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Mr. President,

We join the statements made by the Permanent Representatives of Malaysia and Jamaica, on behalf of NAM and the G-77 + China, respectively. Likewise, many of the statements made by our delegation, during the consideration of the Reports submitted by the well-known High-Level Panel and the Millennium Project, are also relevant to this debate.

Mr. President,

In a preliminary way, I will begin by expressing that the Report of the Secretary General intends to settle logic to organize international life, moving to a second level the axis that, so far, has sustained the role of the United Nations according to its Charter, under the argument that we are in a qualitative different moment. 

Nonetheless, if the conditions are different today, it is more urgent than ever before to safeguard the current system's positive elements, which is a result of mankind's historical evolution.

With some of the changes proposed in the Report, we would run the risk of creating a much more insecure, unjust and manipulative system by the powerful. We shall not forget that we live in a unipolar world whose superpower has violated international legality with impunity and attempts to manipulate the international organizations, included the UNO. 

Cuba understands that reforms of the system are required but not in line with the Report. Consequently, my delegation would be willing to consider different proposals, without any unnecessary rush, so that the decisions reflect the consensus of Member States from well grounded, moderate and objective reviews.
We reiterate that we shall face without any further delay a real and comprehensive reform of the United Nations which retakes its foundational roots, preserves its universal and democratic character, its political essence and intergovernmental nature, respects the balance of the foundational competences of its main organs and guarantees full respect for its Charter by all, small and large, States.

Such reform shall re-establish the central role of the Organization within the international relations system, ensure the rule of its Charter and of International Law, reconstruct the collective security system and guarantee the development of multilateralism and reaffirm cooperation and solidarity among States.

In our opinion, the Report does not appropriately take into account the mandates pursuant to Resolutions 58/291 and 59/145; at the time it exceeds the powers entitled by the Assembly to the Secretary General. 

Mr. President,

Placing development, unequivocally and definitely, in the center of the Agenda of this organization shall be one of the main results of the Summit of September, 2005. This principle, repeatedly stated since the beginning of this preparatory process by the block of developing countries, which constitutes the majority of the Organization's Member States, seems to have been avoided once again within the approach adopted in the Report of the Secretary General.

We have realized, with deep concern, the lack of an adequate balance in the document which results in excessive emphasis on security and human rights issues, to the detriment of development questions in all its scope and dimensions, which seems to be subordinated to the first. 

This lack is even more serious if we take into account that the original mandate for the elaboration of the Report established that it should be exhaustive, in accordance with the scope of the event to be celebrated, which shall include, in addition to a broad review of the advances achieved in the fulfillment of the Millennium Development Goals, an analysis of the results in the comprehensive and coordinated implementation -at national, regional and international levels- of the outcomes and the commitments of major United Nations conferences and summits in the economic and social context and other related fields. 

Another essential limitation of the Report is that it analyzes the developing world's situation within a conceptual gap, evidently omitting that the main cause of underdevelopment and poverty is based upon the unjust current international economic relations system and upon the regrettable absence of a real political will of developed countries to change it and implement measures truly aimed at the promotion of sustainable development, eradication of poverty and the elimination of the current order's inequalities.

We also consider unfortunate the excessive way in which the Report deals with concepts, such as, good governance, democracy and accountability, among others, when referring to alleged demands that developing countries should fulfill, outlining criticism on them.

The way in which this document settles premises for future conditions on the granting of Official Development Assistance, under the basis of subjective and unacceptable criteria of selectivity, is of equal concern. 

Unrestricted fulfillment of developed countries' commitments in terms of aid and cooperation for development shall continue to be demanded. 

Development goals will not be attained without making a previous deep, courageous and unmasked analysis of the roots of our problems. 

We need to agree on recommendations with sufficient scope aimed, among others, at reforming the current international trade and financial relations system and adequately re-state the United Nations system reform to respond to the development question which is undoubtedly our greatest challenge. 

Mr. President,

Despite being peace the central concept of the UN Charter, it is practically not included in the Report, whereas the concept of security is promoted, which is vaguer and allows to blur the centrality of the Charter. 

