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Mr. President,

At the outset, let me congratulate you for presiding over this Conference. Your recognized experience and diplomatic skills are much needed at this juncture. All efforts in order to try to organize our endeavors in an effective and systematic way are welcome. In this sense, be sure of having the fullest cooperation of the Brazilian delegation.

I would like to praise the initiative announced by you at the beginning of your tenure of grouping all Presidents of this year’s session with the aim of coordinating our activities. 
We support the idea of having friends of all the incoming Presidents helping us narrow down differences on substantive issues. 
We also are of the view that the proposal of planned structured debates based on all items of the agenda is an innovative attempt to create a more receptive atmosphere that could help us adopting a comprehensive and balanced program of work.
Brazil is of the opinion that our current agenda is still adequate, inclusive and flexible enough to allow us to deal with issues that are relevant to our respective national concerns and also with the vast array of themes of international peace and security. 
In Brazil’s view, the current agenda should allow us to arrive at a compromise solution for a program of work, one that encompasses necessarily the four core issues – nuclear disarmament, fissile material treaty, prevention of arms race in outer space an negative security assurances -, and, at the same time, could eventually allow the inclusion of other themes, provided that they are directly related to a forum devoted exclusively to negotiations on disarmament. 
In this context, as a demonstration of flexibility, we could participate in informal exchange of views on issues such as critical infrastructures, including seminars and workshops, although we are not convinced that this specific issue has any direct linkage to this Conference. Regarding MANPADS, we believe that this subject is already dealt within the purview of current Program of Action on Small Arms and Light Weapons. At this stage, we consider that dealing with this item in this Conference could lead to duplication of efforts with that forum. 
In our common efforts of exploring alternative ways to bring back the CD to substantive and meaningful work, which we understand is the main task of the P-6 and their friends, my delegation understands that proposals regarding additional issues, independently of any  assessment of their intrinsic relevance to the raison d’être of this Conference, should not be seen as a substitute or a distraction to substantively dealing with the four consecrated core pillars, which are present in the different proposals for a program of work that have been circulated since 2000. 
In the light of these observations, let me restate our conviction that for Brazil the pursuit of nuclear disarmament is and should continue to be the fundamental objective of this negotiating body. 
We were responsible in 2000 for the presentation of the “Amorim Proposal” (CD/1624), which puts great emphasis on nuclear disarmament. Notwithstanding, and with the objective of the trying to achieve consensus, Brazil has shown its flexibility with regards to a program of work. As a compromise offer, we have, since 2004, supported the “A5 Proposal”, which puts less strength on nuclear disarmament if compared with the proposal made by Brazil, and indicated that the “Food-for-Thought” paper presented by Ambassador Chris Sanders last year, as an informal derivation from the A-5 proposal, could also be an acceptable basis for discussion, in order to lead us to the adoption of a program of work. 
Brazil sees the pursuit of nuclear disarmament as a fundamental tool in addressing the international community's deep concern about proliferation. 
With regards to the negotiation by the Conference on Disarmament of a fissile material treaty, my delegation is of the view that an “all or nothing” approach risks protracting the beginning of these negotiations. We strongly advocate that a treaty on fissile material be provided with a verification mechanism, but we think that different positions on this specific aspect should not impede the start of negotiations. We also favor the consolidation and reinforcement of instruments to prevent the ‘weaponization’ of outer space.
By highlighting again these suggestions and recommendations, Brazil is being coherent to its long standing posture of privileging multilateral and non discriminatory agreements on disarmament and security issues. 

I thank you for your attention.
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