“Thank you Mr. Chairman,

The Brazilian Government would like to convey to the United Nations Secretary General its appreciation for the organization of this Consultation on the Internet Governance Forum. This is certainly a great step forward to the international community in its endeavor to set up what our Heads of State and Heads of Government decided at the Tunis Summit last year. 

As we all know we have agreed upon, on November 18, 2005, to ask the UN Secretary General to help us on two tasks:

a) to “convene by the second quarter of 2006 a meeting of the new forum for multi-stakeholder policy dialog – called Internet governance Forum” (paragraph 72 of the Tunis Agenda), and;

b) to “start a process towards an enhanced cooperation, by the end of the first quarter of 2006” (paragraph 71 of the Tunis Agenda).

We were told that this meeting of today is related specifically to the Internet Governance Forum and, therefore, it is the Brazilian delegation understanding that another meeting is going to be organized to take care of the “enhanced cooperation process”.

Mr. Chairman,

Let me be specific. Brazil is looking forward the establishment of “globally applicable principles on public policy issues associated with the coordination and management of critical internet resources”. 

Brazil is of the view that what paragraph 55 of the Tunis Agenda calls as “existing arrangement for internet governance” has neither the mandate nor the treaty-based authority to take on responsibilities related to international public policy issues.  Even though these “existing arrangements” have “worked effectively to make the internet the highly robust, dynamic and geographically diverse medium that it is today” the decision making process of international internet public policy issues should be taken by the world community at large and not by a number of technical bodies or by a single government. 

The most important question the international community is facing nowadays – and that is why we decided to create a Forum to discuss it – is that due to a lack of any obvious international organization to deal with internet public policy issues a number of entities which should ideally be only in charge of the technical management of the day-to-day operation of the internet are pushed to fill the void and to take political public policy decisions. 

Allow me to quote paragraph 60 of the Tunis Agenda: “We further recognize that there are many cross-cutting international public policy issues that require attention and are not adequately addressed by the current mechanisms”. 

In a nutshell: technical bodies are deciding upon public policy issues. This awkward situation cannot go on forever without causing serious trouble and, quoting a famous economist, “things that cannot go on forever, don’t”.

Mr. Chairman,

The root of the problem is the absence of an appropriate international treaty. That is why Brazil favors the Internet Governance Forum should be a locus to discuss the willingness by the international community at large to create the necessary international applicable legal framework for internet related public policy issues.

Therefore, at Athens – and I shall emphasize that the my Government is very much grateful to the Greek Government for hosting the first IGF meeting – we have an excellent opportunity to initiate negotiations on a framework treaty to deal with international internet public policy issues. In the near future, negotiations on specific protocols could also take place to address problems such as, inter allia: 

a) cybersecurity; 

b) cybercrime; 

c) countering terrorism;

d) spam;

e) privacy and the protection of personal information and data;

f) multilingualization;

g) consumer protection;

h) capacity building; 

i) global public policies related to generic top-level domain names, and;

j) international interconnection costs;

Mr. Chairman,

Allow me to emphasize that Brazil is very proud of its domestic internet management system. The Brazilian Internet Steering Committee is a tripartite multi-stakeholder organization with due representation of not only governmental officials but also of the civil society, the academia and the private sector. Decisions are taken on a collective basis in an open, transparent and democratic way. Brazilians are very much attached to the freedom of expression and the rule of law. 

We hope one day we could have something similar on the decision making process of public policy issues at the international level.

Mr. Chairman,

To conclude let me say that I am personally convinced that SG Kofi Anann and specially you, Mr. Chairman, are both not only patient men, but also examples of those 19 century Tolstoy-like gentlemen that we used to get acquaintance with through literature. If you were not that kind of men, you would have already told us that most of this repetitive discussion and endless exercise could have been avoided if only we had read with more attention and bonne volonté the WGIG Report, which you chaired last year.  

I thank you, Mr. Chairman.

