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In my role as Chair of the UN Security Council’'setition 1540 Committee |
am delighted to have this opportunity to talk te thelegations attending the
2015 Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Revi@€anference. | would like
to thank you all for joining us for this briefinesolution 1540 (2004) has an
important connection with the NPT given the obligas$ resolution 1540 (2004)
places on States with regard to nuclear non-prali@n and security — as well
as for chemical and biological security. Whilesa€ommittee we have to pay
attention to all three types of weapons of massralettson — and their delivery
means — | appreciate that your main interest teemuclear aspects. However,
| believe that it is important that we think abowatnd discuss, the three
categories together. In many countries non-praitfen policy, regulation and
controls are dealt with by the same institutiond by often the same people.

As we do with other directly related internationajanisations we need to work
closely with the International Atomic Energy Agencyhich among
international organisations, leads globally on tlksues of nuclear non-
proliferation and security. | am glad thereforettba the podium we have the
Director-General’s representative to the UN in Néark, Mr. Geoffrey Shaw.
Also with me is the Coordinator of the Group of EXg that supports the 1540

Committee, Mr. Terence Taylor

In my remarks | will give you:

» areminder of the basic obligations of the resohyti
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» the status of implementation and some issues aitfitgs for the
Committee and,
* ideas on the approach to the upcoming Compreheridexeew of the

implementation of resolution 1540.

| look forward to hearing your views on these mattaend learning how the
Committee can better support the effective implaatgon of the resolution: for
this audience in particular of course in relatiomtclear non-proliferation and

security.

First, the basic obligations. Those of you familsth the resolution will know
that the breadth of the obligations is in itsel€rellenge - particularly in the
context of a further challenge — the rapidly chaggpolitical, economic,

scientific and technological environment.

For the purpose of this discussion | will gathee ttore obligations in three
groups. States must
* Refrain from providing any form of support to notat® actors regarding
nuclear biological and chemical weapons and themms of delivery;
« Adopt and enforce appropriate legislation that pid$ non-State actors
from engaging in any proliferation-related actesj and,;
» Establish domestic controls to prevent nuclearyiba and biological
weapons proliferation, including by establishingmpriate controls over

related materials.

These obligations do not contradict other obliga&ti@rising from the NPT or
any of the other weapons of mass destruction égaind related legal

instruments such as the Convention on the Phyd$tcatection of Nuclear
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material (CPPNM) and its Amendment. Resolution ALsémplements and

supports them.

By the way, | should mention that while the resolutsets out very clear
obligations, it does not specify how States shomglement them. This is a

matter for national decision.

How is implementation going globally? After a déeasince its adoption | am
glad to report that ninety percent of Member Staege submitted the required
report to the 1540 Committee on the measures theg taken to implement the
resolution. Naturally, one report is not really egb and fortunately many
states have submitted two, three and even morentaoslu additional reports.
However, we should not be complacent. There allelStiStates that have not
reported. The Committee is making every efforet@wourage these States to
report. “It's important to note that since thetIN®T RevCon many States have
strengthened measures to implement their nuclegprobferation and security
obligations under the resolution. Preliminary exation of the updates on the
actions of all UN Member States currently undemppration by the Committee

suggests that this trend continues.”

In its Programme of Work for 2015 the Committeecpka a high priority on
direct interaction with States to help in enhanaafigctive implementation. In
this context the Committee places importance ordtheslopment of voluntary
National Implementation Action Plans (NAP). Theskould be forward
looking plans to close gaps and enhance implementat regard to legal and
regulatory measures — as well as such steps asntyadf those required to
iImplement these measures such as export and falacmntrols. | mention
these plans in particular as they are complemeritathe IAEA’s Integrated
Nuclear Security Support Plans (INNSPs). We Haaen fortunate in that the
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IAEA has invited our supporting Group of Expertsptrticipate in meetings in
Africa and the Middle East this year to mutuallyppart each other in
promoting the implementation of these plans. We lfmyward to further such
meetings later this year in Latin America and tlaeific regions. These events
demonstrate the increased practical cooperatiorwdset our respective
organisations. We need to think together on how ce®m enhance the
collaboration with the IAEA even further to dealthwithe challenges that lay
ahead of us. | am sure Geoffrey Shaw may have si#as in this regard in his

remarks later.

