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Mr. President,

The Cuban delegation wishes to insist on the following aspects:

The high-level meeting offers and ideal opportunity to reaffirm that, as concluded in the Vienna Declaration, we need an international order based on the Charter of the United Nations that promotes respect for all human rights, the right of the peoples to self-determination, peace, true democracy, justice, equality, the rule of law, development, better standards of living and solidarity. Unfortunately, none of these is reflected in the draft document.

The States must fulfill their obligations under the human rights legal instruments, in conformity with the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations. Paragraph 99 must be amended in this regard.

On the proposal of strengthening the High Commissioner's Office, the intension of a broader cooperation of this body with the Security Council is not specified, nor the issue of an equitable geographic distribution of the staff is provided full solution.

It is an old aspiration of those who shamelessly politicize the issue of human rights, to use the human rights machinery of the United Nations for the benefit of their military interference. The mandate of the High Commissioner is clear in resolution 48/141 of the General Assembly and does not need to be revised.

What she must do now is to be impartial and transparent in her mandate and to equitably distribute the resources among all her tasks, both those received by voluntary distributions and those coming from the regular budget.

And before any United Nations event notice her Action Plan, it must be endorsed by all the member States. But there is a long way to go for this yet.

As for the treaty bodies, we insist on the issue of equitable geographic distribution of the experts. While basically we agree with the improvement of its working methods, its reform process can not imply the loss of the legal identity of each one of them and of the goals set by each convention or pact.

Paragraph 105 is unacceptable and must be erased. The private sector does not generate a right. On the contrary, it has the obligation to respect human rights and to meet the national and international legislations on this regard. It is impossible that only a part of the society is given such importance.

There are countless examples of "benevolent" representatives of the private sector that mercilessly exploit impoverished populations and immigrants; they stir up armed conflicts and largely benefit from them; they won't allow trade unions at their facilities under threat of dismissal; and they actively take part in outrageous cases of political corruption, some of which have put the institutionality of some regional organizations at stake. 

As for the Rule of Law, consider necessary to reinforce the commitment of the States with multilateralism, which implies respect to the principles and purposes of the Charter and the need for a democratic and equitable international order. That shall be the guaranty for peaceful coexistence and cooperation between the States.

The creation of the Rule of Law Assistance Unit is unnecessary. It would only double the functions and current activities of the Department for Political Affairs.
On paragraph 109 about democracy, an important correction should be done, for it does not implies, but is based on the rights of the peoples to freely establish their political condition and plan their economic, social and cultural development. The document must not intend to play with such reformulations. 

As for the aforementioned Fund for Democracy, it is not clear who would define which are the countries that could have access to the Fund to establish or strengthen their democracy and how they would do so.

Would they start from the premise that democracy is based on the people's will, freely expressed, to determine its own political, economic, social and cultural system, and on its full participation in all aspects of life, as the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action established? Or a distorted and selective concept, which does not have the consensus of the Member States would be imposed?

The only way to support the sense of this proposal is by stressing the diverse character of the democratic processes and by clearly recognizing that democracy is based on the people's will, as reiterated by the Vienna Declaration. In this same regard, it should also be defined that any developing country can be recipient of that mechanism without certifications and conditionalities. 
On the intended concepts of "responsibility to protect" and "human security", Cuba's position has not changed. In the present world's condition they would only facilitate interference, pressures and intervention in the internal affairs of our States by the big powers, in overt and constant threat to our peoples' right to 
self-determination.

Cuba reiterates its firm repudiation to the attempt of approval of these concepts, which only serve the interest of those who make millionaire profits with wars.

Lately, there has been a trend to designate the so-called "failed states", whose political instability could put the security of the rich and powerful at risk, and which would have to be applied the naive recipe of "responsibility to protect" and respect for "human security". These so-called "failed states" appear on a list recently published by a well known magazine on international politics, where 60 of us, including some that will be surprised for being included in such an exclusive group, appear as threats according to 12 arbitrarily manipulated indicators. Those interested in the list may come to the Cuban seat.

Lastly, Cuba firmly supports the section devoted to culture of peace and dialogue between civilizations. In a world where religions are defamed, racial discrimination, racism and xenophobia continue to wreck havoc and those who resist to be dominated by the big international power centers are attacked at all the fronts.

The principles enshrined in the Declaration and Programme of Action on a Culture of Peace, adopted by the General Assembly on September 13, 1999, are fully valid.

Thank you very much. 

  

