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Mr. Facilitators,

First and foremost, we would like join the statement made by Malaysia on behalf of NAM.

We coincide on the fact that the strengthening of the United Nations is an issue to be considered and that the Organization shall be provided with institutions complying better with the principles and purposes enshrined in its Charter. 

Nevertheless, our country is concerned about the non-inclusion in the Report of the Secretary General (S/G) of the viewpoints on this issue, expressed by a great part of the Member States and NAM during previous debates on the content of the High-Level Panel's Report. 

We also consider that this process goes firstly through the political will of Member States and their commitment with this Organization. The reforms proposed are superficial and do not approach the real cause for the dysfunction of the United Nations: a group of Member States acting under their interests, which means the imposition of their standards and models to the rest of the great majority.

Mr. Facilitators,

We may not speak about a more democratic and effective United Nations Organization, as long as the General Assembly does not fully exercise the powers entrusted to it by the Charter, including those that necessarily derive from an eventual stalemate of the Security Council, to reject the use of force in the achievement of political goals and insist on the fact that only the peaceful solution to conflicts and the elimination of double standards may lead to security, stability and justice in the world. 

The effectiveness of the work of the General Assembly will depend more on the political will of Member States than on the changes in their working methods. The permanence of certain items in the Agenda is firstly due to the fact that relevant resolutions have not been implemented.

The revitalization process is flowing through the Facilitators and consultations with Member States. This, and not any other, shall be the means to carry out this process although the following should be made clear:

· Such revitalization is not only a matter of re-structuring of programs, procedures and commissions. It is especially about the recognition, by all Member States, of the Assembly as the only truly democratic and representative UN body, which should carry out a more important role in the daily activity of the Organization. 

· Within the current revitalization process carried out by the Facilitators, it has been perceived that, in some occasions, they have not reflected the exact group of comments made by Member States. Additionally, in the documents resulting from this process, there is prevalence of criteria related more to the re-structuring of an enterprise than that of an international political organization. In the Assembly's substantive program, emphasis should be made on the questions of peace and security, economic and social development and other aspects which affect developing countries directly. 

· It is not necessary to establish time limits for an exercise that, due to its nature, is a process intended to increase the Organization's efficiency to fulfill the decisions of Member States. 

Likewise, we agree that the contact with the civil society may be fruitful, but we shall not forget that the United Nations, and the General Assembly as its most representative body, was created as an intergovernmental organization. Thus, Member States are the ones who should solve their differences and problems in this forum. Any decision as regards civil society participation shall also be extended to the other main intergovernmental bodies and to the Commissions, including the Disarmament Commission. 

As regards the reform of the Security Council, we would like to point out that Cuba is not pleased with any of the two models proposed (A and B), as they only comprise a cosmetic expansion of such Council's membership. It is of concern that exactly the same proposals of the High-Level Panel Report have been assumed, without introducing the opinions and alternatives proposed by Member States in previous consultations. 

Cuba believes that the final option to reform the Security Council cannot be limited only to the question of expansion, but that it shall include functioning proposals, related with greater accountability, more democratic methods, transparency and the indispensable treatment of the right to the veto. 

A decision on such an important item as the reform of the Security Council shall not be rushed. A vote on a question can even be counterproductive, intensify historical conflicts among certain countries or cause artificial divisions among countries of a same Regional Group.

Mr. Facilitators,

We fully agree with the need to strengthen the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC), in compliance with the mandate established in the United Nations Charter for this main body, in charge of issues of so much relevance, particularly for developing countries. 

Nevertheless, the proposals contained in the Report of the Secretary General on this issue are very limited and not very novel. They would really seem to aim at limiting the role of ECOSOC to the superficial treatment of predominantly economic affairs and reply to emergency situations. We are concerned about this role which ignores the central role to be played by ECOSOC as regards the promotion of the long-term development perspective in the economic and social fields. 

The role granted to ECOSOC in the comprehensive and coordinated follow-up of major UN conferences and summits, pursuant to the legislative mandate contained in Resolution 57/270 B shall be effectively fulfilled, which requires true political will, particularly from developed countries while facing the analysis of the fulfillment of the commitments made in those forums and forward concrete proposals for their implementation. 

On the other hand, we may tentatively favor the proposal that ECOSOC serves as a High-Level Forum on cooperation for development, but we would like to grant, in the same way, the same category to the treatment of the socio-humanitarian and human rights issues within this Council. 

