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President: Mr. Essy . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(Côte d’Ivoire)

The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

Agenda item 17 (continued)

Appointments to fill vacancies in subsidiary organs and
other appointments

(j) Appointment of members of the Joint Inspection
Unit: note by the Secretary-General (A/49/110 and
Corr.1)

The President (interpretation from French):As is
indicated in document A/49/110 and Corr.1, the General
Assembly is required, during the forty-ninth session, to
appoint four members to fill the vacancies on the Joint
Inspection Unit that will arise from the expiration of the
terms of office, on 31 December 1995, of Mr. Andrzej
Abraszewski (Poland), Mrs. Erica-Irene Daes (Greece),
Mr. Richard Hennes (United States of America) and
Mr. Kabongo Tunsala (Zaire).

As is also indicated in that document, the President of
the General Assembly, in accordance with article 3,
paragraph l, of the statute of the Joint Inspection Unit, shall
consult with Member States to draw up a list of four
countries that would be requested to propose candidates for
appointment to the Unit.

Having held consultations with the regional groups, I
should like to communicate to the Assembly the following
information.

The Chairman of the Group of Eastern European
States has informed me by letter that the Group has
endorsed Poland. As the Eastern European States have
endorsed one country for one vacancy, that country —
Poland — will be included in the list of countries to be
drawn up. The Government of Poland will therefore be
requested to propose a candidate.

With regard to the African States, in the light of the
information provided to the Secretariat that there were
several candidates for one seat, I requested the assistance
of the Chairman of the Group of African States, by letter
dated 19 October, to secure an agreement regarding its
candidature for one seat in the Joint Inspection Unit by 15
November.

With regard to the Western European and Other
States, I addressed a similar letter to the Chairman of the
Group, requesting his assistance in securing an agreement
regarding candidatures for two seats in the Joint
Inspection Unit by 15 November.

I call on the representative of Ghana as Chairman of
the Group of African States.

Mr. Lamptey (Ghana): The African Group was
unable to select one candidate for the one Joint Inspection
Unit post available to Africa. Therefore the African
Group is submitting to the Assembly for decision the
names of four candidates from Africa who are competing
for the position. The candidates are Dr. Ahmed Mahmoud
Yousif (Sudan), Mr. Ali Badara Tall (Burkina Faso),
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Dr. Eugene K. Adoboli (Togo) and Dr. Anthony Ngororana
(Uganda).

The President(interpretation from French):I call on
the representative of Denmark as Chairman of the Group of
Western European and Other States.

Mr. Haakonsen (Denmark): In my capacity as
Chairman of the Group of Western European and Other
States, I have the honour to inform you, Mr. President, and,
through you, the General Assembly that on 27 June 1994
the Group endorsed the candidatures for appointment to the
Joint Inspection Unit of Dr. Wolfgang Münch (Germany)
and Dr. Erica-Irene Daes (Greece). At a later stage the
United States of America presented the candidature of
Mr. John Fox. On 13 September 1994 the then Chairman
of the Group of Western European and Other States
communicated to the General Assembly and the other
regional Groups the endorsement of Dr. Münch (Germany)
and Mrs. Daes (Greece).

This situation remains unchanged.

The President (interpretation from French):As the
number of countries from among the African States and the
Western European and Other States exceeds the number of
remaining vacancies, I should like, in order to draw up a
list of the three remaining countries, to consult with
Member States through the procedure of holding an
advisory vote by secret ballot to select one country from
the African States and two countries from the Western
European and Other States that would be requested to
propose candidates for appointment to the Joint Inspection
Unit. Although this advisory vote would not be an election,
we would follow the Assembly’s rules of procedure
governing elections.

Are there any objections?

As I see none, I take it that the General Assembly
agrees to this procedure.

It is was so decided.

The President (interpretation from French): In
accordance with existing practice, the required number of
countries receiving the largest number of votes, and not less
than a majority of the votes of those present and voting,
shall be included in the list of countries to be drawn up.

In the case of a tie vote for a seat, there will be a
restricted ballot limited to those States that have obtained
equal numbers of votes.

May I take it that the General Assembly agrees to
that procedure also?

It was so decided.

The President: I draw the attention of members to
the fact that the following countries already have
nationals serving on the Joint Inspection Unit: Algeria, for
the African States; and Italy, for the Western European
and Other States.

The names of these States should therefore not
appear on the ballot papers. Nor should the name of
Poland which, as mentioned earlier, will be included in
the list of countries to be drawn up.

Before I request the Secretariat to distribute the
ballot papers, I should like to remind members of the
Assembly that we are now going to proceed to the
selection of three countries: one from among the African
States and two from among the Western European and
Other States, which will be requested to propose
candidates to fill the vacancies on the Joint Inspection
Unit.

The Assembly is not, I repeat, not appointing
members to the Joint Inspection Unit at this time. It is
only selecting three countries which will be requested to
propose candidates. Therefore, names of countries, and
not names of individuals, should appear on the ballot
papers.

I should like to repeat the names of the countries
that wish to present candidatures. From the African States
they are: Burkina Faso, Sudan, Togo and Uganda. From
the Western European and Other States they are:
Germany and Greece, which have also been endorsed by
the Group of Western European and Other States, and the
United States of America.

Ballot papers marked “A” and “B” will now be
distributed.

May I request representatives to use only those
ballot papers.

May I further request members of the Assembly to
write on the ballot paper marked “A” the name of one
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State from among the African States, and on the ballot
paper marked “B” the name of two States from among the
Western European and Other States for which they wish to
vote.

A ballot paper containing more than one name from
among the African States and two names from among the
Western European and Other States will be declared
invalid. Names of States on the ballot paper which are
outside the relevant region shall not be counted.

At the invitation of the President, Mr. Djacta
(Algeria), Mrs. Chaves (Costa Rica), Mr. Mihai
(Romania), Mr. Badanoro (Saudi Arabia) and
Mr. Muñoz (Spain) acted as tellers.

A vote was taken by secret ballot.

The meeting was suspended at 3.45 p.m. and resumed
at 4.50 p.m.

The President (interpretation from French):The
result of the voting is as follows:

African States

Number of ballot papers: 174
Number of invalid ballots: 0
Number of valid ballots: 174
Abstentions: 1
Number of Members voting: 173
Required majority: 87
Number of votes obtained:

Burkina Faso 79
Sudan 35
Togo 33
Uganda 26

Western European and Other States

Number of ballot papers: 174
Number of invalid ballots: 0
Number of valid ballots: 174
Abstentions: 1
Number of Members voting: 173
Required majority: 87

Number of votes obtained:
Germany 127
United States of America 107
Greece 102

Germany and the United States of America, having
obtained the required majority, will be included on
the list of countries to be drawn up.

The President (interpretation from French):Since
one seat remains to be filled among the African States,
we shall now proceed, in accordance with rule 94 of the
rules of procedure, to a second round of balloting,
restricted to the two States from the African States that
were not selected but obtained the largest number of votes
in the previous ballot — namely, Burkina Faso and
Sudan.

Ballot papers for the African States will now be
distributed. May I request representatives to write on the
ballot papers the name of the State for which they wish
to vote. A ballot paper containing the name of a State
other than Burkina Faso or the Sudan, or containing the
name of more than one State, will be declared invalid.

At the invitations of the President, Mrs. Chaves
(Costa Rica), Mr. Mihai (Romania), Mr. Badanoro
(Saudi Arabia) and Mr. Muñoz (Spain) acted as
tellers.

A vote was taken by secret ballot.

The meeting was suspended at 5.05 p.m. and
resumed at 5.20 p.m.

The President (interpretation from French): The
result of the voting is as follows:

Number of ballot papers: 176
Number of invalid ballots: 5
Number of valid ballots: 171
Abstentions: 0
Numbers of members voting: 171
Required majority: 86
Number of votes obtained:

Burkina Faso 130
Sudan 41

Burkina Faso, having obtained the required
majority, will be included on the list of countries to
be drawn up.

The President(interpretation from French): I thank
the members for their advice and assistance.

In accordance with article 3, paragraph 1, of the
statute of the Joint Inspection Unit, Burkina Faso,
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Germany, and the United States of America will be
requested to propose candidates for appointment to the
Unit.

After holding the consultations described in article 3,
paragraph 2 of the statute of the Joint Inspection Unit,
including consultations with the President of the Economic
and Social Council and with the Secretary-General in his
capacity as Chairman of the Administrative Committee on
Coordination, I shall propose a list of candidates to the
Assembly for appointment.

I thank the tellers for their assistance.

We have thus concluded this stage of our
consideration of sub-item (j) of agenda item 17.

Agenda item 92(continued)

Agenda for development: special plenary meetings at a
high level to consider ways and means of promoting and
giving political impetus to an agenda for development

Report of the Secretary-General (A/49/665)

Note by the President of the General Assembly
(A/49/320)

Mr. Kasanda (Zambia): Development has emerged as
the most urgent and compelling challenge facing the United
Nations and the entire international community.
Development and peace are inseparable. In a real sense,
development is the other name for peace. Thus, without
development there can be no peace, and an agenda for
peace is incomplete without an agenda for development.

It is against this backdrop that my delegation
welcomes the recent report of the Secretary-General and his
recommendations on an Agenda for Development,
contained in document A/49/665. We commend the
Secretary-General for his clear and comprehensive
recommendations following up on his report (A/48/935) on
an Agenda for Development of 6 May 1994. We have
noted that his latest report and recommendations take into
account the relevant views and comments on that report,
including the statements made during the general debate of
the current session.

Before presenting our comments on the Secretary-
General’s latest report, my delegation would like to
associate itself with the statement by Ambassador

Lamamra, the Permanent Representative of Algeria, who
spoke on behalf of the Group of 77 and China.

We concur with the Secretary-General that
development should be recognized as the foremost and
most far-reaching task of our time. It should therefore
command the sustained support and concerned
commitment of the international community. We
acknowledge the multidimensional nature of development.
We recognize the importance of the five dimensions
identified in the preliminary report of the Secretary-
General on an Agenda for Development: peace, the
economy, the environment, social justice and democracy.
At the same time, we must stress the complementarity of
all those dimensions. Development must be viewed
comprehensively. Moreover, for development to be
sustainable, all its dimensions must be addressed.

The consensus on the centrality of development and
its significance for our common future should serve to
revive and revitalize international development
cooperation. Within this framework, the contribution of
the multilateral system to development must be
strengthened.

In particular, the role of the United Nations system
in development must be enhanced. In this regard, we
concur with the recommendation that the United Nations
must realize its original mandate in the social and
economic fields and bring development issues to the
centre of its activities. To this end, the United Nations
should be further reformed and revitalized.

We attach great importance to the role of the
General Assembly in forging consensus on and providing
political impetus to international development cooperation.
We welcome the Secretary-General’s recommendations in
this regard. We hope that they will provide an opportunity
for constant assessment of development activities and
other aspects of international development cooperation.

My delegation would like to underscore the need for
further measures aimed at revitalizing the Economic and
Social Council in order for it to play the important role
assigned to it under the Charter. The recommendations of
the Secretary-General should be accorded due
consideration in order to enhance the Council’s role and
effectiveness in the areas of policy and programme
coordination, as well as in providing intergovernmental
oversight of operational activities for development.
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The Economic and Social Council should bring the
specialized agencies into a closer working relationship with
the United Nations. We therefore support the
recommendations on strengthening links between the United
Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions. We believe that
there is much scope for improved collaboration, cooperation
and coordination between the Bretton Woods institutions
and United Nations bodies in various areas, including
poverty-reduction strategies, structural adjustment
programmes and environmental protection.

My delegation agrees with the Secretary-General on
the need for adequate and predictable funding for United
Nations development programmes on a scale commensurate
with the priority attached to development activities. We
note with serious concern that the impact of United Nations
development programmes and activities is undermined by
financial constraints and unpredictable funding. To ensure
the effectiveness of operational activities for development,
we, the Member States, must fulfil our financial obligations
and demonstrate our commitment to the challenge of
development.

We support the recommendations of the Secretary-
General relating to the establishment of a favourable
international economic environment for the promotion of
development in the developing countries, in particular the
least developed countries.

My delegation supports the recommendations that past
commitments relating to development assistance should be
fulfilled. In addition, we support the view that the overall
level of development assistance should be increased in
order to provide the new and additional resources required
for peace-keeping, humanitarian assistance and
environmental protection. The importance of a
comprehensive and viable solution to the debt problem
cannot be overemphasized. We therefore support the
recommendations of the Secretary-General in this regard. In
particular, the debts of the least developed and poorest
countries should be cancelled outright. This has been our
longstanding position. It is our view that the proposed
international conference on the financing of development
should address the debt problem in a comprehensive and
action-oriented manner.

The Secretary-General has identified in his report
priority common goals, including Africa, the empowerment
of women and poverty eradication, which could become the
focus of the efforts of the United Nations funds and
programmes with their agency partners. In this regard, we
support his recommendations to provide greater momentum

to development efforts in Africa in accordance with the
United Nations New Agenda for the Development of
Africa in the 1990s. We strongly believe that the New
Agenda must be provided with resources commensurate
with the commitments undertaken and the priority
accorded to Africa.

In conclusion, we wish to endorse the
recommendation to develop a framework for the
implementation of goals established in United Nations
conferences. In particular, we support the suggestion that:

“Goals and targets should be synthesized, costed,
prioritized and placed in a reasonable time
perspective for implementation.”(A/49/665, p. 17)

That recommendation and other key recommendations of
the Secretary-General should be considered in detail by an
open-ended working group, whose establishment we
support.

Mr. Wlosowicz (Poland): It is indeed a great
pleasure for me to congratulate the Secretary-General on
the preparation of his report “An Agenda for
development: recommendations”. While this year’s high-
level segment of the Economic and Social Council
provided us with an exceptional opportunity to discuss
some of the most relevant issues concerning the future
tasks of the United Nations system in the field of
development, the Secretary-General’s report will help us
give these tasks the more specific shape of agreed
guidelines and recommendations.

We therefore are looking forward impatiently to
working with other delegations in order to achieve a
consensus on the role of the United Nations in the sphere
of development, based on the Secretary-General’s report
and the provisions of the Charter. Two years ago, we
focused in the General Assembly on another agenda —
“An Agenda for Peace”. Poland is of the view that the
document before us should be on an equal footing and
have comparable rank with the previous one, once it is
approved, and perhaps further improved, by all of us.