The Report attempts to stamp a group of controversial precepts while basic principles of International Law are unknown, such as those of sovereignty and the non-interference in internal affairs, or it subordinates them to the implementation of alleged principles of human rights defense, individual freedom and protection of the vulnerable. 

Likewise, mentions of sovereignty are very scarce and controversial in the document, while it seems to question that the UNO is basically an intergovernmental organization conceived to defend States. Consequently, the central category of the system and of public international law is intended to disappear: sovereignty and equality among States. 

We reiterate that the proposal of making the collective security system more effective throughout greater strengthening of the Security Council at the cost of diminishing the role of the other main bodies, particularly that of the General Assembly does not seem appropriate.

The Security Council should not be transformed into a body where texts with similar scope to those of the international treaties are adopted. 

The United Nations Charter shall be fully respected and not reinterpreted. In this sense, what the Report points out in Article 51 represents a dangerous reinterpretation of it, which would offer enough flexibility to enhance wars and pre-emptive attacks that -although unleashed by the world superpower- do not fail to be illegal and condemnable. 

Hence, we reject the attempt to broaden the scope of such article to include the question of the so-called "imminent threats", as it would not only weaken multilateralism but also contradicts basic principles contained in the Charter itself.

In the Report the issue of nuclear weapons and other weapons of mass destruction is basically covered from the horizontal non-proliferation perspective, wrongly leaving the disarmament question to a second level, which in fact is of fundamental priority. 

The Report's welcoming of the so-called Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI) is quite regrettable and of concern, for being a non-transparent mechanism of selective composition, designed only by some States and which acts on the fringes of the United Nations and the international treaties in the field.

On the other hand, when covering the question of small arms and light weapons, illicit and licit arms seem to be given identical treatment, not taking appropriately into account the right of all States to possess small arms and light weapons for their needs of legitimate defense and security. 

The Cuban delegation reiterates that the struggle against terrorism shall be carried out in a comprehensive and global way by the international community, under the basis of collective cooperation and within the framework of respect for the United Nations Charter and the principles of International Law, particularly of International Humanitarian Law and human rights.

The adoption of a General Convention on international terrorism is an unpostponable necessity. It shall contain a clear and accurate definition of the crime of terrorism, including all the kinds and manifestations this phenomenon adopts, foresee this crime's material and mental elements and entail responsibility for natural and legal people. 

Likewise, the activities of the armed forces of a State, not regulated by International Humanitarian Law, shall not be excluded from the implementation scope of this future General Convention, and there shall be clear distinction between terrorism and the legitimate struggle of the peoples for their independence and in defense of their right to self-determination. Member States are entitled to determine the elements to be contained in this definition of terrorism. 

Mr. President,

Human Rights issues are narrowly analyzed in the Report, and it is intended to relegate States' role to create the conceptual base to justify interventions and violations of their sovereignties. 

The Commission on Human Rights (CHR) has lost prestige on account of political manipulation, selectivity, politicization, double standards, blackmailing and hypocrisy evident in the work of a group of developed countries which are moved by the sole objective of implementing their own political interest.

Nevertheless, instead of recommending a real democratization of the Commission and advocating for greater transparency in their works, the Secretary General's Report resorts to propose the creation of a Human Rights Council, with more reduced membership to create more favorable conditions so that the body entitled to assure cooperation in human rights is used as private property of the powerful ones and the inquisitor tribunal to condemn Southern countries, especially, those actively opposing their neocolonial domination strategy.

The strategy of those supporting this approach is clear: to eliminate the Third Committee of the UNGA, which is a body of universal composition an where sovereign equality is truly practiced among Member States in the consideration of human rights within the general context of social, cultural and humanitarian issues.

Additionally, when separating the CHR from the Economic and Social Council, the consideration of economic, social and cultural rights is weakened, the mere existence and recognition of these rights is questioned once more and the principle of recognizing the universal, interdependent and interrelated nature of all human rights is disregarded.

The choice of prioritizing one of the components of the equation to the detriment of the others can only bring about greater distortion of the system, greater political questioning and manipulation. 

