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Mr. Chair, 

Since it is the first time my delegation takes the floor, I would like to echo (\r!:i.:-, 11: 
. . 

congratulating you on assuming the position as Chair of this meeting. M l  dc i ~ g ~ ~ : ; ~ \ ! ?  I, 

convinced that under your able guidance the First Session of the Preparator) ('ljc: :n it:er ,)f 
the NPT 2010 Review Conference will fulfil its task. 

The NPT has for nearly 40 years served our collective security. Despite i t s  i~?~.p:-cssing ~.ei.ord. 
. .  the Treaty is now under growing strain. 'l'he 2010 Review Cycle starts up 2: :! L!.:I:L::! s1:igz. 

There is a lack of common vision on how to further strengthen this ~ i t a l  in>:rLlnic::: i4.e 
missed two important opportunities two years ago. the 2005 Revieu Conikii.:?ii. .,i~d ~hc' 
World Summit. 

In the meantime, we are facing serious proliferation challenges and thc.re is :: in2 i>:ir 
. ,  , 

L L  L>>L:lt;ai :i1:1t that the world is moving towards a second nuclear weapons era. It is therelYiv-. 
this Review Cycle is abIe to move the NPT process forward on a construc~i\ i. ::i;\i ;x~siti\ c 
track. We must restore the sense of compromise which prevailed in 1095 anii ~ ( I I ~ O .  [h is  
should be possible. 

In the lead-up to the World Summit, Norway, together with Australia. Ci?ilc. i:~d\)::e,;a. 
Romania, South Africa and United Kingdom presented concrete proposals jlic ,: genera1ed 
wide-spread support. My delegation remains convinced that the Seben COLII:II-! I:;lt!a~i\ i: 
tabled proposals which could form basis for our efforts to rebuild a broad :;::c:-:;,lri,~l;ai 
consensus on nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament. 

We should reconfirm our common understanding that the NPT remaills i h ~  ~o!-!-,crst~~nc in 
internationa1 security and remains an indispensable basis for addressing lhc i:ii:::cl- ,I' nuclear 
proliferation. 

The NPT aims furthermore to reach a world free of nuclear weapons. \ucic:i;. kii~;i!.i;~ai:li'ni i b  

clearly an integral part of the NPT package. 

By complying with the NPT and its non-proliferation obligations, Statcls l',::-::<, ha\ i' an 
inalienable right to peaceful use of nuclear energy and teclinology. 

Norway advocates a comprehensive approach where disarmament a id  ;;o:~-p:,:,.A~-d:ion ::?uh: 

mutually reinforce each other. But, we must refrain from artificial link\. 1 ~i:, \ , .  ;?r~)grc\> :D 

one area must not be used as an excuse for tlot moving forward on the I)thc.:- 

Mr. Chair. 



We must address the proliferation challenges posed by Iran and the DPIIK. hi):.\\ '1) I'L~, 1) 
supports the decisions taken by the Security Council. We reiterate our aim t ~ )  \,):\ L :hesc r u  o 

matters through negotiations. We urge Iran to comply with the demands set 17) ;!;> 
international community. The DPRK must honour its obligations from thc Bci.,!:g ,.g:ci.ment 
in February. 

. ,  . 
It is imperative to close any loophole in the nuclear non-pro1 iferation regimc. . ai. I \ F  4 piaq s 

a key role in securing that peaceful nuclear material is not diverted to militar! ?~,:-p,\ht.\. M'e 
join others in congratulating the Agency on the occasions of its 50"' annil e rs iq  c : ; I L ~ ~ I  

provide the IAEA with the necessary political and financial support. 