As we stated during the debate in the Economic and
Social Council, Poland fully supports the concept of
development in its five dimensions, as outlined by the
Secretary-General. The United Nations, in promoting the
goals of development in this light, is in a unique position,
as a universal forum, to facilitate a better understanding
of emerging problems and to draft norms and standards
in response to the constantly changing global
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environment. The United Nations provides us as well with
the best institutional framework to promote human-centred,
equitable, and socially and environmentally sustainable
development.

No one should question or challenge those key tasks
in the area of development. Their implementation requires
an integrated approach, which, as my delegation has
proposed on various occasions, in its institutional form
should be translated into the merger of the Second and
Third Committees of the General Assembly.

We are also of the opinion that the development
agenda of the United Nations requires further streamlining.
The proposal that the goals and targets of United Nations
conferences be synthesized, costed, prioritized and placed
in a reasonable time perspective for implementation will
serve this purpose.

Turning to the operational aspects of United Nations
activities, we acknowledge that the system has many
strengths but also many weaknesses. The assets are,inter
alia, its global network of representation, its expertise in
many specific areas and its neutrality in action. Some of its
weaknesses derive, paradoxically, from the same
characteristics. That is why there is an urgent need for more
focused operations by the part of the United Nations, which
should concentrate on the areas where it has comparative
advantages — and the Secretary-General has rightly pointed
out some of them.

The mitigation of natural or man-made disasters and
a requirement for immediate assistance to refugees are the
best examples of cases for which operations of the United
Nations, with its global network and political neutrality, are
best suited. Those assets would be strengthened also by
better coordination among all United Nations bodies and
organs. In thematic areas, the recent attempts to coordinate
United Nations agencies’ activities in the field of
HIV/AIDS require further encouragement and should serve
as an example in other areas.

The United Nations has vast possibilities for forging
links between peace-keeping, humanitarian assistance and
development. Indeed, quite often the world community is
confronted with a situation where a smooth transition from
military conflict to sustained growth is needed. We wish to
reiterate here our position on the need for the interaction of
the Security Council and the Economic and Social Council.
This would provide the United Nations with better
prospects for carrying out preventive diplomacy in the
economic and social spheres. Poland has been advocating

that the Economic and Social Council be invited to
submit reports to the Security Council on economic and
social developments that are of particular importance to
world peace, security and stability. Such a possibility is
envisaged in the Charter, but this missing link, at both the
substantive and the institutional levels, has never been
explored. This question was recently discussed by the
group of eminent experts working, under the auspices of
the Ford Foundation, on the future of the United Nations.
Ms. Hanna Suchocka, the former Prime Minister of
Poland, participated in those discussions.

Mr. Mwaungulu (Malawi), Vice-President, took the
Chair.

We noted with satisfaction that in the Secretary-
General’s previous report on the Agenda for Development
special attention was placed on the link between
development and human rights. We reiterate our proposal
that the Secretary-General prepare an agenda for human
rights. The observance of human rights is no longer
considered as a moral imperative only. As His Excellency
Mr. Julius Nyerere, the former President of Tanzania, said
during the World Hearings,

“If I were a donor country, I would never give aid
to a dictator”.

This is also an important factor conducive to
development. Our own experience in this respect, based
on a unique simultaneous transition towards a democratic
and free-market society, definitely would be worthy of
careful examination by the United Nations. Therefore it
is with a certain regret that we note that the problem of
transition — probably one of the most fascinating
political processes and social phenomenon of the current
decade — is considered only from the standpoint of
additional resources for international assistance to
countries undergoing this transition. Not only is an
imaginative approach needed that would enable these
countries to rapidly integrate into the world economy, but
this process must also be seen from the perspective of its
impact on the state of the world economy.

This impact has two dimensions. First, it provides
opportunities for new economic expansion, new markets
and new investment possibilities. Secondly, on a political
level, it ends a long era of ambiguity over modes of
development. There is no longer any doubt that sustained
growth and, consequently, sustainable development can be
achieved only on the basis of sound macroeconomic
policies that are conducive to the flourishing of free
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enterprise and to the creation of a State in which
individuals feel responsible not only for their own future
but also for that of their family, community, State and
planet.

One of the major issues in our debate on the Agenda
for Development is the interaction between the United
Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions. The Secretary-
General proposes several areas in which joint initiatives
could take place. It is of great importance that this
cooperation be developed also on the country level. Indeed,
United Nations Resident Coordinators should develop
cooperative arrangements with representatives of the
Bretton Woods institutions in order to identify areas of
comparative advantage for all the represented agencies of
the United Nations family and thus achieve, in the most
efficient way possible, the best results when assisting each
individual country.

We note also, with much satisfaction, that some
cooperative arrangements between the United Nations and
the Bretton Woods institutions are already in effect at
Headquarters level. What I have particularly in mind is the
functioning of the Global Environment Facility, which is
operated by two United Nations agencies and the World
Bank. It will be fascinating to watch more closely how this
cooperation develops and what results are achieved. The
particular way in which the Facility functions is due to its
mixed system of representation, voting power and financial
responsibility. This is an interesting compromise, and it
might be worth considering if this kind of solution might
also better serve certain United Nations organs as well.

At this time of rising globalization the United Nations
provides us with a unique forum to build a feeling of
coherence in the global community so as to avoid, as was
brilliantly noted during the World Hearings by Jean Marie
Guehenno, Permanent Representative of France to the
Western European Union, the creation of a world in which
individuals would feel crushed by a world community that
they could not control. We hope that it is our common wish
to let the United Nations play this role, and we need an
Agenda for Development to help us achieve this goal.

Mr. Rodríguez Parrilla (Cuba): The present
consideration of “An agenda for development” is, in our
view, one of the most relevant issues in the work of the
forty-ninth session of the General Assembly.

At the outset, allow me to express my delegation’s full
support for the statement made by the Permanent
Representative of Algeria on behalf of the Group of 77.

The General Assembly’s adoption of resolution
47/181 was followed by an intense, wide-ranging debate
on the role and capacities of the Organization to fulfil, in
the new global context, its responsibilities in the field of
development. The dialogues carried out — first during the
World Hearings on Development and later during the
high-level segment of the Economic and Social
Council — made a significant contribution to the
enrichment of this urgent discussion.

We appreciate the efforts made by the Secretary-
General in the preparation of his report (A/48/665), which
summarizes the debate and presents a set of
recommendations that deserve our attention.

As we have said on previous occasions, the end of
the cold war and the lessening of the danger of global
conflict, which until recently consumed a large part of the
resources and potential of the international community
and of this Organization, offer a new and urgent
opportunity for the United Nations to devote itself more
energetically to the promotion of international economic
cooperation for development as one of its high-priority
objectives.

Nevertheless, the emphasis placed on the
implementation of the concepts contained in the report,
“An Agenda for Peace”, and of related ideas still diverts
most of the Organization’s efforts. In this regard, we view
with equal concern the idea of considering United Nations
activities in the field of development as a mere extension
of its functions in the political, military and humanitarian
fields.

The concepts of preventive and curative development
place the global problem of development in that restricted
dimension and sidestep the need for long-term action to
eliminate the causes of structural underdevelopment and
create an international climate that would complement
national development policies and strategies. In fact,
taken as a continuous and multidimensional process,
development is an indispensable condition for peace.
Hence, the preparation of the United Nations “An agenda
for development” should not be oriented as if it were a
mere supplement to “An Agenda for Peace”, but rather a
fundamental instrument to articulate concrete proposals
for efforts towards the necessary development of the
countries of the third world.

Neither is it necessary or appropriate to try to
“reinvent” development. We must resist the temptation of
succumbing to a sterile and counterproductive debate that
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could only delay the taking of immediate action. From a
conceptual standpoint, both the International Development
Strategy for the Fourth United Nations Development
Decade and the Declaration adopted at the eighteenth
special session of the General Assembly, complemented by
the agreements and commitments reached at the Rio
Conferences and more recently the Cairo Conference,
constitute the general policy framework for progress in
international cooperation for development.

Cuba supports the efforts to continue improving
system-wide coordination as a necessary element for
ensuring the attainment of development goals. In addition,
it is still essential for that process to be implemented in a
way that preserves and respects the independence and the
mandates of United Nations organs, agencies, funds and
programmes, in conformity with the Charter and the
legislative mandates derived from the restructuring process
in the economic and social sectors.

All of this is essential, with regard both to the
different intergovernmental mechanisms and the
restructuring of the Secretariat itself. Measures taken in the
context of the restructuring process in those sectors and
falling within the framework of resolution 48/162
underscore the role of the organs of intergovernmental
machinery, while also being geared towards the
revitalization of their work. Hence, we consider it neither
necessary nor proper to continue an institutional
restructuring exercise with ideas that have already been
rejected by the majority of Member States. Persisting in
such efforts would only divert us from our central priorities
in the field of development.

In our view, “An agenda for development” must focus
on the search for ways and means of making it possible to
give impetus to long-term economic growth and the
sustained development of the developing countries, thus
creating the bases for ensuring an environment of stability,
security and peace at both the national and international
levels.

On the basis of the existing international consensus,
the Agenda must contain effective proposals that foster the
implementation of commitments undertaken. It is also
indispensable to establish the parameters for a new type of
relationship between developing and developed countries in
which the former would also be dynamic agents of the
development process.

Moreover, elaboration of the Agenda must also
involve issues of trade, finance, the transfer of resources

and technology and their relationship with the
development of the developing countries. Multilateral
action by the United Nations in these fields must also be
reinstituted and promoted.

The United Nations is in the best position to deal
broadly with this range of issues and to provide general
policy guidelines to make development its top-priority
issue. This is even more important because of the urgent
need to make United Nations development activities long-
term in nature, enabling them to go beyond the limited
framework of the struggle against poverty or emergency
assistance.

The commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the
Organization gives it an exceptional opportunity to adopt
a coherent development agenda, which would be primarily
a platform of practical measures and would renew the
international commitment to establish a truly just and
non-discriminatory form of cooperation for development.

We can countenance no further delay in finding a
solution to the desperation of peoples who see the gap
growing ever wider between the affluent and developed
societies and that other world, that of the majority, of
impoverished and underdeveloped societies. The voice of
the United Nations must be heard once again in a field in
which it has remained silent for too long. This debate,
and the process that it inaugurates, should give us that
opportunity. That is our will and our hope.

Mr. McKinnon (New Zealand): My Government
would like to take this opportunity to express its thanks
to the Secretary-General for the diligence with which he
has pursued the General Assembly’s mandate to prepare
an Agenda for Development. The report which is now
before us is the product of a lengthy series of discussions
and debates in this body, in the Economic and Social
Council and at the innovative World Hearings on
Development, and of the input of specialized agencies and
other members of the international community with an
interest in development.

The report and its predecessors deal with both the
conceptual and the practical aspects of development. The
challenge for the international community has always
been to find the appropriate institutional framework to
bring together diverse perspectives on development and to
provide a forum in which they can continue to be
discussed. The United Nations has, as the report makes
clear, a unique role in this enterprise, for it is the only
organization in which all countries — rich and poor, large
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and populous, small and insular — come together on an
equal footing. The United Nations must continue to provide
the political measuring rod for the decisions on
development taken nationally, bilaterally and in other
multilateral forums.

For New Zealand a number of principles must underlie
the international approach to development, and these will
underpin the approach we take to the specific proposals for
change set out in the Secretary-General’s report. Any
change must improve the capacity of the international
system to deal with development issues. This means that we
must avoid adding new layers of institutions without a clear
understanding of the additional contribution they would
make.

Secondly, any change must strike an appropriate
balance between efficiency and representation in the bodies
which govern development programmes or give policy
direction to the Secretariat. This means that there is no
point in compressing the governing institutions of the
Organization still further if that will reduce the authority
with which they speak.

Thirdly, any change must reflect the likely availability
of resources to fund new programmes or arrangements.
There is little point in elaborating new structures, dependent
on significant increases in the funds committed to
development, if such funds will not be readily available.

The Secretary-General looks at three levels of
international cooperation for development in his report. I
should like to say a few brief words on each of these.

First, on revitalizing international development
cooperation, in his May report the Secretary-General set out
five dimensions of development. These provide a useful
guide to assessing the extent to which development policies
are achieving their desired ends. Growth cannot be an end
in itself. It must give rise to a more equitable and
sustainable society if it is to continue. And that means that
all sectors of society, not just Governments, must have a
commitment to the development process.

In the international context, preference must be given
to policies which support this outcome. We agree with the
Secretary-General that a favourable, growth-oriented
international setting for development is vital. Within that
framework, we have to work to ensure that those resources
which are committed to development assistance are
delivered effectively, taking into account the variation in
nature and scale of the development needs of recipient

countries. Development programmes and donors must
involve developing countries in determining priorities for
development, and the most efficient use possible must be
made of development funds. Any large-scale examination
of development financing will need to address these
issues. It will also need to take into account the
desirability of partnerships with the business community,
both national and international.

The Secretary-General identifies the Economic and
Social Council as by right having a central role in the
articulation of a new international consensus on
development. Many of the proposals he puts forward for
the further revitalization of the Council would repay
examination in more detail. We would be sympathetic to
the idea of an international development assistance review
committee which he sets out. Associated with the recent
decision to reduce the size of the governing bodies of the
United Nations operational programmes was the
commitment that the broad strategic overview of those
programmes would be provided by the Economic and
Social Council. The Secretary-General’s concept would
go some way towards realizing that ideal.

We can see merit in providing the Economic and
Social Council with some continuity of existence outside
its regular session. But we would need to look carefully
at the advantages of adding another limited-membership
body to those which already exist in this field. We
certainly agree that if the regular functioning of the
Economic and Social Council was to change in this way,
the Council itself would need to meet more regularly to
be able to discharge its responsibilities effectively.

