CID’a membership and the current threats to secanty, the CD’s continued ‘naction 18
not sustainable.

While mmany States have regarded the negotiation of a treaty banning the praduction of
fissile materia’ for non-peaceful uscs as the next logical step for the CD and an issue
that 15 vipe for negotiation, we have yet to see such corrmitments being tran: iaicd mto
the necessary political will to dnve this asue forward. Given the concerns regarding the
possihility of non-state actors gaining access o fissile material, the absence of politizal
drive for a meaty ba:aning the production of fissile nateriai s all the more difficult to
understand  Even modest propozals for a group of cxperts to begin exploring the issues
involved in such & treaty have not beer scized upon. Recent shifts in policy that contest
the proposal for 2 verifiable treaty banning the production of fissile matenal overlook
the considerabic tnowledge and experience that has been acquued in developing the
verification regine for the International Atomic Enerzy Agency’s safoguards systerrs.

There has otly be:n limited action towards placing fisstic marerial, no longer ~ceded fon
military purposes, under the authonity of the TAEA ard only France has ¢Josed its Husile
material production facilities. The nuclear-weapor States that have not yo. done se
need {0 close down theit fissile matenal production facilities. It is alse crocial that
China follows the example of ke other muclear-weapon States and d:clates a
mosatorium on the production of fissile material.

The New Agenda has continued to call for the CD to addrezs nuciear disarmarient, We
have remained flexible as to how those discussions wauld take place and what would be
tae end result, However, our flexibility has not been reciprocated.

Before taking up the tssues of reducing the operational status and the numbers of
miclear weapons, we will first comment on the problenatic perception that nuclear
weapons coniinue to be associated with scourity and political power. We believe that
the starting point for changing percephions is o address the central role the! nuclear
weanons zontinue to ocoupy in the military doctrines of the nuclear-weapon States. We
need 0 fee a move away from the belief that nucleat weapons are needed to gustain a
country’s political impertance. By amending their st-ategic docinines and abindoning
mans to develop new types of nuclear weapens and rationalisations for then use, the
niclear-weapon Swates would be making a significant contribution to the peinciple of
treversibility and thus signalling their intent on making progress towards nuelear
disarmament.
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Cue step towanls puclear disarmamentl that wzs identified ai the 2007 Review
Conference was “concrcle agreed measures to furiter reduce the opzrational stams of
nuclear weapons gvsiems” and in this context w2 welcome the Moscow Treaty. While
de-alerting 15 not recognised as a nuclear disarmament measurs, 11 is 2n encou-aging and
meaningful step towards that geal. It alse diminishes the risk that ther2 nuclear
weapons could be used.  Concrete measures could include confidenc :-building
measures {or de-alerting, removing nvelear warheads from delivery wvebicles and
withdrawing nuclear forces from active deployment.

The rotential of the Moscow Tieaty as a nuclear Jdisarmament measure wt'l be fully
realised if it is supplemented with provisions for imeversibility, tronspaiency and
verificanion.  Ireeversibility in this instance would mezn the conplete des' uction of
nuclear weapons. For the purposes of verifving further reductions. we would (ke 1o see
the vertfication provisions of the START I Treaiy extended beyond 2009

The key principles for nuclear disarmament agreed to at the 2000 Review Conference
were irreversibiliy, transparency and verification. Imevesibility entails desiruction,
elimination and it necessatily means verification because non-nuclear weapor States
must be assured that the destruction of nuclear weapons has actaily been camried ous,
‘We have already ndicated actions that can be under:aken to impiement the prineiple of
ireversibiiivy - amending military doctrines, closing nuclear testing siles wad fissile
production facibiues.

We ackiowledge that significant reductions in the numbers of nuclear wea;ons have
been made. Nonetheless these fall short of our expectations for the impleme 1tation: of
Article VI If there is to be real momenturn towards fulfilling those obligations, then the
nuclear.weapons States must continue to make svstematie and progeesstvz efforis
towatds the elimiration of their nucicar arsenals.

While all nuclear weapons must obviously be eliminated, over the past five vears the
Wew Agenda has paid close attention to the issue of non-atrategic nuclear woapons, It
remaing deeply troubling to the New Agenda that Russia continies 1o conteniplate the
use of non-strateygic weapons as a possible defence agaist conventional weapons. Nom-
strategic nuclear weapons pose a particular danger due o the likelithood that they are
depioyed away from central control and therefore are less secure. The remuovi” of non-
strategic weapons would not only represent significant financial savings n werus of
sccurity and storage costs, but also comstitute a valuable contribution to wuclear
disarmament and improve regional and ipternational security.

Full acknowledgement for the progress that the nwuc ear weapon Statas asser! they are
making owards uclear disarmament requires grezter transpareacy. A rst step
wowards transparercy is the regufar submission of Axicle V1 reports in accord: noe with
Step 12 as agreed at the 2002 Review Conference. We acknowledge that it mizbi no be
possible to achieve full transparency. However, that does not mean that cnhanced
ransparency couid not be developed collective v er within the framework of th: NPT,
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In all tacets of disammzrment and non-proliferadon, we demand processcs ikat are
verifiable. Nuclear dizarmament is no ¢xception to this rule. The work ng papers
presented by the United Kingdom on the issue of verification for nuclear dirarmatnent
sugpested a aumer of uscful proposals. We would welcome similar inforr stion fom
the other nuciear-weapon States.

The commitmen' made at the 1995 KPT Review Conference for further steps on
secunty asstrances, Includmg an internationally ‘egally binding instrume-- remams
unfulfilled. There have been a number of proposals on negative security assurances.
including the New Agenda’s own workang paper NFT/CONF 2005/PC JIWP.) 1 ag well
as the Noew Agenda’s resolution confamed in A/RES/S8/31 Our goal 15 to nsure thar
thiz 1ssue is taken fnrward n line with our collective commitmernts in 1995,

The New Agenda’s recommendations have been tabled and circniatcd. We bring these

recommendations forward to engage i negotianior. to see that real prozress i3 made
towards nuclear disarmament and that the objectives of the NPT ate fulfilicd.
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