The IAEA Comprehensive Safeguards combined with the Additional I>rotocl>i <oi;>:i:~l~c. ~ h t :  
verification standard. In our view, ratification and implen~entation of the .\d\iiiiC'i::;i: i'r\'ilocL)l 
must be seen as a precondition for taking part in peaceful nuclear co-operatio:: 

Nuclear terrorism remains a fundamental threat to international securily. Scc~;;,li! i'l;i:!:cii 
resolutions 1540 and 1673 call upon all States Parties to put in place legal anc nJi::il:istrnti\-c.c 

!Vii~'ii, measures at national level to ensure that nuclear materials do not fall into M s l ) , ~ =  ' 

Norway has provided funding to the UN and other institutions to proinole im!l;ci:ic:;ra:io~i o!' 
Security Council resolution 1540. 

Let me also underline that the Proliferation Security Initiative as bell as expo:: <i:i?.L:-li: 

regimess play an important role in sustaining the NP'P norm. 

Last year Norway organised an international symposium on thc minimisatic~n , ~ : ' i : i ~ i ~ l !  
. . ~ ,  . 

enriched uranium in the civilian sector. It was recognised that the existence ,I !  i r::, :n ci\ ilian 
nuclear installations may represent a security threat. It was also recognised ti:;:! in :iii hill 21 

few cases it was technically feasible to convert from HEU to low enrichcd u~:!ni:i::;. \ o r ~ - a ) .  
urges the IAEA and other relevant institutions to continue their good uork i;? ?;iin>i.j!-~i:~~ 
voluntary HEU minimisation pro-jects. 

Mr. Chair, 

Norway is convinced that a credible non-proliferation regime mill greatlj fac.,l.;,i;~ pexefu! 
nuclear co-operation. Countries having in place and enforcing adequate nat ll~:l:i, ,221 \!ation. 
such as export controls, are much better positioned to recei~ c nuclear ma lei-,,^.> .I::L: 

technology. 

Multilateral approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle will also help more countr:c, i , ,  ,7c:l.c~i1 froin 
nuclear energy. It is a prime example of how non-proliferation and peacclii! L.\L c3\,i;i: 20 
hand in hand. Norway hopes that the NPT community during the Rc\ i e \ ~  P: - ,L~\ \  \, '1; 
encourage further progress in this area. 

. . ,  IAEA estimates that the use of nuclear energy and other nuclear applicatio~:s I i i g z n ~  i ~ ;  the 
years to come. While recognising this fact, we must ensure that peacefill uses L ! ~ :  ;;,II 

undermine non-proliferation efforts, human safety and security and the en\ iri:~;r?ic:::. inileed. 
more efforts are needed in the field of nuclear safety. The IAEA must plaq :i kc! :-;)li. iri  his 
respect. 

Mr. Chair, 



It has been rightly affirmed that the NPT is also a disarmament agreement TI?; 1,,;12:2~e 20al 
is a world free of nuclear weapons. Nuclear disarmament is a priorit) arca for : i i ~  \ ,~ r \ \ cg iac  
Government. 

The Review and Extension conference in 1995 and the Review Conference in 20i;i;: i:'icr?tii'zd 
principles and concrete steps in order to move forward the disarmament agi.l:~la. \'\ i. !l:iisr 
base our deliberations on the outcome of these two conferences as well as tai,i:lg i!;~,) accoLmt 
new developments. 

Some weeks ago, there were high expectations that the Conference on Disal-11:arnc.:;; c i ~ u l d  
L.,.i,,17, reach agreement on a programme of work. That would have allowcd the i i ~ t  . c L , , : ! ~ : ~ ~  

. -  . 
community finally to commence negotiations on a treaty banning the pl-c)iI~:c: I,:i; ,;: iiss~lc. . . 
materials for weapons purposes. Unfortunately, the CD did not yet manage tl: ::;,>: 2 ;.>:il nl 11s 
long-lasting impasse. 

FMCT would serve disarmament by capping future production of matirial:, 1;): \\:spans 
. . 

purposes which are crucial for the production of nuclear weapons. A lzgal:! nl.!~:.ng 
instrument is essential to prevent any possible nuclear arms race. 