In considering proposals for closer cooperation
between the United Nations and the international financial
institutions, we need to bear in mind that these institutions
are fundamentally different from the United Nations in
their nature, governance and core business. This of course
does not relieve either side from the need to cooperate.
Clearly, both sides should seize and create opportunities
for substantive consultation. There are some limitations
on the character of that cooperation, but in the
establishment of the Global Environment Facility, the
international community has demonstrated that it can
develop novel ways to take advantage of the strengths of
three different organizations. This is an encouraging
precedent. There is also scope for cooperation at the
country as well as the regional and global levels.
Cooperation between the international financial
institutions and the United Nations could provide a basis
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on which to look at economic reform in the broader context
of achieving sustainable development.

We welcome the Secretary-General’s proposals aimed
at improved programme coordination through regular
meetings of senior officials in the economic and social
sector. We may not yet be at the end of the road in finding
the best structure for the Secretariat, but this proposal will
facilitate coordination in the meantime.

We also welcome the emphasis the Secretary-General
places on the empowerment of women. The inclusiveness
which should be at the heart of development cannot be
taken very far if women do not have the central role which
the Secretary-General identifies. But fine words are not
enough. The United Nations itself must show the way by
giving practical application in United Nations programmes
to the principles of women in development. We welcome
the Secretary-General’s acknowledgement that the visibility,
coordination, programming and accountability of the United
Nations on these issues must be improved.

The Secretary-General has completed his half of the
bargain. He has given us an Agenda for Development. Now
it is for the Member States to respond, and in responding
to develop a new consensus on development issues that will
take us into the twenty-first century.

Mr. Camacho Omiste (Bolivia) (interpretation from
Spanish): The delegation of Bolivia wishes to share with
members some of its thoughts on the Agenda for
Development and the Secretary-General’s report on the
subject.

We note that there is a broad consensus in the
Assembly to the effect that “development should be
recognized as the foremost and most far-reaching task of
our time” (A/49/665, para. 4). There also seems to be no
major differences with regard to the affirmation of other
general principles. None the less, problems arise at the
stage of project implementation and assessments, which are
carried out after a certain time, and which almost invariably
lead to dissatisfaction with the results.

Bolivia considers that, like the maintenance of peace,
cooperation is a fundamental duty in the international life
of States. It is the corollary of the total global
interdependence and the recognition of the common origin
and destiny of the human race. Although in the past
cooperation and solidarity were confined to expressions of
a moral, religious or philosophical nature, in our day, the
Charter of the United Nations and innumerable bilateral and

multilateral treaties and declarations have given them
legal and political form.

Cooperation is, therefore, both an obligation and a
right of States — hence the importance of arriving at
solid agreements for the implementation stage.

Insecurity, hunger, disease, illiteracy, poverty,
environmental degradation, drug addiction, discrimination
and injustice — all are problems common to all peoples
and they therefore require urgent and coordinated action
by all Governments and their specialized agencies.

World public opinion should be very clear on the
fact that by international cooperation we do not mean the
magnanimity of the developed countries towards the rest
of the world, but the duty to meet common interests
whose satisfaction is essential to ensuring survival on all
sides and making possible a brighter future for all. In
this endeavour, the United Nations is the universal body
created for the purpose.

On this occasion, we shall not invent totally new
formulas with regard to what has already been said in the
past about cooperation for development. Nor would it be
possible to change or replace what has already been
affirmed on the matter. We all agree that the ideas and
documents emanating from the United Nations since its
inception contain a valuable collective heritage that must
now at last be implemented.

On the basis of that premise, it is my delegation’s
understanding that the Agenda for Development proposed
by the Secretary-General has made it possible to further
our understanding of these problems, which we urgently
need to do, and that it will become yet another point of
reference, in addition to the ones already in existence but
appropriate to the nature of the problems and the shape of
the new international order in the post-cold-war period.

In the case of Bolivia, our overall approach to
cooperation is complemented by the importance we attach
to the participation of the people. We believe that in the
final analysis, the future of peoples and their material and
spiritual well-being, depends only on their own
endeavours as the subjects and the objects of
development.

As the President of Bolivia, Mr. Sanchez de Lozada
said in this Hall, participation by the organized
community is not only necessary but vital for the success
of our programmes. It must be the community itself
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which through organization asserts its needs and monitors
the implementation of its projects. In Bolivia, participation
by the people will take the form of a radical administrative
decentralization which will bring basic services, particularly
education and health, within the reach of the population.

For this reason it is extremely encouraging for Bolivia
to see that within the United Nations system there is also a
trend rightfully towards giving pride of place to organized
individual and collective participation as a vital factor of
creative and positive change.

This conviction is not in contradiction of the
importance we attach to international cooperation; rather, it
gives cooperation a new life. Ultimately, all societies in the
world, large or small, have needed external transfers of
resources in order to launch their own development process.

No country in the world could totally do without
external cooperation, since an input of material and human
resources from outside is always indispensable. However,
cooperation — rather than being based on exogenous
factors — should be geared, with special emphasis, towards
those countries that are best able to ensure that the
cooperation is put to productive use, with the greatest
multiplier effect and free of mismanagement or waste,
thanks to the participation and control of the organized
community. Those countries that implement participation by
the people will be able to progress effectively and ensure
that resources are not misused or squandered on absurd
projects or misdirected along the channels of corruption.

These criteria for participation should be incorporated
into the policies of the main institutions for cooperation and
multilateral credits for development.

My country trusts that the United Nations 50 years of
experience in the field of international cooperation will
serve to correct the errors of the past and improve the
standards achieved for the benefit of all.

The Agenda for Development should fulfil that
mission.

Mr. Tejera Paris (Venezuela) (interpretation from
Spanish): I should like to thank the Secretary-General for
his report on an Agenda for Development, in keeping with
the General Assembly’s request to submit his
recommendations on this important sphere of international
relations.

We are pleased to see that development in its
broadest sense is viewed and recognized as “the foremost
and most far-reaching task of our time” (A/49/665, para.
4), and that our efforts to fulfil it require continued and
effective international cooperation. We share the
distinction made in the report between growth and
development. We concur with the assessment of its
multidimensional character. We welcome the
acknowledgement that social justice and democracy are an
integral part of development. We agree, finally, that the
United Nations can and should be an effective instrument
to advance and consolidate development.

Many observations have been made about
development: what it is; what affects it; and how to
address the dilemmas that progress creates. Given the
variety of views, we are pleased that the report of the
Secretary-General recognizes the primary responsibility of
each nation for its own development and the concomitant
responsibility of Governments and the societies they
represent to direct their efforts. National policies should
be the focus of all multilateral development efforts, not
vice versa. Development models have often revealed their
limitations and even their errors. But with experience it
has also been possible to identify the factors that are
critical to every contemporary development process.

Two elements seem relevant in this respect. First, the
sustainability of development as a dynamic process seems
to be increasingly dependent on whether or not a national
economy can adapt to global interdependence. At the
same time, it is obvious that multilateral cooperation must
facilitate and improve the way we manage factors that are
beyond the capacity for national action and define its
efficiency. This is indispensable in particular with respect
to the world-wide macroeconomic context, to the
permanent redistribution of comparative advantages, and
to rectifying the imbalances associated with these forces
in the areas of trade, finance and technology.

Secondly, because of that, reaching agreement
between developed and developing countries on efforts in
these areas is an imperative of the contemporary economy
and a determining factor in development. Development is
not merely a matter of cooperation or assistance in the
traditional sense of transfers of resources or special
treatment. Even though such policies will continue to be
necessary, the long-term viability of development requires
that the international economic system itself be organized
to minimize the need to use such corrective or
compensatory mechanisms.
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We detect a certain complacency about advances in
structuring international economic relations. The creativity
and momentum generated to face the challenge of
sustainable development are also needed in other spheres,
no less important for being traditional. We need a long-term
vision and a fuller understanding of the great changes under
way as a result of new technology and the globalization of
markets. Agenda 21, the Uruguay Round agreements and
the establishment of the new World Trade Organization
indicate how we might handle these far-reaching changes.
Other critical areas are development financing, taking
account of the new realities of financial markets and
private-investment flows, and technological innovation and
its effects on industry and services. They must be included
in any consideration of development processes and their
prospects.

In this context, we agree with the Secretary-General
that the United Nations system must make full use of its
technical capacities and its status as a political forum. In
future, designing a new framework for cooperation for
development should be its primary function. In our view, its
central role in this process is beyond dispute. Clearly, the
machinery of the entire United Nations system for
consultation and for forging agreement needs to be adapted
to these responsibilities.

The tasks of the Organization in the operational area
seem to us to be different. International cooperation and
assistance can relieve problems of the most varied kinds.
While necessary, they have been shown to be insufficient
to bring about the structural changes associated with
economic development. We agree that the United Nations
has a special responsibility in this sphere, so as to support
national development programmes. Yet we feel that neither
financing nor coordination of operational activities are
really the crux of the problem of development.

We see the most significant contribution of the United
Nations as fostering what the Secretary-General calls

“a more effective management of global
interdependence and the promotion of an integrated
approach to economic and social development”.
(A/49/665, p. 17)

In conclusion, I wish to endorse the views of the
Group of 77 on how best to follow up the report of the
Secretary-General. We are certain that the
intergovernmental process on which we are embarking will
prove fruitful and constructive. The agenda for development
that emerges from it will set a course for the Organization.

We trust that, as we approach the fiftieth anniversary of
the United Nations, Member States will demonstrate their
determination to make meaningful progress towards
achieving the purposes that the Charter of the United
Nations set-out for us all.

Mr. Marrero (United States of America): The
United States warmly welcomes the Secretary-General’s
excellent report containing recommendations on the
Agenda for Development. It is a model of clarity,
succinctness and comprehensiveness. More important than
its commendable form, however, is its substantive stress
on the absolute necessity of country-driven, bottom-up
development that is propelled by national priorities
worked out through a partnership involving Government,
civil society and strong private-enterprise sectors.

Accordingly, we agree that the focus of an Agenda
for Development must be on building national capacities
to plan, manage and implement development programmes
in each country, recognizing that it is each country which
bears primary responsibility for its own development.
This is the principal message the Secretary-General’s
report conveys. We applaud it, and regard as particularly
notable the Secretary-General’s insights in identifying the
five essential dimensions, or pillars, of development and
describing the critical interconnections between them. We
fully endorse both the conceptual and the practical
underpinnings of these elements — peace, the economy,
environmental protection, social justice and democracy —
as basic for development. We also concur with the special
emphasis on empowering women and reducing poverty as
major objectives of development.

The Secretary-General has provided a worthy
complement to the Agenda for Peace, and we hope it can
provide the basis for agreement on realistic, practical
proposals for United Nations reforms and other initiatives
that we can begin to implement promptly. To accomplish
this, however, we must avoid becoming distracted by
controversies over proposals that, while attracting strong
feelings, both pro and con, do not as yet reflect the basis
for broad consensus needed for their adoption and
effective application.

Among these problematic issues, I call attention to
four which continue to present difficulties to my
delegation: an international conference on financing
development; massive permanent debt reduction;
deadlines for development-assistance targets; and funding
United Nations development assistance with assessed
contributions. These issues are marked by substantial
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controversy, in some cases because they raise questions
concerning the appropriate division of labour among
international organizations with respect to monetary and
finance issues. We hope these proposals do not become the
focus of unproductive debate that will detract from
consideration of other critical issues that command greater
agreement.

The suggestions most deserving of our consideration
cluster around four main concerns: the coherent
implementation of major United Nations conference
recommendations; further reform of the Economic and
Social Council to make it an effective governor of United
Nations activities; strengthened United Nations inter-agency
cooperation; and enhanced effectiveness of United Nations
operational activities.

From this perspective, the report’s recommendations
that are of greatest interest to the United States are those
that address the following issues: coherently implementing
United Nations conference recommendations by
synthesizing, costing, prioritizing and scheduling their goals
and targets within a common framework; further reforming
the Economic and Social Council to enable it to serve as a
unifying governing body for United Nations operational
programmes and activities and as a mechanism for
reviewing development assistance and identifying
impending humanitarian emergencies; creating an expanded
Bureau of the Economic and Social Council to meet
between Council sessions — a de facto executive
committee; using the Administrative Committee on
Coordination (ACC) to strengthen the coherence and impact
of United Nations agency work — a de facto “cabinet” to
drive coordination, cooperation and collaboration; and
creating a more integrated, efficient and effective structure
for United Nations development activities, with frequent
meetings of all senior United Nations officials in the
economic and social sectors — a de facto operations
coordinating committee for development activities, chaired
by the Secretary-General and organized by the
Administrator of the United Nations Development
Programme.

Important related suggestions contained in the text of
the report, but not listed separately, include: a call, in
paragraph 55, for better donor collaboration through aid
consortiums, consultative groups and round tables,
especially in regard to compensatory and complementary
efforts accompanying structural adjustment programmes; the
recommendation, in paragraph 82, that consideration be
given to a global watch system to provide early warning of
impending emergencies and to lay down guidelines for

preventive action; and the proposal, in paragraph 56, that
the United Nations/Bretton Woods Liaison Committee be
revived to enhance the process of substantive consultation.

The United States hopes that there can be quick
agreement in principle on amplification and planning for
implementation of these suggestions, which would go a
long way towards our mutual goal of further enhancing
the effectiveness of the United Nations in the economic
and social fields. It is particularly important, at this
juncture in world affairs, with examination of the
international economic architecture just getting under way,
that the United Nations show itself to be a real contender
with regard to major, long-term contributions to the global
economic development effort.

It is critical that the United Nations pursue this
objective without appearing to instigate unproductive
controversy about the long-established assignment of roles
and responsibilities among international organizations and
institutions. Rather, the United Nations must be seen as
promoting practical cooperation, coordination and
collaboration within the main body of the Organization
itself, between the Organization and the specialized
agencies and programmes, between those agencies and
programmes themselves and between the Bretton Woods
institutions and the rest of the United Nations system. The
suggestions that I have highlighted are those that the
United States believes are most likely to help bring this
about.

The unifying theme in bringing about practical
collaboration among the diverse organizations and
institutions engaged in supporting development lies in
reliance upon the national sustainable development
planning process first recommended in the Earth
Summit’s Agenda 21. Major donors, organizations and
programmes — bilateral as well as multilateral — can
best work together by cooperating in support of well-
defined national strategies that arise from sound,
responsible, democratic processes at country levels. Such
an approach should be the basis for a spectrum of support
from development assistance organizations.

