Canada ic pleagod (hat the NPT s institutional i55uss afs receiving serious consideration at this

Review Conference, and we appreciate your attention to them.

A pumber of countries have supported Canada’s call for re-arranged meetings of NPT States
Parties, which we proposed in recognition of the importance of the NPT and its corner4t8fi rol¢
and the consequent necd that jt b rggardsd as authoritative and credible, able to play the role we

demand of it. The disconnect that has become apparent between the Treaty’s central role and its

lack of any supporting mechamset 84118 f0F rOMOdial action. This iy Wiy wo do net buisgve that

we can continue with a business as usual approach, but rataer need to rethink our modus
. .
operandi. As we have indicated in our general statement, ;mJ m the m{ormél 5555—@110@!]

EUﬂiUlIHIiUﬂ WO Urzﬂmmﬂl Wiﬂtu;r with Ireland, recent ex,Perience has only reinforced our vim:,r

that the current NPT meeting format does not serve our needs, its exclusively preparatory focus 15

OO narrow,

We have proposed several ideas, contalned in worl(;ng paper ]g éﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ AUHIBUH]E

]’nmmnﬁﬂﬁi mm ngcounlabilit ”{ reﬂccting the reality that the Strengthened Review Process has

not been playing the role initially envisaged for it, at its inception a decade ago. we neec] to

adapt the 88iMt 0f 1003 (0 the realitica of 2003. Thi hiad al3e pee acknowledged by others,
including in Working paper 51.

W“p re&ard to meetinﬁs, we Proposc a new approach to using our meeting time, within the

overall time allocation of the current Preparatory Committee process, ‘Dy rearranging our bima

1010 4 one week annual Confcronce which mests i gach of the four years between Review

Conferences. This would - we and others believe - enable more effective consideration of issues,

provide for flex!bllly in respondung 15 MAAAL BYRIADMAINT, 200 AlIOW SEAIC Fartics 10 iahs

decisions if reciuired. Such an annual meeting would enatle States Parties to address the Treaty’s

state of health and raise topical concerns about implcmentatlon. It wou” prowclé M \!MUH[&H

Uil m[ i ﬂmmm ﬁﬂﬂfﬁ[ﬁﬂiﬁ Wmup which States Parties would be empowered to discuss and

take decisions on issues covered by the Treaty.
Mr. Chair,

Tnﬁ aummmn{i Iﬂi“ﬁ ?f an annual conference would do much to strengthen the NPT and its

. . . . . . |
implementation. To prepare for the quinquennial Review Conferences, which would continue,

e b AR R 100 Y Y DGR 7 ™

annual Conference be extended by one week, to carry ou: the functions of a Preparatory

Committee, finalizing the proceclural arrangemenls ancl MHMM BUBW ﬂmlﬂ [[] DIU[IIJ[E ﬂ I EBU“

Wmﬁmiﬂﬁ recommendations for the Review Conference.




we recall the practice of an UNGA resolution on the NF 1 KeVIEW LUILITICULES, Wikvis vusis vise .

a means to do this.
Mr. Chair,

It is evident to all at this Review Conference how similar policy and institutional issues are

running through the threc Malln Eomm;Hees. ]:or é!Mﬂlﬂ mﬂ, EUUEIUIJW DU[]]HH Mﬂlﬂ

??mmittee It is considering the role of an Extraordinary Meeting of States Parties in the case of

withdrawal, which we welcome. We would want this meeting to be automat!ca”y Lcld wr”nn

100 WaBKC O SUCh AT 1 KO (5l YOU Wil g losely with the Main Commitiee It

and subsidiary body Chairs to ensure full consultation between the two Committees,

A second examPle is reporting. Our proposal here, contained in Working paper 39, has also becn
presented in Main Committee I 1 will cite it for those who may not Le [amlllar: “Reéfﬁl‘ﬂﬂﬂg [ﬂ@

lmmﬂﬂﬂ[[ Uf [[D["‘“HL mﬂ[ﬁn FWW W?Icomc the rerons submitted to the Conference and

agree to provide reports on an annval basis on implementation of Article VI and paragraph 4c¢ cf

the 1082 Becusion on P dipla2 nd Objectivae for Nuclcar Non-prolifGration e iissrmamert,

and recalling the Advisory Opinion of the International Court of Justice of 8 July 1996.

Re}?OgﬂiSiffg thﬂ‘inter-relzjltionship of t_he proy{s{ons OP th mreaiy, g{ales DM[M 1M B00uT HQ!U
[U ]"E]”[]D m mﬁ”' l"iwn imF!ementanon actions on all aspects of the Treaty.” We look forward

to these ideas being incorporated into the outcome from this Review Conference.

Finaily, Canada very much supports enhancing the engagement of civil society in the work of the

NPT and we agree with your encouragement to &rﬁker [aci]lllélé AM [!ﬂ[lm]ﬂﬂ H]EII DM]E]DHHC’H

Mr. Chair,

Let me thank you and all States Parties for your attention to this new and important issue, whase

advancement, hopetlu“y ajong tLe l;nes we Lave éﬁégéﬂmﬂ lUlll [ﬂ!ll[ﬂ ] IJHQ]UIC EUHIHDUUUH [U

all our work.