I should also remind that the proposal to assume the so-called "collective responsibility to protect" has been analyzed in this Organization during the latest years. However, far from gaining support, it keeps facing great rejection among an important group of Member States of this Organization. 

When the illegal war against Iraq broke out, some of the most feverish advocators of the so-called "collective responsibility to protect" chose to remain silent, while others allied the aggressor, resulting in the death of hundreds of thousands of Iraqi civilian casualties in this cruel assault. 

They neither blinked when everybody in the globe knew of the indescribable tortures carried out in prison facilities in Iraq, Afghanistan and the Naval Base in Guantánamo. 

Not few advocators of the "responsibility to protect" deterred the analysis in the CHR of the humanitarian situation in Iraq after the conflict's outbreak; they opposed to the adoption of a draft resolution attempting to investigate the arbitrary detentions in the illegal US Naval Base in Guantánamo. Besides, within the framework of the substantive session of ECOSOC (2004), these advocators also voted against the adoption of a text calling not to torture prisoners in the name of the war on terror. 

It would be suicidal to validate the so-called "right to intervention", used so many times nowadays, within the circumstances of a unipolar and neoliberal world characterized by the existence of an economic and military dictatorship exerted by the superpower, where only one society model is attempted to be imposed, there is a "nuclear club", "preemptive wars" are promoted, double standards dominate the actions of the Security Council, some shape the contempt towards the General Assembly, the implementation of coercive unilateral measures proliferates and human rights are politically and selectively manipulated.

Mr. President,

After examining the Report's proposals in terms of institutional reforms, my delegation would like to comment the following:

We may never talk about an Organization with more democratic and effective actions as long as the General Assembly does not fully exercise the powers entrusted to it by the Charter, including those necessarily derived from an eventual stalemate of the Security Council, to reject the use of force in order to reach political objectives and to insist that only the peaceful settlement to controversies and the elimination of double standards may bring about security, stability and justice in the world. 

The effectiveness of the work of the General Assembly will rely more on Member States' political will than on the changes of working methods. The permanence of certain issues in the Agenda is mainly due to the impossibility of implementing the relevant resolution. 

Regarding the Security Council, a non-democratic body, neither equal nor properly representative, the Report basically focuses on its expansion. Nevertheless, the Council's reform cannot only be limited to this matter, it should be more comprehensive. 

It is vital to transform the working methods of this body in search of effectiveness and guarantee adequate transparency.

Likewise, there shall be effective accountability in this body and as regards its members in particular, to the General Assembly where all Member States have a voice and a vote. 

Likewise, until the final objective of eliminating the veto is not attained, as a first step it is necessary to limit it to the actions under Chapter VII of the Charter.

Our delegation is aware of the necessity of having a more competent and efficient Secretariat. That is why we consider that the decisions adopted shall be properly implemented, after intense negotiations, by the General Assembly in human resource issues and examination of the implementation of resolutions 48/218 and 54/244. 

We do not consider it necessary to review these decisions adopted after intense intergovernmental negotiations in which several proposals included in the Report were thoroughly considered. 

It might seem that there is an attempt to make unknown the decisions adopted by Member States during comprehensive examinations of these issues, so that they are adopted in a more general context. 

On the other hand, despite the call we made in previous consultations, we have noticed in speeches pronounced outside these headquarters by Secretariat high-ranking officials, the continuous endorsement of concepts and ideas which have not been yet adopted or accepted as valid by Member States of this Organization of political nature which cannot be conceived as a "corporation". This practice shall cease. 

Mr. President, 

Member States will be entitled, within the framework of the General Assembly, to adopt the necessary decisions after undertaking the relevant negotiations, and as part of a deliberated, open and transparent process, being aware of the fact that the reform is a gradual process and cannot be subordinated to an event.

Within this context, we insist that there should be awareness of the opinions presented by the NAM and G-77 + China, which represent the opinion of the majority of the Member States of this Organization.

Regarding the current consultation process, and after listening to the diverse opinions conveyed by the speakers before me, I request the scheduling of additional days for thematic consultations as the schedule foreseen would be insufficient.

I conclude my statement, Mr. President, reiterating our support and wishing you success in your work. 

Thank you very much.

  