The third recommendation of the Report's Annex assumes the adoption of the concept of "threat to development", as if it had been intergovernmentally adopted and quotes some examples that could be classified thereby. However, the list of alleged "threats" should not only be restricted to calamities caused in poor nations. It is striking that it does not include the current international economic relations system and the lack of political will of rich countries to change it, which we consider constitute the main threats and obstacles to the development of our peoples. As we have previously said, the role of ECOSOC shall be focused on providing long term development assistance, as poverty and the lack of development are in fact the causes of the catastrophes stated in the Report, aggravating them in other cases. 

On the other hand, Cuba reiterates that the Commission on Human Rights (CHR) has lost credibility due to political manipulation, selectivity, politicization, double standards, blackmails and hypocrisy that a group of developed countries show in their works. The creation of the Human Rights Council, with an even more reduced membership, will create even more favorable conditions so that the body entitled to foster cooperation in terms of human rights is used as private property of the powerful and inquisitive tribunal to condemn Southern countries. 

This would eliminate the Third Committee of the General Assembly, the only body of universal composition exercising sovereign equality of States in the consideration of human rights.

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 this type of right is questioned once again and the principle acknowledging the universal, interdependent and interrelated nature of all human rights is set aside. 

Mr. Facilitators, 

Our delegation is aware of the necessity of having a more competent and effective Secretariat so that it can totally fulfill all the decisions of Member States.

The proposals presented in the Report of the Secretary General intend to give to the Secretariat a corporative approach and implement old reform proposals of the Secretariat which have already been analyzed and rejected by the General Assembly. It seems that there is an attempt to ignore Member States' decisions during the exhaustive analysis of these items so that they are adopted in a more general context. 

In this sense, my delegation considers that the mandates established in full compliance with the Rules of Procedure for Programme Planning shall continue to be reviewed. The proposal of reviewing all more than 5 year-long mandates to check their validity, known as "sunset provisions", is not new and has been rejected whenever submitted to the General Assembly.

Furthermore, my delegation reaffirms the prerogatives and mandates of this Assembly to consider all the administrative and budgetary issues, including their absolute authority to assign and re-assign financial and human resources and establish the priorities of the Organization recently decided upon in Resolutions 59/275 and 59/278 on the proposed programme budget outline for the biennium 2006-2007.

Hence, we propose that any resource resulting from the process of reform shall be aimed at increasing the resources of the Development Account, which have remained unchanged since its adoption.

As regards the Secretary General's proposal to undertake a number of voluntary retirements, my delegation considers necessary that Member States are provided with more information before taking any decision. We request an explanation about the scope of this proposal, the amount of posts involved, their geographic distribution, the programs affected, the way the activities-entitled to these posts- would be carried out, the total amount of resources involved, the consequences on the number of permanent contracts in the Organization, among others. Correspondingly, we would like to know the reasons why the present personnel cannot adjust to the so-called current needs, if we take into account the numerous training programs the Secretariat is implementing. 

Similarly, we do not consider necessary the proposal to carry out a comprehensive review of the rules related to budget and human resources, as well as, the one also proposing to undertake a comprehensive review of the Office of Internal Oversight Services (OIOS) to enhance its independence and authority.

We shall remember that the General Assembly adopted Resolution 59/266, through which Member States make a detailed and comprehensive review of human resource management. There is no reason to make changes in this item especially when the implementation of this resolution is still in the making. The same happens as regards the amendments to the financial regulations which were recently adopted and we do not understand why these should be changed. 

In our delegation's viewpoint any review of the OIOS should be executed under a previous agreement with the General Assembly and only by external oversight bodies of the Organization, in correspondence with Resolution 59/272. Likewise, we consider that only a few months after the adoption of Resolution 59/272 and the recent adoption of Resolution 58/287, which strengthens the Office's investigating functions, it is not necessary to review it once more. 

We support the call to improve the Secretariat's management, accountability, transparency and efficiency. We support the efforts made to this aim, but we think the General Assembly shall be systematically informed about such proposals, so that Member States may comment on them. 

We believe that the Secretary General already has enough flexibility to manage his personnel. The delegation of General Assembly prerogatives to the Secretariat shall not be incremented to the detriment of the prerogatives Members States have. This exercise of reform we are undertaking cannot bring about abdication of any prerogatives whatsoever of this main body, which is in fact the most universal.

Due to the technical nature of these proposals, our delegation considers they shall be analyzed by the Fifth Committee, within the framework considering relevant items of its Agenda, as in previous reform exercises. 

Mr. Facilitators,

Regarding the proposal related to Peace-building Commission (PBC), we reiterate that Cuba would be willing to evaluate its establishment as long as it is not a Security Council subsidiary body. The final decision of this Commission shall be subordinated to the previous adoption of its mandate.

