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Thank you Mr Chairman.

The Australian delegati
gation warmly congratulates vou on appointment as Chairman :
looks forward o working with vou v your appointment as Chairman and

For glmost four decad@s the NPT has rightfully been at the centre of regional and global security i
archlt.ecture. No multilateral treaty has done as much to strengthen our collective and national
security. But in a climate of renewed concern about horizontal proliferation. and with work still
to be done on nuclear disarmament and peaceful nuclear energy issues. the luck of agreed
outcomes at the 2005 Review Conference did the Treaty a great disservice. W urge all NPT
parties to grasp the opportunities offered by a new review cycle.

It is inevitable that there will be differing viewpoints and prioritics within the NPT's
membership. But there is also much agrcement. Good progress was made on most issues in the
brief time available for substantive work at the 2005 Review Conference. This sohd body of
agreement was exemplified also by the declaration on nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
agreed by the Foreign Ministers of Australia, Chile, Indonesia, Norway, Romania. South Africa
and the UK in July 2005, and subsequently supported by around seventy countries. NPT parties
common outlook is evident also in the conclusion rcached by the overwhelming majority of
countries that their security interests are best served by renouncing nuclear weapons. joining the
NPT and complying faithfully with NPT and IAEA obligations.

The NPT is often described as a bargain between the nuclear-weapon states and the non-nuclear-
weapon states. In fact, it is a three-way bargain. The commitment non-nuclear-weapon states
give to their fellow non-nuclear-weapon states — that they will not acquire or c_ic\‘clop ‘nuclcar
weapons — is an essential part of the NPT. If confidence in this commiunent faltered.
strategically damaging and economically debilitating regional nuclear arms races could result,
harming all our interests.

NPT parties should reject any notion that the NPT is the type of bax‘ga:m where t1\§ interests of
some parties are pitted against the countervailing interests ot other parties. A ustralia shares the
view of Kofi Annan, the former UN Secretary General. who stated in his report In larger
freedom: ‘Progress in both disarmament and non-proliferation is essential and neither should be
held hostage to the other’.



Mr Chairman

The nuclear non-proliferation situation has deteriorated since we last met. North Korea's nuciear
test of 9 October 2006 directly challenged the fundamental principles of non-proliteration at the
heart of the NPT. For the first time, a country which joined the NPT us @ non-nuclear-weapon
state has acquired a nuclear explosive capability. Australia hopes that the six-party statement
released on 13 February 2007 indicates North Korea has made the strategic choice to give up
nuclear weapons. North Korea must now match with practical action the commitments 1t hus
given.

The North Korea case illustrates the risk of NPT parties acquiring nuclear technology then
leaving the Treaty to pursue nuclear weapons. Australia believes NPT parties should agree on
measures to strengthen disincentives to withdrawal and to ensure an appropriate response i any
cases. We were encouraged by the very constructive discussion on NPT withdrawal issues at the
2005 Review Conference.

Iran’s determined pursuit of uranium enrichment without any convincing peacetul justitication
and in defiance of resolutions of the IAEA Board of Governors and the UN Security Council
seriously threatens confidence in the non-proliferation regime. lran’s tuiiure to cooperate tulls
with IAEA inspections, and to answer the Agency’s outstanding questions about its pasi
activities, only further reduces international confidence in the peacctul nuture of its nuclear
activities. The international community should not be misled. No-one wants to deny Iran its
legitimate rights to peaceful nuclear energy. But, as recognised in the Fimnul Document of the
2000 Review Conference, peaceful use rights are not unconditional and must be in contormitns

with Articles I, II and III of the Treaty.

Iran’s nuclear program has refocused international attention on wavs to hnut the spread of
enrichment and reprocessing technologies while respecting rights to benetit rom the peaccetu!
uses of nuclear energy. Australia supports the current extensive international dialogue on
nuclear fuel cycle issues. In our view multilateral approaches and initiatiy e~ on the nuciear tuci
cycle have the potential to advance both energy security and non-prolifcration objectives.

We welcome the continued growth in numbers of Additional Protocols to TAEA safeguards
agreements. There should be no doubt that a comprehensive sateguards agreement and wn
Additional Protocol is the verification standard for non-nuclear-weapon staies that would bes
guarantee the NPT’s long-term effectiveness. Australia has made the Additional Protocol «
condition for the supply of Australian uranium to non-nuclear-weapon states. We urge all other
uranium suppliers to do likewise.

Mr Chairman

A credible nuclear-weapon state commitment to nuclear disarmament is cssential for maintaining
the NPT’s political strength and vitality. There has been progress on nuclear arms reductions
those who claim otherwise deny reality — but much remains to be done towards the goal of the
ultimate elimination of nuclear weapons.

We look to the nuclear-weapon states to identify areas for progress, such as further reductions 1
all types of nuclear weapons and in the operational status of nuclear weapon svstems. A
diminishing role for nuclear weapons in security policies is important i order to reduce the
salience of nuclear weapons. Security assurances against the threat or use of nuclear weapons
have been of key interest to non-nuclear-weapon states for many years. Australia places great
importance on nuclear weapon free zones as an effective means by which negative securinn
assurances can be provided to non-nuclear-weapon states parties to the NPT,

o



The debate on NPT disarmament issues will be most productive it 1t i-

encourage all nuclear-weapon states to be as transparent and open as
weapons policies and disarmament actions.
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Mr Chairman

The NPT’s undiminished relevance is further underscored by the renewed glob
nuclear energy for electricity generation. The Treaty both facilitates access to: t}
of nuclear energy and provides the non-proliferation assurances essential

trade and cooperation. The record on peaceful nuclear cooperation is a good one. characterised
by large-scale and effective assistance through the IAEA’s Technical Co-operation Programme
as well as the IAEA Regional Cooperative Agreements. The IAEA's work has enabled many
countries to access the benefits of nuclear technology in a wide range of are
agriculture and human health to industry and resource management.

al interest in
w peaceful uses
peacctul nuclear

as from food and

Australia has dernonstrated its commitment to cooperation in the peaceful uscs of nuclear energy
by active participation over the NPT’s history in multilateral, regional and hi\mcr:&\ peu’c?m‘}
nuclear cooperation activities. As the holder of around 40 percent of the world's i‘ow—«,(‘)st
uranium reserves and the world’s second largest uranium exporter, Ausn’uha‘ Is a n’m:]or
contributor to nuclear energy worldwide. We participate in.a vibrant exchange «‘wilxn‘h‘)lnnjtl\o:«
and experts, particularly in the Asia-Pacific region. Australian nuclear \LILH:L] ]n;litc rl;;:r%h
entered a new era on 20 April with the opening of OPAL, Australia’s world-clas:

reactor supplied by the Argentine company INVAP.
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