The United Nations Development Programme, other
relevant United Nations agencies and other appropriate
donors would contribute to building the national capacity
necessary for initiating and maintaining national
development planning processes; the World Bank and
other multilateral development banks would preferentially
select, for financing, projects that fall within these

13



General Assembly 64th meeting
Forty-ninth session 22 November 1994

comprehensive, coherent national schemes; bilateral donors
would cooperate in support of realization of the national
priorities identified and defined in these national processes;
ultimately, foreign direct investment and commercial
lending would respond to the opportunities offered by these
coherent, viable economic development strategies.

Throughout the text of the Secretary-General’s report
there is language that speaks strongly of the intrinsic value
of the country-driven, bottom-up, domestically created and
maintained national sustainable development planning
processes. This serves as the report’s organizing principle.
We believe that it would serve well as the organizing
principle of environmentally sound, socially equitable,
economically sustainable development.

Mr. Sychou (Belarus)(interpretation from Russian):
My delegation regards the debate that is taking place in
these high-level plenary meetings to consider ways of
promoting and giving political impetus to the Agenda for
Development as the culmination of the efforts in the first
stage of the collective development of a new conceptual
approach to a future, more pragmatic agenda for an
international partnership in the economic, social and related
fields, based on integrated goals and harmonized long-term
priorities in the area of operational and other, broader
activities. This task must be undertaken in the interests of
worldwide development in the context of the ongoing
institutional reforms and the forthcoming financial reforms
in the United Nations system.

We commend the participation in this dialogue of the
Bretton Woods institutions and of scientific and business
circles and non-governmental organizations. This increases
the chances that the principles, the concrete
recommendations and the proposals that we hope will be
developed on the basis of consensus will be supported
outside the United Nations system — and this is important
with regard to implementation of the Agenda for
Development.

Our delegation, in its participation in the discussions
on the first, conceptual, report, “An agenda for
development” (A/48/935), welcomed the broad vision of
development in its five main dimensions — peace, the
economy, the environment, justice and democracy — and
in their interrelationship. We note with satisfaction that that
concept is fully reflected in the recommendations contained
in the Secretary-General’s second report. We believe that
the principles, the essence and the tasks of the emerging
Agenda for Development should be set out in a more

compact form and in a way that is more comprehensible
to all participants in the development process.

In the case of Belarus, this would foster an
appropriate direction for reforms in the country and would
encourage correction in our national strategies and
methods of switching to sustainable development and
development on the basis of an open, competitive and
socially oriented market economy, where questions of
employment, social security, social integration, justice and
the assurance of other human rights were the foundation
of democracy and stability in our society.

In this connection, we cannot but put it on record
that in both of the Secretary-General’s reports on the
Agenda for Development there is inadequate reflection of
national policy and its influence on the international
conditions for worldwide development. In the case of
document A/49/665, I refer to Chapter II A. We agree
with the conclusions that national development can
succeed only if it is driven by national priorities, that each
State bears primary responsibility for its own
development, and that development requires competent
governmental leadership, a coherent national policy and
strong popular support.

We agree with the overall thrust of the
recommendations concerning the important role of
Governments, non-governmental organizations, the private
sector and other social movements in new approaches to
development. However, each country and its State
structures and people are entitled to decide their priorities
and their development models. All the actors — not just
the State — should bear their share of responsibility for
the social and environmental cost of economic progress.
They should also be partners in the efforts, undertaken in
conditions of democracy and sustainable development, to
enhance the well-being of the people and the country as
a whole and to protect the poor and the deprived.

We fully support the position that the main asset of
any country is its people and that the individual and his
well-being should be the object of development. This
gives development its meaning, and justice is one of the
main pillars of society. Unquestionably, sustainable
development is possible only where there are favourable
internal and international conditions. Both factors are
necessary for the implementation of a national
development policy in conditions of growing
interdependence, pragmatic approaches and an active State
role in those areas where the market, especially when it
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is just being established, does not provide answers to all
questions.

On the other hand, we support the argument that
national economic problems and successes have a global
dimension. In this context, the success of international
cooperation for development is inseparable from a
responsible macroeconomic policy, especially in those
countries with major economies and in international
business circles. It is also inseparable from democratization
of the machinery for harmonizing the economic policy with
the economic policy of countries that have more vulnerable
economies.

The new vision of the future Agenda for Development,
which appeared during the course of the earlier discussions
in the Economic and Social Council, in the course of the
World Hearings, and during the general political discussion
and debates in the Second and Third Committees at the
forty-ninth session of the General Assembly, strengthens
our conviction that no single international institution or no
single country can by itself achieve new global and national
development goals. What is necessary is a new partnership,
a new spirit of cooperation and new pragmatic approaches
based on solidarity, common interests, a joint but
differentiated responsibility, and a mutually profitable
division of labour. We welcome the fact that it is precisely
in the United Nations that the development of an integrated
approach to the problems of peace and development was
initiated, and that it has been precisely in the United
Nations that the formation of new frameworks of
international cooperation for development has begun on the
basis of a genuine global partnership.

However, as we see it, neither the awareness of a new
development paradigm nor the formation of a new
paradigm for international cooperation for implementing the
future Agenda for Development is possible without taking
into account the new realities, and without having an
optimistic view of the future. That is the first requirement,
on the basis of which we shall be participating in the future
negotiations on the Agenda for Development.

The second extremely important requirement is that
the framework for the new partnership should not be based
on the theory of “three worlds” current during the period of
East-West confrontation. It should not inherit the conflictual
relations between the North and the South, that is, donor
and recipient, which arose during the period of the early
post-colonial period and the cold war, nor should it make
use of outworn clichés, politicized terminology and the

classification of countries according to their level of
development.

On the basis of these two requirements, I should like
on a preliminary basis to make what we consider to be
important conceptual and specific observations.

First, our delegation notes the presence of a link
between the United Nations International Development
Strategy for the 1990s, the emerging Agenda for
Development and Agenda 21, as well as other special
interregional, regional and sectoral United Nations
development programmes. However, the obligations
agreed to and the policy for implementing them, including
those that are contained in the Declaration on
International Economic Cooperation, in particular the ones
concerning the revitalization of economic growth and the
development of developing countries, should be corrected
in the light of more universal principles of new, just,
global partnership. In particular, I have in mind the
principles embodied in the Rio Declaration that was
adopted at the Earth Summit — the Conference on
Environment and Development — as well as other
principles and obligations agreed at the recent Vienna and
Cairo Conferences and those that will emerge from the
Copenhagen and Beijing World Conferences.

The Agenda for Development should take into
account to a far greater degree the new positive trends
and the potential of all regions and countries to achieve
national and international integrated development goals.
This refers in particular to the growing potential for self-
development and the cooperation between the developing
regions demonstrated by a number of newly industrialized
and rapidly developing countries in South-East Asia and
Latin America. Expanding interregional cooperation, not
only along South-South lines, but also in other
interregional directions, the emerging machinery for
transcontinental and open intraregional cooperation can,
along with donor assistance and the new development
strategy, facilitate the solution of the problems of the least
developed countries, including small States and the
poorest countries, especially in Africa.

I wish to emphasize that the implementation of the
Agenda for Development will be possible only when the
interrelationship and the joint responsibilities involved
have been acknowledged. The lessons of the
implementation of the three International Development
Strategies show that the donor-recipient model leads to a
strengthening of the creditor-debtor relationship, which in
the long term leads nowhere. At least, our country would
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not want to integrate itself into a world economy with the
status of an unreliable debtor and an endless recipient.

However, the realities of the new world are such that
the poorest and smallest States, the least developed
countries and some new States must request international
support and assistance. If these and other countries are
willing, or are forced, to continue to rely on the
international community for traditional donor and creditor
relationships, then the principles of those special relations
should not extend to the future strategy for the
implementation of all the components of the Agenda for
Development. A more attractive concept is the Japanese
strategy, combining differentiated and integrated approaches
on the basis of the acknowledgement of the growing variety
and increasing differences between countries and regions of
the South, as was indicated not only by the delegations of
Japan and Germany, on behalf of the European Union, and
several other donor countries, but also by delegations from
the traditional recipient countries.

Secondly, we cannot fail to agree with the argument
contained in the Secretary-General’s report that

“Countries in transition to a market economy
face special problems stemming from the need for
rapid but sensitive transformation in fundamental
economic organization, lack of competitiveness in
international markets, economic depression and other
factors.” (A/49/665, para. 29).

However, the only recommendation, namely that the
international community should support these countries with
additional resources — and, I would add, support them in
a timely fashion — seems to us to be one-sided. It does not
resolve the foregoing problems, not to mention the long
view of the roles of the countries. We are firmly convinced
that the list of priorities for implementing the future
Agenda for Development should definitely include this
threefold task: the full and profound integration of the
countries in transition into the world economy; step-by-step
assistance at the earliest possible stage of their efforts
towards an irreversible shift to sustainable economic growth
and development; and development of the potential for
cooperation with all regions of the world. These three
interrelated tasks are no less important than resolving the
extremely acute global problems that face the developing
countries. However, in the case of countries whose
economies are in transition, this requires considerably less
expenditure because of the potential they have in human
and natural resources for their self-development.

I hope it has been remarked that some of the
countries with economies in transition have described at
this session the serious changes they have undertaken in
their approach. They intend to move from a policy of
mobilizing domestic assistance to a full fledged
partnership, especially in the areas of trade, investment
and scientific cooperation and the exchange of
environmentally sound technology, and to shift in the long
run to sustainable economic growth and development.

It is also very clear that these countries are making
huge efforts to overcome the painful period of reforms
carried out within extremely tight time-limits. They are
also working to ensure their economic growth and to
integrate themselves into the world economic system in
order to make a contribution of their own to
comprehensive world-wide development that is in keeping
with the enormous potential for self-development in that
region. In some of these countries the first signs of
economic rebirth can be seen. Already today there are
growing efforts to expand and deepen cooperation, not
only with the industrially developed countries, but also
with many developing countries on the basis of the
principles of a new partnership for jointly bearing the
costs of solving long-term aspects of development. It is
clear that the growing participation of countries in
transition with the new emerging multilateral system for
development will even further strengthen the potential of
that system, including within the framework of the United
Nations. In the long run, assuming the success of the
reforms and the full integration of the world economy,
these countries will become major economic partners of
both the industrially developed countries and the countries
of Asia, Africa, Latin America and the Caribbean basin.

In this context, we feel that the Agenda for
Development should adequately reflect the global
dimension of the long-term consequences of the radical
transformation of almost 30 countries in Central and
Eastern Europe. These countries are not simply a new
factor in a changing world economy that creates special
problems. To consider the countries of the region of
Central and Eastern Europe, including the countries of the
Commonwealth of Independent States and the Baltic
States, as mere recipients or mere competitors for
resources would be, to say the least, short-sighted. It
would be even more short-sighted not to assist these
countries in achieving mutual cooperation or to deny them
support in their further integration into a multilateral
development system.
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Thirdly, we would like to emphasize some of the
recommendations in the report (A/49/665). Our delegation
is convinced that integrated activities in the United Nations
system for development should not boil down to assistance
for development purposes. We do not dispute that primary
attention in the United Nations programme should be
devoted to the more needy countries, and also to the more
needy population groups within those countries. It also
requires more comprehensive study and an expanded
interpretation of the idea of supplementing United Nations
activities with new initiatives in the areas of so-called
preventive and curative development. This also refers to the
special initiatives for countries with a historically low level
of economic development, as well as countries suffering
from humanitarian and ethnic crises.

In our opinion, the task of reducing and eliminating
poverty should include efforts aimed at preventing poverty
and avoiding its further spread in all countries. As the
representative of the country where the World Summit for
Social Development will take place has so vividly stated:
poverty is no longer the exclusive privilege of developing
countries. Unfortunately, in the West and, in recent years,
especially in the East, poverty and inequality have not
decreased; rather, they have increased. Future guidelines for
preventive and rehabilitative activities should, if required,
ensure access to the potential of existing international
machinery for all needy countries, regardless of whether or
not they belong to a given country or region.

In the area of strengthening operational
coordination — chapter IV C of the Secretary-General’s
report — the tasks should be broader in terms of their
geographic scope and should be universal in terms of their
overall interest. In particular, United Nations machinery
should deal not only with humanitarian assistance and
assistance for development, but with other forms of
development activities in all five dimensions of
development.

There needs to be much greater involvement of the
five regional commissions in the area of sustainable
development as well. In our view, a conceptual inadequacy
of the recommendations of the Secretary-General and others
is that there is too much emphasis on global machinery for
assistance and an underestimation of the interregional and
intraregional potential for a more comprehensive
partnership as an extremely important precondition for
establishing an open, balanced and broad multilateral
system for development.

With regard to the recommendations on financial
resources for future activities — chapter IV D of the
report — our delegation has some serious reservations.
We would like the principles and the proposals contained
in paragraph 91 to be more detailed and to be more
broadly discussed both within the Fifth Committee and in
the special working group on new conditions for
financing operational activities for development. This
relates primarily to the idea of replacing the voluntary
principle with a system of binding and agreed-upon
contributions. In our opinion, one of the best ways for
seeking new additional resources for implementing the
Agenda for Development is to use savings achieved by
reducing military expenditures. The proposals of the
Russian Federation and Japan might serve as a basis for
future efforts in this connection. We question the idea of
establishing a so-called economic security council. This
applies also to the recommendation that the Bureau of the
Economic and Social Council should be expanded and
that it should meet intersessionally. This recommendation
might cause the same problems of transparency and
participation as the Security Council and some reformed
executive councils of the United Nations Children’s Fund,
the United Nations Development Programme and the
United Nations Population Fund are encountering.

At this stage, when approaches for specific
negotiations on refining the Agenda for Development are
being identified, the main role, in our view, should lie
with the General Assembly and with the Economic and
Social Council — in particular, with the main negotiating
groups of countries participating in the development of
multilateral policies and recommendations for future
development cooperation, including within the United
Nations system.