In case the General Assembly finally established the PBC, we propose it is constituted as an intergovernmental body subordinated to the Fourth Committee. Moreover, the functions and prerogatives of the PBC shall be made clear, and they would not be related, under any circumstance, to early-warning and conflict-prevention activities. A representing approach should be present in the PBC membership, taking into account the equal geographical distribution and where the country subjected to analysis participates in the Commission's work with equal rights. 

As regard the Secretary General's explanatory note on the PBC, I will make some preliminary comments: 

· Regarding functions, we have noticed that counseling labors have been granted so that countries may direct their economies and political systems after conflicts. This approach brings about questions regarding respect for those States' sovereignty. 

· Regarding composition, We are concerned that PBC is presented as a selective body, even more than the Security Council. It is unacceptable that it mainly composed by developed countries to "solve", in their own ways, Southern countries' problems. The possibility, for member of this Commission, to adopt some functions with total autonomy is included within its modalities, something that is neither prudent nor advisable. 

· Concerning inner structure and subordination, we consider that this item is ambiguous for it proposes to send reports to two main bodies. Accordingly, we reiterate the option for this Commission to be a subsidiary body of the Fourth Committee. 

· With respects to the Support Office, especially regarding its personnel, it has called our attention, that there is no mention to an equal geographical, but of its experience in the field and its knowledge on post-conflict strategies, which is quite questionable.

Mr. Facilitators,

As to humanitarian assistance, our delegation endorses the validity, more than ever, of the guiding principles for humanitarian assistance enshrined in General Assembly Resolution 46/182.

Through the years, some complex emergencies when treating issues related to humanitarian assistance have been favored, leaving natural disaster cases second. Regrettably, several sister nations from the Indian Ocean basin had to endure a tremendous catastrophe, before the review of the United Nations' role in this field.

The economic growth and sustainable development are indispensable for the prevention and preparation to natural disasters and other emergencies. These events reflect the underlying development crisis that the so-called Third World countries face.

Thus, humanitarian assistance should be accompanied by a serious commitment, with no conditioning on economic growth and sustainable development of developing nations. Humanitarian assistance contributions, which should not be predetermined, shall not be of detriment to the allocated resources for international development cooperation.

Additionally, the notion of "right to access" is introduced in the Report of the Secretary General, which has nothing to do with the principles about this issue contained in the aforementioned Resolution 46/182. 

Our delegation rejects the role the Secretary General attempts to provide to the Security Council in terms of humanitarian assistance. Such attempt suspiciously adds up to the questionable tendency adopted by various developed countries to use the serious emergency issue to promote humanitarian intervention concepts, culture of protection, human security and the responsibility to protect. 

All these are conceptual versions that attempt to review International Law, and most of all UN Charter principles and purposes, specially the respect for other States' sovereignty. These versions also open the doors for those who try to impose their geopolitical interests by means of military interventions. 

In this aim, my delegation asks itself under what Member States' mandate the Human Security Unit was created within the structure of the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA), despite the Secretariat knew that such concept is far from enjoying intergovernmental endorsement and that its introduction in different draft resolutions has been about to be voted, more than once. 

It is not the first time, that when the doors of the intergovernmental debate are closed for a group of developed countries, these counting on the complicity of the Secretariat apply to ignore intergovernmental bodies, even by means of the so-called voluntary funds, so that they may be able to repeat again and again, that these are "emerging concepts". This exercise shall definitely stop if we actually attempt to implement transparency in the work of the United Nations.

Mr. Facilitators,

We consider that the cooperation between the United Nations and regional organizations should always be based upon Chapter VIII of the Charter, particularly on articles 52-2 and 53-1. 

Furthermore, it is our viewpoint that authorized regional operations by the Security Council should be financed by regional budgets. 

On the other hand, we think that article 47 of the UN Charter, pursuant to the Military Staff Committee, shall not be deleted, but on the contrary shall be strengthened aiming at a better Security Council functioning at its eventual reform, not only in the broadening of its membership but also in the improvement of its working methods to properly assess activities of Peace-Keeping Operations (PKO) in the field, in coordination with the Department of PKO. 

Chapter XIII of the UN Charter on the Trusteeship Council should not be deleted either. This issue requires to be thoroughly analyzed and we could even think of the modernization of its mandate to deal with unilateral occupation and new forms of colonialism.

Mr. Facilitators, 

Before I conclude, I wish to reiterate the necessity to schedule more open consultations for all Member States to participate. Likewise, we consider that the future proposal of the Facilitators shall result from the intergovernmental agreement and not from the interpretation of emerging consensus, which ignore the positions presented by different countries. Our delegation will present in due time more specific proposals.

Thank you very much. 

  