. . 
In parallel, the nuclear weapons states should respond positively to the repziiic:: <.,.Is 11:' 

..ic;:>ie Ui)r putting excess fissile material under IAEA control and ifpossible be made i!\ 1::;. 

civilian nuclear fuel. This would be a prime example of disarmament suppi)riii:g ~etlc.c.li;l 
uses. 

. .  . 
Norway has for several years called for the full implementation of the 7'1-i la::r~! .;:I! i ~ l t ~ \  L. 

between the US, the Russian Federation and the IAEA. We regret that :lii:, l i ~ ~  :,I: le t  
happened. 

Norway recognises that nuclear disarmament is not cost free. l'hroui~h the. ho:.\\cgicun Action 
Plan on Nuclear Safety in North West Russia. Norway has spent more tha: 2 i i i j  ::~ll i ion L' S i ) .  
Since 2003 this support has been part of the G8 Global Partnership. In recc:-;r ! 2:lr.;. ;xiori:~. 
has been given to dismantlement of decommissioned nuclear powered subn:ari:?i.s 3rd in sa:i 
handling and storage of spent fuel and radioactive sources. 

The announced nuclear test by the DPRK last fall clearly illustrates the ncc.2 :<\ i  :!r, za r i~  e111r! 
into force of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test ban Treaty. In the rnractlxi.. \\L, ~ ~ , l !  11pon all 
nuclear weapons states to adhcre to their test moratoria. We must also : ,LI ;~~O: . :  :,;c (' TB P O  I:: 

completing the lnternational Monitoiing System. 

While recognising the positive contribution by the Strategic Ofl'ensi\,e R?i:;~i;iL>!- i'rea~y 
(Moscow Treaty), we call for additional cuts. This becomes even more ili?p<rari\ L. nhcn 

. . 
START expires in 2009. We are pleased that the US and the Russian Fedc;.~..:.~,:: 1:avc i11itiari.J 
consultations. Likewise, we urge the two countrics to move forward 10\\2!.25 me k~ii 
implementation of the 19911992 Presidential lnitiatives on sub-strategic nc,~ic.ar \ \ i '~~pons. 

The sooner nuclear warheads may be counted in the hundreds rather than 12 :i:c ;n\)~~sa~lds.  :;:c 
less the risk that such weapons fa11 into the wrong hands. New reduct!or:\ kLLrL[ .c l  ~ c '  carr:sd 
out on the basis of irreversibility, transparency and adequate vzrificatiori I +-::I:\p;irrnc.J and 
reporting is not a matter of choice, but clearly an obligation. 



Likewise it is important that nuclear weapons states proceed on reducing the \i;~i':.~;i,~::;li 
status of their weapons as agreed in 2000. 

Nuclear weapons free zones can be considered as both disarmament and no~:-;?:.c:ii:>rati;~n 
measures. Norway supports such zones as a contribution to regional stabi lit! ::s u ti l :is 
sustaining the global NPT norms. We must make further progress in pron~o~ii-g the ;.o~lcs 011 

. , the basis of the UNDC guidelines. Such zones provide an important alrcnuc :\Ir .i.g:;li> 
binding negative security assurances. Likewise we must move forward the in?;?i<r:entl;,tion L)t' 
the 1995 resolution on the Middle East. 

The review must also address important institutional matters. such as .4rticlc .'i; :ii;; h o u  I(> 

better sustain NPT. We should also value of the contributions provided b) ci\  i I  h,)cir:>. M>, 
delegation does not believe that an enhanced dialogue with NGOs and reszarci; i:?sii~utions 
will undermine the intergovernmental character of the NPT. Rather we think ir si:~>iii~i inspire 
us to redouble our cfforts in this room. We follow their recommendations M i ti: $:.::I interest. 

Mr. Chair to conclude, 

The NPT has served us well for nearly 40 years. Like a precious plant. u e  I:IL,>: ::..l.ii;rc' t h l ~  

Treaty and further strengthen it. Wc must all demonstrate the necessarj \hi!. .i:l,i r:c\;hilil! to 
do so. 