We call upon the Group of 77 and the Non-Aligned
Movement to follow to a greater degree the principle of
the universality of our Organization bearing in mind the
legitimate interests of other countries as well. We also
welcome the more balanced approach to dialogue on
development cooperation which has been demonstrated by
the delegations of States members which has been
demonstrated by the delegations of States members of the
European Union, of the Nordic countries, of the Alliance
of Small Island States and of other interregional and
subregional groups, and also has been demonstrated by
individual delegations from developing and developed
countries that have advocated more constructive, universal
positions, in the interests of all countries and not just
individual groups, in the multilateral dialogue on various
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aspects of the emerging new vision of integrated
development.

We express the hope that the high-level open-ended
working group that it is proposed to establish at this session
will achieve consensus on the Agenda for Development, as
well as on the new strategy and the new partnership
methods for implementing it. This will promote the
consideration by the General Assembly at the fiftieth
session of the matter of developing the kind of realistic
machinery for development cooperation that mobilizes all
Member States and also international institutions,
organizations, programmes and funds within the United
Nations system and those outside it in order to achieve —
through agreed upon, coordinated efforts — the different,
but nevertheless shared, development goals of all countries,
in the name of progress and growth for all peoples and for
mankind.

Mr. Cassar (Malta): Lack of development constitutes
a threat to the stability of nations and consequently to
international peace and security. Tragic events witnessed in
many countries over the past years provide ample
confirmation of this sad fact. The Agenda for Development
complements the Agenda for Peace, and my delegation
welcomes the pragmatic recommendations in the report of
the Secretary-General. These recommendations are bound
to generate further discussion. Action, however, is as
critical as it is urgent. If the continued suffering and
degradation of so many peoples is to become a memory of
the past and not remain a reality only in the minds and
hearts of future generations, the international community
must renew and reinvigorate its efforts to address this issue
through an integrated, global approach.

The right to dignity of all human beings is our starting
point, and indeed the end point of collective action to
overcome lack of development. Enhancement of the quality
of life for all peoples should be and should remain the
major focus of attention at the United Nations. An injection
of effectiveness is required as we strive to translate our
words into actions. This is what the Secretary-General’s
recommendations tend to underline.

A changed international environment has enhanced
cooperation between and among States. Notwithstanding
our diversity, as nation States, we view ourselves as
independent, aware that the immensity of issues decided
upon at the United Nations are integrated, affecting not
only present but future generations. We realize that policies
affecting human society are as intricate and as intertwined
as nature itself.

In his report the Secretary-General identifies peace,
the economy, environmental protection, social justice and
democracy as the five dimensions of development. This
integrated approach is a prerequisite to the achievement
of development both at the national and the international
levels. It provides the basis required if international
assistance is to take root as a sustainable solution to the
problems of poverty and lack of economic and social
well-being. The provision of international assistance must
be coupled with transparent practices to ensure that
polices are effective at the grass-root level, where they
are required most.

The United Nations system can and often does
provide the institutional framework wherein such
development action is made effective and beneficial to the
overall goal of peace and security. My delegation
welcomes the recommendations of the Secretary-General
calling for a revitalization of the Economic and Social
Council so that it may better fulfil its role as envisaged in
the Charter. The General Assembly has a major
responsibility in identifying those issues critical for
international cooperation and policy development and
hence should remain the major forum for the discussion
of development issues.

An ongoing dialogue and substantive partnership
between the Bretton Woods institutions and the United
Nations is essential for enhanced cooperation. My
delegation welcomes the expansion of World Bank
lending into the social, environmental and other sectors.
We view capacity-building, decentralized planning and
participatory lending schemes as a means towards the
achievement of increased development that addresses
grass-roots concerns and needs.

The sectoral and technical agencies of the United
Nations already provide a substantial degree of support to
development activity. Their efforts to achieve sustainable
solutions should continue to be integrated fully into the
economic and social plans and priorities of the United
Nations system. When properly integrated into the overall
framework of the United Nations system they provide a
valuable source of expertise and information to implement
effective action and follow-up to the major global
conferences held in past years.

The need for development is no longer a matter of
debate. It is a recognized goal and an urgent task of the
United Nations. Two years ago this Assembly discussed
the merits of preventive action in the field of the
maintenance of peace. International action aimed at the
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long-term social, economic and political development of
society requires us to tackle issues ranging from the status
of women to drug control and from urban management to
child survival within a global vision of preventive action.
We cannot limit ourselves to reacting to challenges. Our
line of action requires that we be proactive if we are to pre-
empt and diffuse the root causes of future tension.

Preventive and curative development is the basis of a
peaceful and sustainable national and international system.
Just as we realize that post-conflict peace-building
necessitates the development dimension, so should it be a
key component in our analysis of pre-conflict situations. An
international solidarity based on the intrinsic value of the
human person and a dignified existence for all is essential
in ensuring a global, full respect for fundamental human
rights.

Nearly 50 years after the setting up of this
Organization, “We the peoples of the United Nations” have
learned that to give true expression to the hope of peace,
the international community must base itself on the
principles of social justice and solidarity; that is a
principled pragmatic approach, which forms the basis for
action in the recommendations of the Secretary-General.

Mr. Steward (South Africa): The Secretary-General’s
report on an Agenda for Development, so eloquently
introduced yesterday by the President of the General
Assembly, undoubtedly represents one of the most
important initiatives on the agenda for the forty-ninth
session of the General Assembly. An Agenda for
Development, with its recommendations for carrying
forward the goal of economic and social development
through enhanced international cooperation, is central to the
vision expressed in the United Nations Charter.

We would like to extend to the Secretary-General our
appreciation of his efforts in preparing document A/49/665,
and we look forward to his continuing to play his
constructive role in developing an effective framework for
future development cooperation. The dynamic global
environment clearly calls for a regular reassessment of both
strategic and operational issues. In this respect, the
Secretary-General’s report serves a valuable purpose by
focusing attention on emerging priorities.

In commenting on the report, I should like to support
previous speakers who rightly pointed out that time for
evaluation of the latest report was limited. Considering the
importance and scope of the subject, the ultimate value of
the Secretary-General’s contribution will require thorough

assessment, which, I believe, will flow naturally from our
participation in a wide variety of debates.

My delegation wishes to join other members of the
Group of 77 in supporting the views which were
articulated by the Ambassador of Algeria, speaking on
behalf of the Group of 77.

Throughout history, all mankind’s endeavours have
been small steps on the development ladder. The
initiatives behind these steps were inspired by those who
displayed the creative spirit and vision needed to address
the challenges of the day. This would support the
proposition of the Secretary-General that the primary
responsibility for development lies with each individual
sovereign State.

At the same time, the value of regional and global
interaction cannot be underestimated, and my delegation
would like to express appreciation for the continuing
commitment of donor countries operating within the
United Nations system to provide assistance to developing
countries in addressing the considerable development
challenges facing them.

In the Agenda for Development we find a much
needed initiative to reformulate the approach and
priorities of the United Nations. South Africa supports
this initiative, and sees distinct parallels with the South
African Reconstruction and Development Programme,
which is responsible for a similar conceptual mandate.
Participation at all levels, governmental, non-
governmental and the private sector; the enhanced role of
women; sustainability; the necessity for economic growth,
peace and democracy — these are all concepts South
Africa is seeking to promote at a national level.

Human development forms a cornerstone of this
programme. From 26 to 28 October this year an
International Donor Conference on Human Resource
Development was held in South Africa in cooperation
with the Commonwealth Secretariat and the United
Nations Development Programme, giving practical
expression to our resolve to address this crucial issue.
South Africa wishes to express its appreciation for the
support received with this vital initiative.

Recognition of the sovereignty of States to determine
their own national priorities is fundamental to the success
of an effective development strategy. While supporting
the notion that funding could be diverted from military
applications to those in a rational development
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programme, South Africa also acknowledges that a
balanced application of resources remains the responsibility
of the individual State and will vary from State to State.

The emphasis placed on the empowerment of women
and the need to reach agreement on measures to promote
the advancement of women is to be welcomed. These are
issues currently receiving attention in my country and are
recognized as an important part of the national strategy of
reconstruction and development.

South Africa looks forward to the Fourth World
Conference on Women as an opportunity to demonstrate the
progress achieved in this regard and to reaffirm its
commitment to enhancing the role and status of women.

The necessity for financial resources to implement
United Nations development efforts must be addressed at an
early stage to ensure the timely implementation of the
programmed initiatives. We have taken note of the
proposals made by the Secretary-General in this regard.

We have also taken note of the growing value and
prominence of South-South development cooperation and
the fact that such cooperation may successfully include both
financial and technical cooperation. South Africa feels that
this is an area requiring further attention.

Development has indeed become the central theme of
our time. South Africa stands ready to participate in the
debate on an effective Agenda for Development and to
contribute constructively towards achieving development
which is both human-centred and sustainable.

Mr. Snoussi (Morocco) (interpretation from French):
My delegation would like to begin by congratulating the
Secretary-General on all the efforts he is making to enhance
the prestige and credibility of the United Nations system by
strengthening its efficiency and the coordination between its
bodies.

The report on an Agenda for Development before us
today and the note on the World Hearings on Development
are part of that effort, which is aimed at establishing a
harmonious balance between international peace and
security, on the one hand, and economic and social
development, on the other. Proper implementation by the
international community of the documents’ wise
recommendations would undoubtedly, we are convinced,
contribute to solving the majority of problems that beset our
world, particularly the foreign-debt crisis, endemic poverty,

the marginalization of Africa, unemployment, famine,
illiteracy and environmental degradation.

My delegation would like to express its full support
for the integrated approach to development that the
Secretary-General has laid out in his two reports, for, like
him, we feel that any real development must be
economically effective, ecologically sound, socially fair,
respectful of human rights and focused on improving the
well-being of the population.

We are of course aware that the implementation of
such a development model is a long-term undertaking
requiring resolute action at the national level and above
all, real international cooperation based on respect for
shared interests and the pursuit of common goals.

The end of the cold war and of the East-West
division that marked international relations for so long
offers us a historic opportunity to achieve the purposes
enshrined in the Charter of our Organization since its
creation, namely:

“to save succeeding generations from the scourge of
war”

and

“to promote social progress and better standards of
life in larger freedom”,

while preserving, of course, the natural environment for
the benefit of present and future generations.

The post-bipolar era that we are entering should not
go down in history as the era of the end of competition
for the development of the third world. On the contrary,
it should be a period when mankind comes to terms with
itself in a spirit of solidarity and compassion towards the
poorest in our world.

In an increasingly interdependent world, the
challenges confronting the developing countries
necessarily have international repercussions, while trans-
border problems like illegal drug-trafficking, terrorism,
extremism of all kinds, international migration, the
proliferation of communicable diseases and the
degradation of the global environment are making
international cooperation all the more essential.

In other words, no country, whatever its power or
means, can any longer deal with these problems by itself,
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still less protect itself from their negative impacts; we need
a resolute collective international will to remedy such evils.

Some feel that aspirations to a better world, aspirations
born of the end of the ideological and military East-West
conflict, have, unfortunately, rapidly been dashed owing to
the combined effects of the economic recession and the
dwindling strategic value of the developing countries in a
world in which the weight of vital security concerns has
been lifted from the developed countries.

The cumulative peace dividend is now estimated at
nearly $1 trillion, whereas the reinvestment of the resulting
savings in the conversion of military industries and job-
protection is not enough to explain the reduction in official
development assistance.

Indeed, the official development assistance agreed to
by the countries of the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development was reduced by more than
10 per cent between 1992 and 1993 — from $60.8 billion
to $54.8 billion — and now represents no more than 0.29
per cent of their combined gross national product, while the
goal agreed to at the international level since 1970 is 0.7
per cent of gross national product, a commitment honoured
by only four countries. To emphasize the disproportion, we
note that in the developed countries social welfare alone
accounts for 15 per cent of the gross national budget, while
one fifth of the world population is living in absolute
poverty.

It is true that direct foreign investment in developing
countries rose to $70 billion in 1993, but its distribution
seems to favour newly industrialized countries, and other
developing countries, particularly in Africa, continue to
suffer the appalling effects of economic crisis.

We pay attention to any policy aimed at transforming
the cold-war economy into one of peace or at reorienting
the philosophy of cooperation towards a partnership for
humane and lasting development.

The Agenda for Development rightly stresses the
consensus that has emerged on the multifaceted nature of
development, while recognizing that it cannot be merely an
imitation of some imported model of production and
consumption. That being the case, if the Agenda is to be an
outline for universal development, new policies and new
institutional arrangements must be defined to adapt the
means to the ends.

Indeed, notwithstanding the many good points of the
Agenda for Development, which many speakers have
stressed, it is essential that its political recommendations
be translated into operational activities and specific
scenarios. It should take the form of a programme of
action, to be implemented within a reasonable time, with
shared responsibility focused on agreed joint objectives.

We must realize that the developing world is
suffering from a scarcity of resources at both the world
and national levels. Furthermore, most developing
countries confront structural unemployment, which affects
large sectors of their work force and causes considerable
social backwardness in the areas of health, education, the
environment and various infrastructures, essential for
stimulating the private sector, promoting the status of
women, protecting the natural environment and, of course,
strengthening democracy.

The conclusion of the Uruguay Round negotiations
at Marrakesh last April will, according to experts’
forecasts, have beneficial effects on the world economy,
estimated at $500 billion when measures to free
international trade have been implemented.

In this connection, we hope that the international
community will spare no effort to set up the
compensation mechanisms provided for in the Marrakesh
agreements to benefit the least developed countries and
countries that are net importers of foodstuffs.

The restructuring of the Global Environment Fund
and the replenishment of its resources by $2 billion is
another initiative that we can be proud of, even if neither
lived up to the hopes created by the Rio Conference nor
met financing needs in the area of protecting the world
environment.

The Programme of Action of the International
Conference on Population and Development, adopted in
Cairo last September, will, thanks to the financial
commitments it contains, make it possible to reduce the
growth in the world’s population to levels compatible
with the quest for sustainable development.

We hope that the conferences on social development
to be held in Copenhagen, on women and development,
to be held in Beijing, and on human settlements will lead
to positive results and make a substantial contribution to
the efforts of the international community to promote
development in all its dimensions to the benefit of all
mankind.
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This high-level mechanism should involve
representatives of both developing and developed countries
and should greatly contribute to the gradual improvement
of international monetary, financial and commercial
systems, thereby laying the foundations for a global,
multilateral monitoring system in which no interests would
be harmed and in which the integration of a growing world
economy would be promoted.