Another area in which the Committee places highartgnce is that of helping
to deliver assistance in capacity building for #féective implementation of
resolution 1540. Many States need support. Th® T&inmittee has a role in
matching requests for assistance made to the Coeenbly States to potential
providers. | am glad to say that 47 States hamadtly told the Committee that
they are prepared to offer assistance in variousgpas have 16 international
organisations, the IAEA among them. However, then@attee is not satisfied
that the system is working is efficiently as it gltb We are seeking ways to

improve this as you will hear later.

Now | would like to turn to the all-important Congtrensive Review of the

implementation of resolution 1540. In accordanci @perative Paragraph 3
of resolution 1977 (2011), the Security Councilided on two reviews of the

status of implementation of the resolution - ove fyears after the adoption of
the resolution and a second prior to expiry of16d0 Committee’s mandate in
2021. In its charge to the Committee the Securibyr@il said that it should

include, | quote, “if necessary, recommendationadjnstments to the mandate,
and will submit to the Security Council a report tre conclusions of those
reviews, anddecides that, accordingly, the first review should be hblkfore
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December 2016”. In the Committee’s view, this Rewishould be both
retrospective and forward-looking. It should drawn @n analysis of
implementation of resolution 1540 (2004) since 2009 Review, with the aim
of improving the implementation of the resolutioy Member States, by
identifying and recommending specific, practicatl appropriate actions to this
end, and to analyse the operation of the Committebe conduct of its tasks

and recommend any changes considered necessary.

The Committee is considering four key strands ofkwo be followed in the
course of the Review. They are:

* Using currently available data from reports by &tatand publicly
available official information, the Committee witlake an analysis of the
status of implementation of the resolution inclggidentifying the key
trends in implementation since the 2009 Review.eBam this analysis,
it should identify shortcomings in the current systof data collection,
storage, retrieval, presentation including in répgr by States and
sharing of effective practices. An important elemerthis theme, in my
view, would be to draw on the experience with direteractions with
States and thereby identify appropriate ways tenisity and promote
these interactions.

» Drawing on the experience in operating the 154&&@s®xe mechanism in
the course of the Review we should analyse the dteeis role in
facilitating “"match-making”, as | mentioned earlieand identify
iImprovements to bring about the prompt delivery askistance. The
Committee is already putting into effect improvemseio the approach to
facilitating assistance — in particular by usingegional approach.

» With regard to cooperation with international origations, in the course
of the Review | believe that we should seek impdoways of enhancing
the collaboration of the Committee with directlylated international
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organisations, the IAEA is of course a key partimethis regard. With
respect to regional organisations | think that weusd try to identify
better methods for their support for building netkgoof 1540 Points of
Contact. This would help a great deal in encougqgiporting to the
Committee and developing opportunities for the Cate@'s direct
interactions with States.

» Last, but by no means least, the Review should eathe Committee’s
outreach to States and civil society including a&caid, industry,
professional associations and parliamentarianghighregard, | believe
that we need to seek to do this through publicatermd electronic means
and, as appropriate, the use of social media adéamour to build a
wider 1540 network including, in an appropriate wawil society. |
know that the nuclear community has developed tariational Nuclear
Security Education Network (INSEN). Perhaps the QLsHmmunity
could learn from this. Other ideas from your expece of outreach

would be most welcome.

The Committee is developing a schedule of workoiadeict the Review with
the aim of meeting the deadline of submitting aoredo the Security
Council before December 2016. | expect that thieedale of work over the
next eighteen months will include opportunitieg#on the views of Member
States and international organisations, includivgy IAEA, in the course of
the process. This can be achieved through planngeazh events and
perhaps some dedicated ones. | expect the plartaisclude consultation
with international organisations and civil sociatgluding parliamentarians
and industry. As with most aspects of resolutibdd, its implementation is
very much a collaborative effort — | hope that tbigracteristic will be an
important feature of the Comprehensive Review. Yamtive participation is
much needed.
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| look forward to hearing any questions or commejmis may have on my
remarks. However, before then, | would like toeofthe floor to Geoffrey

Shaw from the IAEA, one of our key partners in tiort to prevent

weapons of mass destruction getting into the hahdsn-State actors.

END



