Chair's Opening Statement for the briefing on the @mmittee’s revised documents and
procedures for assessing Member States’ implementah of Security Council resolution
1373 (2001) and 1624 (2005).

Security Council resolution 1373 which was adopited®001, required all Member States to
report regularly to the Committee on their impleta¢ion of that resolution. Over the next few
years it became clear that this obligation wasipta@ heavy burden on Member States. The
number of States replying began to fall and thaitlef the reports became less indicative of the
States performances. In 2006 thereafter, the Caeendtecided to reduce the reporting burden
on Member States by moving the primary respongjbibr drawing up States’ reports to the
Counter-Terrorism Committee Executive DirectordBIED) following visits to the Country
concerned. This also facilitated greater harmoitnadnd consistency enabling CTED to draft
products such as the Global Implementation Survey.

In 2010 the Security Council adopted resolution3L@10) which referred to the Committee’s
intention to review the preliminary implementatiassessment (PIA), in order to enhance its
usefulness.

The Committee has accordingly replaced the PIA with enhanced assessment documents (the
Overview of Implementation Assessment (OIA) andDegailed Implementation Survey (DIS)).
The Committee has also adopted revised procedwrestsf stocktaking of Member States’
implementation of Security Council resolutions 132801) and 1624 (2005).

The revision of the assessment documents and atoegt procedures represents a critical
project which was initiated under the previous @hanship of the Committee.

Considerable time and energy has been expenddieb@dmmittee, the Executive Director and
his staff at CTED for this purpose, given that thessessment documents have served as the
primary mode of dialogue between the CommitteeMathber States since 2005.

The DIS consists of a set of questions concerntumter-terrorism measures that States should
put in place for the effective implementation a$akitions 1373 (2001) and 1624 (2005).

Its purpose is to assist Member States in indigatvhat they have done in the field of counter-
terrorism and to assist the Committee and CTED rgpe assessing global implementation
efforts in a thorough, consistent, transparent@areh-handed way. It will also serve to facilitate
dialogue with each State on any further action ireglu

Some questions are aimed specifically at asseddi@gber States’ implementation of the
measures contemplated by the two resolutions; ®teeek to obtain clarification of States’
overall counter-terrorism capacities and strategies

Shortfalls identified in the DIS are not intendedimnply failure by a State to comply with its
obligations. Rather, they indicate priority areasnhich States are encouraged to take further
steps in order to implement the two resolutionsevedfectively.



The use of performance assessments is a principteded over from the preliminary
implementation assessment, which itself has beeseénfor the past seven years. Data collected
from the DIS will allow for a more accurate andalketd analysis of general trends regarding the
implementation of resolutions 1373 (2001) and 162@05). Much of these analyses will be
featured in future versions of the Global Implenagioh Survey produced by the Committee. |
can assure you that the data collected will notiged in any way to name and shame Member
States (i.e. in other words this is not a reportica

I have just given an outline, the details of whigh be presented more ably by Mr. Mike Smith,

Executive Director of CTED, whom | invite to takeetfloor to provide some further details on
key changes and next steps on the OIA and DIS &v@ation from previous assessment tools
and to also set out the next steps.