We are pleased to note that reflection by the
international community, taking into account these world
changes, is pursuing this path. This is why the Kingdom of
Morocco supports the idea of creating a high-level body for
the development and coordination of economic policies.

Indeed, we expect a good deal more from the work of
this body than from reduced assistance, granted
parsimoniously, in an unfair economic environment.

Thus, in conformity with the position of the Group of
77, Morocco is in favour of setting up a working group of
the whole aimed at turning the agenda for development into
an operational plan of action, including a code of conduct
for the financing of development on an assured and
predictable basis, in order to allow for the effective
implementation of the consensus decisions arduously
reached in our universal Organization.

Mr. Biloa Tang (Cameroon) (interpretation from
French): In his report (A/48/935) entitled “An agenda for
development”, prepared at the request of this Assembly, the
Secretary-General set forth his concept of development as
a fundamental right of the human person and one of the
component elements of a comprehensive whole — peace,
the economy, environmental protection, social justice and
democracy.

In these elements, peace is presented as a foundation
of development; the economy, as the engine of progress;
the environment, as a basis for sustainability; social justice,
as a pillar of society; and, democracy, as good governance.

In this development process, the Secretary-General
clearly laid out the role of the Organization in identifying
the agents of development and in providing an information
centre and enhancing understanding, and as the best forum
for seeking consensus and establishing standards and
priorities and, finally, as a centre for coordinating
development activities.

These valuable initial ideas have focused the attention
of the international community, which, since the issuance

of “An Agenda for Peace”, was awaiting the agenda for
development.

The Secretary-General’s report has thus been the
subject of intensive consultations. The World Hearings on
Development, held in June 1994 here in New York, at the
initiative and under the presidency of Ambassador
Insanally of Guyana; the high-level debate at the
Economic and Social Council on the agenda for
development; and the ministerial declaration at the
conclusion of the commemorative ceremony of the
thirtieth anniversary of the Group of 77 — all have
enabled us to determine the eventual shape of the agenda
for development.

I should like on this occasion to thank the President
of the General Assembly at its forty-eighth session who,
in his note contained in document A/49/320 of 22 August
1994, drew up a concise and precise summary of the
main conclusions of all of these meetings. I should like
also to congratulate the Secretary-General who, on the
basis of those conclusions, presented to us a new report,
for which we are grateful.

In his new report the Secretary-General pertinently
highlights the priority objectives of development and
issues a number of recommendations. These objectives
fall into three categories: to strengthen and revitalize
international development cooperation generally; to build
a stronger, more effective and coherent multilateral
development system; and to enhance the effectiveness of
the Organization itself in its development activities.

As to the recommendations, my delegation wishes to
support especially those relating to the need to create a
favourable climate and to the imperative of achieving the
objective of allocating 0.7 per cent of gross national
product to official development assistance. In that
connection, I note with regret that 24 years after that goal
was set, only four countries have achieved it, and to those
countries we express our sincere appreciation.

Mr. Vilchez Asher (Nicaragua), Vice-President, took
the Chair.

My delegation also supports the proposal relating to
the outright cancellation of the external debt of the least
developed and poorest countries. We have always felt that
external debt was a major obstacle to development in the
light of the fact that the development efforts of the poor
countries are cancelled out by the debt burden and debt
servicing.
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I note also with satisfaction that once again the
Secretary-General in his report puts forward the idea of
convening an international conference on the financing of
development, a conference that could be organized in close
cooperation with the Bretton Woods institutions, the
regional development banks and the Development
Assistance Committee of the Organization for Economic
Cooperation and Development.

In my delegation’s view, such a conference should not
be an occasion for another literary exercise but rather
should be an opportunity to proceed to a critical scrutiny of
the many development plans and programmes of action
consensually adopted by the international community, and
then to seek out ways and means to implement them.

Especially with regard to Africa, the latest
development programme — the United Nations New
Agenda for the Development of Africa in the 1990s — is
still the foundation upon which all of the development
efforts of our continent could be based. Thus, for Africa,
the agenda for development under preparation should reveal
ways and means for the effective and urgent
implementation of a development programme whose
timeliness and relevance were reaffirmed at the Tokyo
Conference on African Development.

The African economy is essentially based on the
production and marketing of commodities, and it goes
without saying that any development strategy for the
continent must, if it is to be viable and credible, take into
account the imperative of commodity diversification.

It therefore seems timely to me to echo the appeal
made in the debate in the current session of the General
Assembly by the head of the delegation of Cameroon for
the creation of a commodity diversification fund for Africa.
I hope that the present negotiations with regard to the
creation of that fund will be crowned with success.

I should like before concluding to revert to the
Secretary-General’s report and underline that beyond any
doubt that report represents an important contribution to the
preparation of an agenda for development, but that certain
aspects of the report would gain from further refinement.

Similarly, certain recommendations in the report
should be more action-oriented. Further, one might wish
that the priority given to Africa in the Secretary-General’s
report be strengthened along the lines contained in the note
by the President of our Assembly. Moreover, conceptually
speaking and in the light of the interrelationship between

peace and development, the new concepts of preventive
and curative development also deserve further
consideration.

With regard, finally, to relations between the United
Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions, the Secretary-
General’s recommendations relating to the strengthening
of cooperation and coordination, especially the proposal
to reactivate the United Nations/Bretton Woods Liaison
Committee, should be encouraged. In this connection, the
preparation of an agenda for development should be an
opportunity to review the modalities for a more
transparent and harmonious cooperation between the
United Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions.

In conclusion, it goes without saying that my
delegation fully supports the statement made by
Ambassador Lamamra on behalf of the Group of 77 and
China. In that regard, the proposal for the creation of a
high-level working group of the whole enjoys my
delegation’s full support.

Mr. Sotirov (Bulgaria): At the outset, I would like
to express our gratitude to the Secretary-General for the
considerable amount of work accomplished in preparing
the report (A/49/665) on an Agenda for Development and
for the concrete recommendations drafted on the basis of
the report. Our appreciation goes also to the President of
the forty-eighth session of the General Assembly,
Ambassador Samuel Insanally, for organizing the World
Hearings on Development and to Ambassador Richard
Butler, President of the Economic and Social Council, for
his able guidance during the high-level meeting of the
Council in June and July of this year.

My delegation considers the issue a necessary and
timely complement to the already adopted Agenda for
Peace. Global peace and security will be precarious and
vulnerable unless we create a democratic, as well as
economically and socially more balanced, world. The five
dimensions identified in the report of the Secretary-
General — peace, economy, environment, justice and
democracy — are integral parts of the concept of human-
centred sustainable development.

My delegation would like to stress that on the eve of
the twenty-first century, when each country as well as the
international community as a whole, is striving to shape
new patterns of development, the commitment of the
United Nations to promoting development is critical for
the successful discharge of the mandate entrusted to it by
the United Nations Charter. The Charter, as pointed out
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by the Secretary-General, should be implemented in full,
not selectively. Therefore, equal treatment and financing of
United Nations peace-keeping and development activities is
a vital necessity.

The role of the United Nations in the field of
development is more crucial than ever before. It is rapidly
increasing in virtually every field of international activity.
Therefore, Member States are expected to make the United
Nations system a far more effective instrument of
multilateral than it has been in the past.

My delegation considers that the revitalization of
international development cooperation should lead to the
sustainable development of all countries and regions and
reduce the tremendous disparities between and within
States. It should pursue the innovative approach that
evolved in Rio de Janeiro during the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Development.
Development can be sustained and sustainable only if none
of its dimensions — economic, social, cultural,
humanitarian or environmental — is undermined. This
means, for instance, that the programmes for economic
adjustment and systemic transformation that are under way
in a number of countries should take into consideration the
social and environmental elements of development.
Moreover, the impact of the environmental component is
often beyond the control of a single State.

This is particularly relevant for the countries
undergoing a transition to a market economy. The global
political dimension of the reforms experienced by the
countries of Central and Eastern Europe and of the
Commonwealth of Independent States has already been
recognized. Their integration into the world economy
should continue to be supported by the United Nations. The
problems of these countries in the economic, social and
environmental fields should be more thoroughly addressed
at regional and international levels.

My delegation is of the view that an improved system
of international trade based on non-discriminatory market
access will spur the development of all countries. The
successful conclusion of the Uruguay Round, with the
signing of the Final Act in Marrakesh and the establishment
of the World Trade Organization, will contribute to the
enhancement of economic growth world-wide. Foreign
direct investment, capital flows and access to technology
are of paramount significance for global development.

The achievement of a more effective multilateral
development system is the goal of the ongoing revitalization

of the United Nations in the economic, social and related
fields. My delegation fully supports the recommendations
of the Secretary-General contained in the report for the
enhancement of the role of the General Assembly, the
Economic and Social Council, the Bretton Woods
institutions and the sectoral and technical agencies of the
United Nations in the sphere of development. Their
effectiveness will be increased by avoiding duplication of
work, through better coordination of activities and with
increased transparency of their decision-making processes.

The strengthening of cooperation between the United
Nations and the Bretton Woods institutions in the
financing of development activities was brought to the
attention of the international community during the debate
in the Economic and Social Council’s high-level session
earlier this year. We share the view expressed in the
report of the Secretary-General that the revival of the
United Nations/Bretton Woods Liaison Committee would
enhance substantive consultation on the issue of financing
operational activities for development.

Noting with appreciation the Secretary-General’s
efforts to formulate pragmatic and feasible
recommendations, we share the view, expressed by some
delegations, that the Agenda for Development should
specify more objectives, more concrete measures and
clear time limits for their achievement. Therefore, my
delegation supports the proposal to create an open-ended
working group of the General Assembly to finalize the
work on the Agenda for Development by drafting a
comprehensive resolution before the fiftieth anniversary
of the United Nations.

Mr. Pibulsonggram (Thailand): Last year, when my
delegation participated in the general debate on this
important agenda item, “An agenda for development”, we
offered our view that there were four elements which we
believed should be considered part of the main theme of
an Agenda for Development”. These were that the
Agenda should serve as an instrument for the coordination
of, and action on, relevant international agreements; that
it should strengthen the coordination of activities within
the United Nations system and with other international
organizations and non- governmental organizations; that
the role of the Economic and Social Council should be
enhanced; and that the “Agenda” itself should go beyond
the traditional concept of development policy in order to
meet the challenges to development posed by a
continually evolving world.
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Those elements continue to be relevant today. That is
why we are very pleased to note that they have been
incorporated into the recommendations of the Secretary-
General that appear in document A/49/665.

Development is not merely a matter of material
modernization. No, it is an endless pattern of transformation
of society. My delegation agrees with the view that
development is a process, and it must be seen as such.

My delegation also believes that the five dimensions
of development on which the Secretary-General elaborates
in document A/48/935, “An agenda for development”,
provide a firm basis for the new concept of development.
This concept is very sound. It encompasses, as a matter of
necessity, the combined efforts of the people, Governments
and international organizations in addressing the political,
economic, social, cultural and humanitarian aspects of
development.

Dimensions within these aspects of development —
which include peace, economy, the environment, justice and
democracy — are recognized as being the main factors
which can play a substantial role in advancing the idea of
human-centred development. Equally important, in my
delegation’s opinion, are the roles of Member States and
the cooperation between them. In the context of the United
Nations, the role of the General Assembly, the Economic
and Social Council and the Bretton Woods institutions and
the operational coordination of development activities are
all essential components of the Agenda’s implementation
and are recognized as such in the recommendations of the
Secretary-General.

Valuable inputs into the debate on this issue and the
formulation of the Agenda itself came from the World
Hearings on Development organized by the President of the
forty-eighth session of the General Assembly. We commend
Mr. Insanally for his initiative and his role in convening the
World Hearings.

My delegation has read document A/49/665 with great
care and will study its recommendations with great interest.
Because the lack of time has been a severe limiting factor,
and my delegation is therefore in a position to offer only a
set of preliminary views on the issues raised by the
Secretary-General.

One major proposition has obtained our total support,
however. It is that the degree of success of major
development efforts depends on the degree of success of
the domestic partnership between Governments and all

sectors of society. This belief has guided the Thai
Government’s activities in the field of development. The
results achieved in our development efforts vindicate and
strengthen that belief.

During the early phases of Thailand’s current
development trend, the Government, virtually alone — I
repeat: virtually alone — occupied the central role in all
aspects of the Kingdom’s development. It was essentially
the sole component capable of planning and implementing
measures nationwide for development. The Government
established State enterprises. It supported and supervised
commercial banks and their activities. It planned and
managed health and educational services. It had and
continues to have such a central and vital role even today,
but with a significant difference.

As development has taken root, other sectors of
society have matured and have been able to assume
greater responsibilities for their own interests. The
Government is now a partner with these other components
in the development efforts of the Kingdom. The
Government’s concentration has become primarily
focused on increasing popular participation for all parts of
society. It has also become focused on managing the
economy, maintaining financial discipline, providing
infrastructure, encouraging decentralization, and
formulating and implementing a policy which brings
about a more equitable income distribution. It also has a
special responsibility for the disadvantaged in our society.

Domestic cooperation is only one dimension of
development. International cooperation is equally vital.
This must include partnerships with the business
community at both the national and the international
levels. A favourable international growth-oriented setting
for development, which can be achieved only through
international cooperation, is indispensable. In this regard,
equitable access to the expanding global opportunities in
trade, technology, investment and information must be
accorded to developing countries.

Without the necessary financial resources, however,
development will remain in crisis, especially in the least
developed countries among us. We commend Denmark,
the Netherlands, Norway and Sweden for having met the
agreed development assistance target of 0.7 per cent of
gross national product. Unfortunately, they are the only
donor countries to have done so. Official development
assistance must be brought closer to agreed targets. It
must be sustained, lest gains obtained in the overall
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infrastructure of the global economy be weakened and lost.
The injunction in the Secretary-General’s report

remains just that for now. My delegation would be vitally
interested in seeing specific and concrete proposals
advanced for complements to official development
assistance. In our opinion, these should encompass specific
concessions favouring developing countries in the areas of
trade, commodities, debt and short- and long-term loans.

