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Mr. Chairman,

Non-proliferation has undoubtedly been the mostassful of the three pillars of the
NPT. 44 years after the Treaty's entry into foitte, non-nuclear-weapon States have
been complying with their obligations under the aiyeand keeping their end of the
fundamental bargain at its core, in stark contrstthe implementation of the
disarmament commitments under Article VI by theleaacweapon States.

Nuclear disarmament is essential to nuclear nofif@ration. As long as nuclear
weapons exist, there will be States and non-Stetirsatempted to acquire or develop
them. In this regard, Brazil sees nuclear disarnminas the best antidote to nuclear
proliferation.

Brazil is fully committed to its non-proliferaticcommitments. Besides being Party to the
NPT, Brazil is also Party to the Tlatelolco Treatyd to the CTBT. Our nuclear facilities
are subject to safeguards not only from the IAE®t, &iso from the Brazilian-Argentine
Agency for the Accounting and Control of Nucleartstal (ABACC), the only of its
kind in the world. Our Federal Constitution exmigdetermines that the use of nuclear
energy shall be solely for peaceful purposes. Wgpati nuclear non proliferation
because we are against nuclear weapons, no métteholds them.

We cannot accept, however, that the burden of tR¥ NRegime continue to fall
exclusively on the non-nuclear weapon States, Wite increasing imposition of
obligations that affect only those who already hilly comply with their Treaty
obligations.

While Brazil fully respects the sovereign decisafrthose States that decided to sign an
Additional Protocol with the Agency, we recall tHAlFCIRC/540 was approved by the
IAEA Board of Governors in the understanding of vtduntary nature, a fact that is
officially reflected in that body’s records. ThelZDAction Plan also recognized that “it
is the sovereign decision of any State to conchm@dditional protocol”. Furthermore,
Action 30 of the 2010 Action Plan stated that "&iddial protocols should be universally
applied once the complete elimination of nucleaapass has been achieved". It is very
unfortunate, Mr. Chairman, that we seem to be ohbfg far from reaching this point.

Brazil has also actively participated in the distoss regarding the implementation of a
“State Level Approach” by the IAEA. We understahdttthe relationship of the Agency
with its Member States must be guided by existiggeaments between both and the
commitments derived from them. Objectivity must dgiithe Agency’s work. We
welcome the fact that the IAEA is engaged in a atiagon process with Member States
on the State Level Approach, whose parameters nmustir view, be subject to approval
by the Board of Governors.

Mr. Chairman,

Brazil is firmly committed to the objective of neer non-proliferation. We believe,
however, that any approach that focuses exclusiweslythis pillar, in prejudice of



necessary progress on nuclear disarmament, is dbamdailure. It is necessary to
demand coherence from the nuclear weapon Statdshwlontinue to raise security
reasons as justification for the maintenance andamuzation of their nuclear arsenals.
That is, in our view, an argument that only conitds to the erosion of the credibility of
the nuclear non-proliferation regime.

| thank you, Mr. Chairman.



