


Distinguished Colleagues, 

Now, let me inform you about the initiative of the 6 CD Presidents for the 2006 seSSlOn -
ilppointment onhe Friends of Presidents. 

Appointment of the Friends of Presidents is - in our opinion - a prerogative of the Presidents, 
who can freely choose who could assist them in J'uliilling their tasks, and bas cd on precedent in this 
Conference. The use or the mechanism of "Friends of the Chair" is nothing new in this room. 
Maybe the only novelty is that the group of "Friends" has support of all 6 CD Presidents in 2006, 
which should allow coherence and continuity of their functioning. 

It is my pleasure to announce that the 6 CD Presidents for the 2006 session - Poland, Republic 
of Korea, Romania, Russia, Senegal and Slovakia - appointed the following Amhassadors 
as the Friends of Presidents: 

Ambassador of Sri Lanka, H.E. Mrs. Sarala Fernando. 
Ambassador of Algeria, H.E. Mr. Idriss Jazalry, 
Ambassador of Bulgaria, H.E. Mr. Petko Draganov, 
Ambassador of Chile, H.E. Mr. Juan Martabit, 
Ambassador of Italy, H.E. Mr. Carlo Trezza, and 
Ambassador of Japan, H.E. Mr.Yoshiki Mine. 

FoPs will conduct their activities during the whole 2006 session of the CD. Their main task would 
be to assist P6 in discharging their responsibilities. It is our conviction that the Presidents should 
focus on activities directly aimed at searching for consensus on a programme of work, 
namely, on proper planning and preparation of structured debates and on other activities 
related to programme of work (consultations etc.). Therefore, FoPs could concentrate on 2 issues: 

a) The agenda 

Preserving the agenda is crucially important, taking into account the lack of programme of work. 
Thc CD may deal with any issues and they could be dealt with within its agenda. At the same timc, 
each CD President is obliged to continue to keep in mind the question of the review of the agenda 
(see: chapeau of the agenda adopted on 24 January). We are of the view that the Friends 
of Presidents could assist P6 in discharging that responsibility, and conduct infonnal consultations 
in this regard. It is also worth mentioning here that, according to the rules of procedure, 
a programme of work should be adoptcd on the basis of the CD agenda. Therefore, there is a clear 
link betwecn the issuc of agenda and programme of work. Thus, the FoPs, subsequently 
and naturally, will also assist the P6 in our search for consensus on a programme of work. 

b) The effectiveness of methods of work 

In 2005, many delegations raised the question of the improvement of effectiveness of methods 
of work of the CD. Although key problems of the CD are of political nature, there are views 
that improvement of procedures could lead to the creation of a more favourable organisational 
environment to affect change in political poshlres. Let me give you some examples of ideas raised 
in 2005: extension of duration of term of Presidencies (as 4 weeks lead to fragmentation 
and lack of continuity) or range of presidential prerogatives with respect to the appointment 
of the Special Coordinators. 

At the beginning, FoPs would have no particular mandate, except the above outline. However, 
the mandate for FoPs' activities could be changed by the P6, if necessary, in the course of CD 
proceedings. 

Please allow me to infonn you about the way the Friends of Presidents are going to function. 
Each Friend will conduct consultations in his own capacity. \\'hen necessary, there would 
bc meetings of FoPs or FoPs with P6. FoPs would analyse existing proposals, study proposals made 
during the 2006 session (if any arc put forward) and present their opinions to the current 
CD President. 
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Friends will report to the current President on their findings. When necessary, each wrrcnt 
President should foresee an opportunity to present findings of the Friends of Presidents in plenary 
meeting (most probably infom1al), allowing the CD to have discussion. The current President would 
act as an infonnal focal point for FoPs. 

Dear Colleagues, 

Today we are going to hold a debate, based on agenda items, which - I hope- will help us identify 
issues or possible elements of work of the CD. As it was stated many times in this Chamber, 
this agenda, as adopted by the CD, is flexible enough to allow us to deal with any issues, they could 
be dealt with within its scope. And its scope already contains the so called four core issues, 
as well as creates opportunities to come up with different ideas through constructive and creati ve 
deliberations, thus allowing the identification of possible elements of work. This is why we should 
concentrate on our discussion based on the agenda items. The identification of the possible elements 
of work would not only fill the agenda with substance but, perhaps, could also allow us to better use 
and allocate our time as well as assets at the CD disposal. 

Let me assure you, that P6 will spare no efforts to work out the details of the "time-table 
of the CD Presidents' activities". It is our intention to inform you about it next Thursday, 
9 February. 

Let me underline strongly that both identilication of the issues - potential clements a r a programme 
of work and the supposed "time table" are with no prejudice to any future decisions of this 
Conference on a programme of work or establishment of any subsidiary body. At the same 
time, reaching consensus on a programme of work remains the most important goal for me and 
other CD Presidents in 2006 session. 

Distinguished Delegates, 

You made the swift adoption of this year's CD agenda possible. I hope that today we are making 
a second small step towards the revitalization and better functioning of the CD. I sincerely hope 
that you will not hesitate to contact our Friends of Presidents and provide them with your views 
on any or all of the above-mentioned subjects. 

Thank you for your attention. 
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