While we will have to await the formulation of these
proposals, my delegation has found worthy of support the
Secretary-General’s recommendation that the General
Assembly consider convening an international conference
on the financing of development, with the participation of
the Bretton Woods institutions and other regional
development banks as well as the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development. The participation
and contributions of the private sector should also be
considered. This is timely and necessary if we are to
elevate the importance of development in the context of this
world body.

As the Secretary-General has pointed out, the United
Nations provides a unique forum for defining the
international development agenda and building the
consensus needed for action. It should thus be the locus of
any development efforts. As the main organ of the United
Nations, the General Assembly can play a valuable role in
this effort by forging a new framework for development
cooperation.

The Economic and Social Council should also have an
enhanced role in development efforts. Many important
economic matters have been and continue to be decided
outside the realm of the United Nations. Should this
situation persist, the Agenda for Development could be just
another expression of good intent with little hope of
realization.

A revitalized Economic and Social Council is the most
appropriate United Nations organ in which to address
development. The Council must intensify its role and gain
credibility as an international decision-making mechanism.
The proposal for the establishment of a council of
international development advisers which could serve as a
policy-analyzing body for the Economic and Social Council
merits further discussion, in our opinion. It couId provide
valuable analytical input for the Council.

With regard to the operational coordination of the
United Nations, we believe that it is imperative to build a
more integrated, efficient and effective framework for the
Organization. Here, too, the Economic and Social Council

must play an effective role in bringing the specialized
agencies into a closer working relationship with the
United Nations itself. A unified system which is freed
from duplication and fragmentation and which possesses
a clear definition of the roles and missions of its
subsidiary organs would allow the Organization more
effectively to respond to the needs of the developing
countries. We further believe, therefore, that it should be
extended to other specialized agencies, such as the
Bretton Woods institutions.

My delegation also agrees with the premise that
man-made and natural disasters have adverse effects on
development, especially if they occur in developing
countries. To strengthen the capabilities of the United
Nations to act preventively in this regard, the proposal of
the Secretary-General on preventive development has
great merit. Here again, my delegation would wish to see
precise and clearly defined mandates and proposals for
further consideration.

In view of the importance of this item, my
delegation believes that a working group under the
Assembly should be formed to examine in depth the
many weighty recommendations made by the Secretary-
General, in order to arrive at a common understanding on
an Agenda for Development and the most effective
measures to ensure the success of its implementation. We
believe that the fiftieth anniversary of the United Nations
in October 1995 should serve us well as the target date
for the membership to arrive at a clear consensus as to
how to proceed with this Agenda for Development.

For our part, we will participate fully and actively,
and will support measures which will elevate the
importance of the Agenda for Development to a priority
no less than that of the Agenda for Peace. The two
Agendas are complementary aspects of the same effort to
promote and sustain

“the economic and social advancement of all
peoples”

and to strengthen the United Nations as

“a centre for harmonizing the actions of nations in
the attainment of these common ends”,

as eloquently stated in the Charter itself. Together they
will provide a framework for action in the twenty-first
century.
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Mr. Legwaila (Botswana): I would like to take this
opportunity to express my delegation’s sincere appreciation
to the Secretary-General for his specific recommendations
in document A/49/665. We would also like to thank the
President of the General Assembly for his introductory
remarks to the report of the Secretary-General and the note
of the President of the General Assembly, contained in
document A/49/320. Last but not least, we would like to
associate ourselves with the statement made by Ambassador
Lamamra in his capacity as Chairman of the Group of 77
and on behalf of China.

We are happy to note that the recommendations on the
Agenda for Development represent the views expressed
during the high-level segment of the Economic and Social
Council as well as those expressed during the World
Hearings on Development conducted by the then President
of the General Assembly last June.

For the past four years the international community
has set its United Nations machinery in motion through a
variety of related global conferences: the World Summit for
Children, the United Nations Conference on Environment
and Development, the World Conference on Human Rights,
the World Conference on Natural Disaster Reduction, and
the International Conference on Population and
Development. At all these conferences, the complexion of
the plethora of problems besetting mankind has always been
similar, and, indeed, we already know what can and must
be done. Can we, then, afford to remain inactive when
opportunities for action abound, especially when there is
overwhelming consensus in the international community for
taking measures that can carry us forward?

My delegation supports the Secretary-General’s view
that

“development should be recognized as the foremost
and most far-reaching task of our time”(A/49/665,
para. 4),

particularly since during the cold-war era development in
many Member States was always left to wallow at the
periphery. We underscore his argument that new
development approaches should not only generate growth,
but should make its benefits equitably available to all, as
far as possible. Indeed the yardstick of development should
be the elimination of poverty, the satisfaction of people’s
priority needs and sustainable economic growth for future
generations.

We support the view that military expenditures
should be seriously scaled down in order to free more
resources for development needs.

We in Botswana have for some time now realized
that development can best succeed if it is driven by
national priorities and if it is truly dedicated to the
improvement of the well-being of the overwhelming
majority of our people. We are, however, mindful of the
fact that in today’s world of growing interdependence and
rapid globalization, external macroeconomic forces like
trade, debt-management, direct investment, capital flows
and access to technology play an equally important role.

The interdependent world that we live in dictates
that the people of this planet have to share. The need for
an enabling and conducive international environment in
trade has been and continues to be paramount. Even
where developing countries could muster resources for
their development through what could accrue via
productive international trade, a stifling environment
remains a major stumbling block. Where international
trade does not foster rewarding backward and forward
linkages, the efforts of those involved are rendered almost
worthless.

The sharing of technology and information, and
increased accessibility of both to developing countries,
will go a long way in enhancing efforts towards national
capacity-building. Without adequate technical know-how
and relevant information, national development plans will
remain good intentions without tangible and appropriate
results.

The need for investment in developing countries is
overwhelming. However, the debt situation is still not
very helpful in many of our countries, particularly in
Africa. The suggestions in the Secretary-General’s report
regarding this issue do not seem to be far-fetched in the
view of my delegation. One cannot over-emphasize how
this chronic situation curtails the development efforts of
Africa. Just like an individual in debt, a State finds that
its marginal propensity to consume and save gets
drastically altered. One can imagine the extent to which
such a situation will impact on the investment climate.
Countries cannot produce sufficiently for their needs or
give anyone enough confidence in them to offer adequate
credit for them to pull themselves out of such woes. We
urgently need to address this situation.

We agree with the Secretary-General that efforts
aimed at achieving regional cooperation and integration
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should be enhanced. Efforts such as those of the
Organization of African Unity in promoting this important
approach to development should be encouraged to the
maximum. It is in this light that countries of our sub-region
have found it necessary to build and continually strengthen
their endeavours through the Southern African Development
Community (SADC). However, the realities of our situation
are such that much assistance will be needed, particularly
in those Member States where reconstruction and post-
conflict nation-building will be necessary. These emerging
democracies need to be nurtured and supported for us to
achieve lasting and sustainable development — hence,
sustainable peace.

The significant potential benefits that can also be
reaped through South-South cooperation should be fully
recognized and exploited. This is particularly the case in the
fields of appropriate technology, information sharing and
the expansion of trade opportunities between countries of
the South. Increased and improved trade in the South can
indeed have positive multiplier effects in the development
of our countries.

Mr. Castillo (Nicaragua), Vice-President, took the
Chair.

A number of delegations, and the Secretary-General in
his report, have emphasized the central role that the United
Nations can and should play in the field of development.
The universality of the United Nations gives it more
latitude than any other organization to promote
development. However, it is a fact that great coherence and
coordination are a must both within the United Nations
system and between it and other agencies involved in
multilateral development activities. A greater sense of
common purpose has to be cultivated, and coordination
between the United Nations system and the Bretton Woods
institutions must be strengthened.

Let me conclude by noting that the chronic financial
situation of the United Nations system is indeed worrisome.
Whereas we would like to see the United Nations
performing its function effectively and efficiently, without
adequate resources and their predictable availability it will
remain difficult for us to achieve our goals. This situation
is a major impediment to improving international
development cooperation activities. Perhaps, as suggested
in the Secretary-General’s report, a forum should be created
where we can sit down and find ways to improve the
means of mobilizing resources for international
development.

Mr. Eteffa (Ethiopia): Development is of vital
concern to the international community, especially the
developing world, and the idea of an Agenda for
Development is an expression of that concern. The debate
on an Agenda for Development at this session of the
General Assembly will further enhance the drive to forge
a renewed rationale, consensus and framework in support
of development. My delegation commends the Secretary-
General for submitting a report on an Agenda for
Development and for his continuous efforts to enrich the
Agenda on the basis of observations and views expressed
during the high-level segment of the Economic and Social
Council and the World Hearings on Development
conducted in June by the President of the forty-eighth
session of the General Assembly.

My delegation fully associates itself with the
sentiments expressed and proposals submitted by the
Chairman of the Group of 77, and would like to highlight
its views on some of the recommendations contained in
the report of the Secretary-General (A/49/665).

The five dimensions of development discussed in the
report are totally acceptable to us in Ethiopia. However,
we would like to underscore the need to conduct careful
analysis in the process of elaborating these concepts, so
that they do not give rise to new conditionalities which
might undermine the harmony between national
development priorities and external macroeconomic
forces. The external macroeconomic environment must
promote the attainment of economic and social objectives
of developing countries by ensuring equitable access to
expanding global opportunities in trade and technology,
investment opportunities and the flow of increased
concessional resources in a predictable manner.

It is pertinent to pay due attention to the structural
link and complementarity that should be established
between the Agenda for Development and the outcome of
global conferences such as the United Nations Conference
on Environment and Development, the International
Conference on Population and Development, the
forthcoming World Summit for Social Development and
the Fourth World Conference on Women, as well as other
global summits slated for the future. These exercises
should be carried out in a way that helps avoid
duplication of efforts and promotes efficient utilization of
scarce resources.

My delegation feels that another area that should be
an integral part of the Agenda for Development is the
strategy for the realization of internationally agreed
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programmes and targets designed to address the specific
economic and social problems of a given group of
countries. In this respect, the United Nations New Agenda
for the Development of Africa in the 1990s and the United
Nations Programme of Action for the Least Developed
Countries deserve serious consideration.

It is to be recalled that the General Assembly adopted
the United Nations New Agenda for the Development of
Africa in the 1990s at its forty-sixth session, in December
1991, based on the principle of shared responsibility and
full partnership between Africa and the international
community. When we examine the implementation of this
Agenda, we find that the political will and commitment of
the international community have not been up to
expectations.

The New Agenda sets clearly focused objectives to be
attained during the 1990s; these include an average annual
growth target for gross domestic product of at least 6 per
cent, and a minimum of $30 billion in net official
development assistance in 1992, which thereafter is set to
grow at an average rate of 4 per cent per annum. The actual
performance of the African economy and the availability of
official development assistance draws a contrary picture.
Preliminary estimates by the Economic Commission for
Africa indicate that in 1993 the African economy grew by
a mere 1.4 per cent from 1992, which falls far below the
annual growth target of 6 per cent set in the New Agenda.
The negative impact of 1.4 per cent growth as compared to
an African population growth rate of 3.1 per cent needs no
explanation. In like manner, the initial period of the
implementation of the New Agenda has witnessed a cut in
aid plans by bilateral and multilateral donors alike. The
flow of official development assistance to Africa has shown
a significant reduction, and is far from the recommended
level.

The external-debt problem of Africa continues to
impair economic- and social-development efforts. The ratios
of external debt to gross national product, of debt to exports
and of actual debt service to exports has reached a critical
level, and it would be difficult to talk of meaningful
development in Africa without taking radical steps to
resolve this problem.

The discrepancy or variance between objectives and
targets set internationally and their actual implementation is
also true for the United Nations Programme of Action for
the Least Developed Countries. It is therefore imperative to
give priority to the realization of all programmes and
specific targets, particularly with respect to those groups of

countries where the economic difficulties are vivid and
critical.

There is a need also to recognize that in African and
other developing countries socio-economic development
problems can be tackled through regional economic
cooperation and integration. Therefore, an Agenda for
Development should give special emphasis to the
establishment of an African economic community.

We are aware of the diversity of views on the
effectiveness of economic management at the international
level and the inadequacy of the present arrangement,
which fails to take the needs of developing countries into
account or to integrate the diverse components of the
development process. The need to bring the Bretton
Woods institutions, including the newly emerging World
Trade Organization, closer to the United Nations is today
more necessary than ever if their operations are to have
a positive impact on the global economy. To this end,
structures and mechanisms to promote the
complementarity of the two institutions must be in place
at the highest management, expert and field levels. The
Bretton Woods institutions must base their programmes
and policies on internationally agreed principles,
objectives and targets set in United Nations forums as a
result of intergovernmental negotiations. It is our hope
that the future deliberations on the Agenda for
Development can result in a transparent cooperation
mechanism between the aforementioned institutions, with
participatory and democratic working methods.

If the Agenda for Development is to make a
significant difference in international economic
cooperation and enhance sustainable growth and
development in developing countries, there is a need to
explore new and innovative methods of financing and to
put in place follow-up mechanisms for their
implementation.

The Secretary-General’s report clearly points out
how United Nations development activities have been
hampered because of resource constraints. The mandate
given the United Nations and the resources provided must
be in a sound relationship, and predictability in funding is
essential if projects and programmes are not to be
undermined in the midst of performance. It is vital to
restructure the existing regular and voluntary budgets and
to explore new and additional methods of financing. The
idea of including fees on speculative international
financial transactions, a levy on fossil-fuel use, the
utilization of resources released from disarmament and
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taxes on the profits of multinational corporations and on the
use of common property resources must all be closely
examined. To this end, the Secretary-General’s proposal for
an international conference on financing development must
be given serious consideration, since it can provide ample
opportunity to examine the problem of development
financing in its entirety and come up with a concrete and
implementable programme of action.

The effective implementation of the Agenda for
Development requires the establishment of follow-up
mechanisms at the various levels of the United Nations. In
this regard the Economic and Social Council should be
revitalized to assume these new responsibilities. However,
the idea of establishing an expanded bureau of the
Economic and Social Council needs further detailed
explanations with regard to its duties and responsibilities,
membership criteria and mode of operation.

The early part of the General Assembly session, when
high-level representatives are present, should be organized
to enable it to consider implementation problems submitted
to it by the Economic and Social Council. As the Secretary-
General suggests, the convening every few years of a
special session of the Assembly devoted to international
economic cooperation would provide the political impetus
necessary for the implementation of the Agenda.

My delegation feels that elaboration of the Agenda for
Development requires additional work and that therefore the
General Assembly should mandate the President to
constitute an open-ended working group whose mandate
would be to conduct broad-based discussions and to submit
its first report during the substantive session of the
Economic and Social Council and its final report at the
fiftieth session of the General Assembly.

Mr. Ponce (Ecuador)(interpretation from Spanish):
The redefinition of the role of the United Nations in light
of the changes on the international scene brought about by
the end of the cold war began with the Assembly’s
consideration of "An Agenda for Peace" and the adoption
of resolutions 47/120 A and B. The Organization’s
adaptation will not be complete until the Agenda for
Development has been given similar consideration and
corresponding decisions adopted and implemented. My
delegation therefore supports the suggestion put forward
yesterday by the representative of Algeria, in his capacity
as Chairman of the Group of 77, to create a General
Assembly working group with such a mandate.

Ecuador welcomes with satisfaction the elaborations
and pertinent facts contained in the new report of the
Secretary-General (A/49/665) relative to the contents of
the initial report (A/48/935). The important contributions
received during the World Hearings on Development that
were convened and ably presided over by the President of
the General Assembly at its forty-eighth session,
Ambassador Insanally, are reflected, in part, in the
document, which already constitutes a good outline of the
elements, objectives and institutional requirements of
development.

In particular, we would stress the link between peace
and development, the reaffirmation of the central role of
the United Nations in international cooperation for
development and the recognition of the need to adapt
United Nations institutions, including the Bretton Woods
institutions, to urgent present-day requirements.

Ecuador considers that those basic elements need
further elaboration and that they must be provided with
the institutional and financial resources they require to
become fully operative. If we assume a link between
peace and development and if we wish seriously to face
the challenges involved in the achievement of sustainable
development, then we need both a strengthening of the
development agencies and a reorientation of the activities
of multilateral credit organs, as well as a substantive
increase in resources for that purpose. Therefore, although
we share the views contained in the report on the role the
General Assembly should play in this area, we feel that
the reforms suggested for the Economic and Social
Council may prove to be insufficient to deal with the
Herculean task facing us. Those resources cannot be
obtained through voluntary contributions, as has been
demonstrated by the insufficient response to the modest
commitments undertaken at the Rio Summit. This fact
requires us to review the mandates of the Economic and
Social Council and the General Assembly with regard to
the financial contributions of Member States to the
Organization.

We recall that the growth of United Nations
activities in the field of peace-keeping has led to an
increase in the Organization’s budget that has meant that
for some Member States, such as Ecuador, contributions
for such purposes have grown more than seventyfold in
barely four years.

If the international community attaches the same
priority to development, the increase in contributions to
that end should be, if not of similar proportion, at least
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large enough to meet the most urgent needs. In addition, a
restructuring of the Bretton Woods institutions, with a view
to the provision of additional and stable resources for
development projects carried forward by States and
specialized agencies on the basis of guidelines and policies
agreed by the international community in the Economic and
Social Council following appropriate consultations, is an
initiative that would enable us to cope with the
requirements of today’s magnitude.

My delegation attaches the greatest importance to the
neutral character of the United Nations, which is
emphasized in paragraph 67 of the report. As the Secretary-
General rightly points out, that neutrality has made it
possible for the Organization, together with Governments,
to work steadily and with long-term objectives,

“free of short-term political or economic objectives.”
(A/49/665, para. 67)

In order to preserve this element so fundamental to the
success of the Organization’s work, we should consider
with particular care the ideas of “preventive development”
and “curative development” that are introduced in
paragraphs 81 and 83, respectively.

Ecuador supports the concepts put forward in the
report regarding the need to reach an equitable and
definitive solution to the problem of external debt,
including cancellation in the case of the least-developed
countries.

Moreover, although we share the view that the basic
responsibility for development rests on Governments, my
delegation believes that maintaining the current distortions
and protectionist practices in international trade could
cancel out any effort to achieve development. The unilateral
and arbitrary restrictions recently imposed by various
industrialized countries on exports of bananas, flowers and
marine products from my country show clearly that the
national efforts of developing countries to diversify their
exports and strengthen the most competitive sectors of their
economies will be insufficient if the current international
economic environment is maintained, and especially if no
action is taken to restructure international markets.

The need for the United Nations to play an active role
in the area of trade and its relationship to development led
to the creation of the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development (UNCTAD) 30 years ago. Since the need
is still as relevant as the relationship, the report we are
discussing must be supplemented with proposals in that

connection that go beyond a merely formal relationship
with the future World Trade Organization.

My delegation endorses the initiative for the
President of the General Assembly to hold hearings on
the relationship between disarmament and development.
Ecuador supports the idea that some of the resources
released as a result of the reduction in the vast military
expenditures of the great Powers should be channelled
into development. The use of the so-called peace dividend
to give an impetus to development would make it possible
for the vast technological and human resources that are
today absorbed by the military industry to be put to use
to realize the aspirations of the great majority of mankind.
In no event should mechanisms designed for that purpose
be converted into a new form of conditionality for
developing countries, nor should they affect those
countries’ right of self-defence.

Science and technology play a fundamental role in
development and in the satisfaction of basic needs, such
as health care and food. For that reason, the Agenda for
Development should include objectives and programmes
aimed specifically at encouraging the transfer of such
services and commodities to developing countries on
equitable terms.

Development is not merely a long-term objective; it
is a basic human right, recognized by the international
community in the Vienna Declaration and ratified by
resolutions of the General Assembly. The minimum food
requirements of 800 million people are not being met;
every day 34,000 children die of malnutrition or disease;
35 per cent of the adult population — two thirds of them
women — are illiterate; more than 850 million people
live in areas that are undergoing desertification, which is
continuing its inexorable advance; 35 million refugees
have had to leave their countries.

The plight reflected in these figures reminds us of
the obligation to take immediate action in all areas of
international economic endeavour. The United Nations
must urgently prepare and implement a comprehensive
Agenda for Development. We trust that all Member
States taking part in the negotiations that are being
initiated by this debate will shoulder their full
responsibility so that our work may result in innovative
agreements of appropriate scope, commensurate with the
gravity of an explosive situation in which the basic needs
of more than 1.3 billion human beings living in absolute
poverty remain unmet.
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Mr. Mwaungulu (Malawi): The Malawi delegation
welcomes the report of the Secretary-General on an Agenda
for Development (A/49/669). This report is well prepared.
It provides the framework for deliberation on and for the
relaunching of the role of the United Nations in social and
economic development, for which the Charter provides the
mandate.

The extensive consultations carried out during the
World Hearings on Development and the discussions at the
substantive session of the Economic and Social Council
placed a focus on the proposed Agenda for Development
that was equal to the focus placed on the Agenda for Peace.
This is what was demanded of the Secretary-General, and
he delivered very well indeed. My delegation’s view,
therefore, is that the Secretary-General’s report on an
Agenda for Development more than augments and confirms
our trust, faith and positive perception of the United
Nations and its very important role in development.

The basic development problems to be discussed under
the Agenda for Development demand urgent short-,
medium- and long-term action if appropriate measures are
to be devised and financial resources mobilized to
implement them. The Secretary-General’s report highlights
vividly the desperate plight of the developing countries,
particularly the African developing countries, in this regard.
The obstacles to sustainable development include very poor
terms of trade and a heavy external debt burden, both of
which actually inhibit development: poor public and
private foreign capital flows, which are regressive and
therefore stall development; and the lack of a meaningful
transfer of technological resources, which is a major
inhibiting factor.

My delegation agrees with the Secretary-General when
he says, among other things, that the perceptible
marginalization of the "poorest and least-endowed
countries" (A/49/665, para. 23) must be reversed; that
financial resources earmarked by donors for development
should not be taken away and diverted for the purpose of
funding peace-keeping operations; and that the official
development assistance flows should be increased
meaningfully to secure the long-overdue attainment of the
target of 0.7 per cent of gross national product.

The attempts by these countries to implement the
development programmes are doomed to failure from the
start. Even when available, the financial and technological
resources at their disposal are woefully inadequate. The
poorest and least developed countries cannot be wished
away or ignored. These are the realities which the

deliberations on an agenda for development must take
into account.

My delegation applauds the statement by the
Secretary-General to the effect that

“Development can succeed only if it is driven by
national priorities”(A/49/665, para. 15).

However, national priorities are at times brutally distorted
by factors beyond the control of Governments. My
country is now facing, for the fourth year running, a very
serious drought situation. Serious food shortages and
famine demand the reallocation of scarce financial
resources earmarked for development. Even food security
programmes become unimplementable. These emergencies
make it imperative to devise long-term programmes that
can stem the recurrence of food shortages, hunger and
famine.

In the view of my delegation, irrigation schemes, for
example, should be discussed within the framework of the
agenda for development as one of the national priorities
in development to combat the pernicious effects of
drought in countries like Malawi.

My delegation believes that a democratic regime
must be in place with all the ingredients for political
stability, such as respect for human rights and freedom of
expression and association, for meaningful and sustainable
development to occur. New democratic regimes cannot,
therefore, afford to be undermined by external factors
which expose and exacerbate internal weakness and make
their vulnerability almost complete. This becomes a
prescription for violent conflict, insecurity and political
instability. The deliberations on the agenda for
development should, therefore, highlight and stress
specific immediate remedial measures to meet urgent
problems that are major obstacles to development in this
regard.

My delegation strongly supports in this respect one
of the Secretary-General’s key recommendations, that

“An adequate and permanent reduction in the stock
of debt for countries in debt crisis undertaking
economic reforms should be made. The debts of the
least developed and poorest countries should be
cancelled outright”.(ibid., annex).
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The President of the Republic of Malawi, His Excellency
Mr. Bakili Muluzi, made this same call to the General
Assembly on 5 October 1994 when he said,

“I am very confident that our partners in development
will continue to assist us as we forge ahead in our
efforts to improve the standards of living of our
people. I wish to appeal specifically for donor
sympathy to write off existing loans of the Malawi
Government.

“I wish to assure you, Mr. President, that any
assistance that is given to Malawi will be used for the
purpose and target groups intended. The new
democratically elected Government should be given
the chance to make democracy work.”(Official
Records of the General Assembly, Forty-ninth Session,
Plenary Meetings, 18th meeting, p. 3).

Finally, my delegation considers

“the desirability of an international conference on the
financing of development”(ibid., Annex)

a precondition for the success of the specific measures for
action which will arise from the deliberations on the agenda
for development. Secondly, my delegation would like to
lend its strong support to the proposal made by the
Chairman of the Group of 77, on behalf of the Group and
China, in his statement that a high-level working group at
the General Assembly level should be established to
deliberate on the detailed and specific measures to
constitute an agenda for development. This issue deserves
to be given the urgency, importance and high-level attention
it deserves.

The President (interpretation from Spanish): In
keeping with the decision taken by the General Assembly
at its 58th plenary meeting, I call on the Permanent
Observer of Switzerland.

Mr. Manz (Switzerland)(interpretation from French):
For Switzerland, which is participating fully in all United
Nations activities in the area of cooperation for
development and humanitarian assistance, the definition of
an agenda for development is of major importance. Thus,
we would like to thank the Secretary-General for the
document he has submitted to us.

This effort lies in a context delineated on the one hand
by the “An Agenda for Peace” and on the other by the
succession of international Conferences over the last few

years and the next few years. We believe that these
events are convergent, for there is no human future
possible without the pooling of all the economic and
social forces to guarantee development, the protection of
the environment and security throughout our world. The
challenge for the Organization is in this respect to
synthesize the objectives of development established at
international Conferences and to create a common
framework for their follow-up based on its unique
capacity to heighten awareness, create consensus and
design policies in all areas relating to development.

For us, the implementation of an agenda for
development should, above all, make it possible to
improve the impact of the activities of the United Nations
system, particularly in the field. It is from this angle that
I should like to make the following points.

The development of each country can succeed only
within the context of a consistent and coherent policy
pursued by a competent and honest Government
supported by a population whose rights are respected and
whose interests are equitably represented. This implies the
need to place populations at the centre of development, as
well as the need to define any national priority within the
context of a participatory approach involving all the
partners concerned.

In respect of the States, the various components of
the multilateral system for development cooperation all
have a role to play. Thus, cooperation between the
development system of the United Nations, international
financial institutions and the future World Trade
Organization is essential.

Greater emphasis must, however, be placed on
harmonizing their activities in the field. We must see to
it that the comparative advantages of all concerned are
fully exploited in this effort to bring about harmonization.
In this respect, certain joint initiatives have already
proved the potential of such cooperation and should be
further developed.

In this context, the role of the specialized agencies
should, we feel, be defined more precisely so that each
again concentrates on its area of expertise.

These steps, ambitious but indispensable, require the
determined support of all of our Governments. Are we
not all members of these institutions, and would it not be
useful in this respect for the bureaux of the programmes
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and agencies and the bureau of the Economic and Social
Council to plan for joint meetings on specific subjects?

Finally, the supply of official development assistance
must be improved in the medium term. All States — donors
and recipients — share the responsibility for attaining this
goal. We feel that setting negotiated intermediate objectives
for the total volume of official development assistance
could be useful in improving financing of assistance in
general.

As regards financing development activities within
the United Nations system, we are convinced of the need
to reform their modalities. Switzerland is participating
actively in the discussions already under way on this
question and hopes that all States will become involved
in them. We also feel that it is absolutely essential that
humanitarian assistance provided by the system should
not drain resources needed to finance long-term
development cooperation, which alone is capable of
eliminating conflicts. Emergency assistance should thus be
converted as quickly as possible into cooperation for
development within a continuum of these two forms of
action. A real Agenda for Development must clarify the
principles for action by the United Nations system in this
continuum.

The President (interpretation from Spanish): We
have heard the last speaker in the debate on this item.

In accordance with the decision taken by the
Assembly at its 30th plenary meeting, subsequent
negotiations on this item will take place in the Second
Committee.

The Assembly has thus concluded this stage of its
consideration of agenda item 92.

The meeting rose at 8.35 p.m.
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