
United Nations A/54/PV.21

99-86004 (E) This record contains the text of speeches delivered in English and of the interpretation of speeches
delivered in the other languages. Corrections should be submitted to the original speeches only.
They should be incorporated in a copy of the record and sent under the signature of a member of the
delegation concerned to the Chief of the Verbatim Reporting Service, room C-178. Corrections will
be issued after the end of the session in a consolidated corrigendum.

General Assembly Official Records
Fifty-fourth session

21st plenary meeting
Friday, 1 October 1999, 3 p.m.
New York

President: Mr. Gurirab . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .(Namibia)

In the absence of the President, Mr. Gambari
(Nigeria), Vice-President, took the Chair.

The meeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m.

Agenda item 9 (continued)

General debate

The Acting President: I give the floor to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Estonia, His Excellency Mr. Toomas
Hendrik Ilves.

Mr. Ilves (Estonia): Let me begin by congratulating
Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab on his election as President of this
fifty-fourth session of the General Assembly. I wish him all
the best in carrying out his duties.

As the General Assembly convenes for the last time
before the Millennium Assembly, I believe that it is
appropriate to consider the United Nations future and how
we can prepare our Organization for the twenty-first
century.

Fifty-four years after its founding, the United Nations
remains the largest multi-purpose intergovernmental
Organization in the world. Indeed, with 188 Members, the
United Nations has become truly global. I would like to
take this opportunity to welcome Kiribati, Nauru and Tonga
to the United Nations family.

The United Nations faces a vastly different set of
international issues from those of fifty-four years ago,
when the Organization was founded. Most threats to
international security and stability are no longer
State-driven but rather derive from the malfunction or
dysfunction of States. The consequences of these threats,
however, are just as severe as the erstwhile threats by
States. Terrorism, corruption, economic collapse, nuclear
meltdowns, mass migration and ethnic strife are but a few
of the challenges that the world has had to face in recent
years. The violent conflict in East Timor, “ethnic
cleansing” in Kosovo, and the recent re-escalation of
violence in Chechnya are but a few vivid examples of the
new kinds of threats that we face today.

The United Nations has a crucial role to play in
combating these and other international threats. But before
it can start to play a more active role in the post-cold-war
international order, serious structural reforms are needed.

Estonia believes that reforms should focus above all
on the Security Council. Formally, the Council, originally
intended to be the cornerstone of collective security, is
vested with strong executive authority. Yet in practice its
authority is challenged. Because of a recurring failure or
inability to take action, countries in crisis situations look
less and less to the Council. In order for the United
Nations to avoid relegation to the status of a body that
creates norms but cannot ensure their implementation,
voting procedures and mechanisms in the United Nations
most powerful body should be reformed.
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The key issue is voting practice, not the shopworn
issue of non-permanent membership. The often
irresponsible exercise of the veto, or even more often the
threat of the veto, has paralysed the Security Council and
undermined its legitimacy. More and more often we witness
some permanent members taking actions to meet their
domestic interests and foreign policy goals in areas
irrelevant to the issue at hand. We as Member States have
given the mandate to the Council. Even before we are able
to carry out the reforms, we must entrust the permanent
members to use the veto with utmost responsibility.

As we look around this Hall, or at the globe, we can
all observe that the world today is not what it was half a
century ago — thank God. The United Nations was created
to maintain peace in the wake of the turmoil of the Second
World War. Today we are already into the second decade
of the post-cold-war order, two generations removed from
the problems faced by our grandfathers. Why, then, should
we be constrained by obsolescent structures still based on
the power relationships of 1945? The guarantors of and
greatest contributors to stability in the world have changed
fundamentally in the course of half a century. We need not
fear opening a discussion on whether the moral and legal
reasoning underlying Security Council membership in the
wake of the Second World War is still appropriate for the
post-cold-war era.

Following from this, another area where Estonia
believes reforms are vitally needed is that of the informal
regional groups that provide the basis for election
procedures. Many of these groups are based on a now
irrelevant cold war ideological and geopolitical alignment.
A decade after the end of the cold war the East-West divide
has disappeared, and regional groups, such as the Eastern
European Group, which were a product of that divide,
simply no longer make sense. In order to make United
Nations structures correspond to today’s realities, those
regional groups should become truly geographic.

Allow me now to turn to economic and social
development. We can all agree that over the years the
United Nations has been most successful in that area. The
United Nations system has devoted more attention and
resources to development than to any other international
assistance effort. Although these non-political activities
have received less attention than efforts in the field of
peacekeeping and diplomacy, they are no less important.
Many countries, including mine, have benefited from
United Nations assistance. We believe, however, that it is
time to start to pay back.

Providing development and humanitarian assistance
is a logical and moral consequence of our membership of
the international community. It should be the goal of
every country. In this regard, I would like to observe that
most United Nations activities, whether in the field of
peacekeeping or economic assistance, almost invariably
become permanent. Permanence, however, is not a sign of
success; it is a sign of failure. The United Nations should
therefore concentrate more on preventive actions and on
implementing well-planned, well-targeted and timely
programmes with a clear exit strategy. That, in turn, will
encourage success and positive development, not
dependency.

Estonia values the United Nations function as a
normative Organization that sets international standards
and universal principles for its Members. The gross
violations of human rights witnessed this year, including
killings and mass deportations reminiscent of those
experienced by my country 50 years ago, show that it is
more important than ever that countries adhere to
common international norms and standards in the field of
human rights. As the only truly global Organization, the
United Nations should play a greater role in making sure
that universal principles, enshrined in the United Nations
Charter, are fairly and fully applied. To pursue this goal
I call upon all countries to support wholeheartedly the
activities of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights.

Every year hundreds and thousands of innocent
people perish as a result of brutal terrorist actions. The
General Assembly has passed a number of resolutions on
the fight against terrorism, and currently no fewer than 11
anti-terrorism conventions have been adopted. In the light
of the recent terrorist attacks in Russia, we believe that
the fight against terrorism should be pursued with even
greater zeal. Terrorism of all kinds should be globally
condemned and eradicated. At the same time, however,
the fight against terrorism should not serve as a pretext
for equally gross violations of human rights, forcible
detention and the deportation of tens of thousands of
innocent people all over a country without due process,
simply because of the colour of their skin or their ethnic
background.

Allow me to conclude by saying a few words on the
issue of financing. If the United Nations is to enter the
twenty-first century as a serious and effective
Organization, we must commit ourselves to economic
realities. This means administrative reform, zero budget
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growth and fiscal responsibility, combined with a firm
commitment by all countries to pay their share.

The gist of Estonia’s message is that the world has
changed dramatically in the past half century. Let us adapt
the Organization to reflect the realities of today. Let us
make the United Nations an Organization that will continue
to play a vital and prominent role far into the new
millennium.

The Acting President: I now give the floor to the
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign Affairs of
the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, His Excellency
Mr. Somsavat Lengsavad.

Mr. Lengsavad (Lao People’s Democratic Republic)
(spoke in Lao; French text furnished by the delegation):
The unanimous election of Mr. Gurirab to the presidency of
the General Assembly at this fifty-fourth session is a warm
tribute to Namibia and its heroic people, who are well-
known for their victorious struggle against foreign
domination and for their tireless defence of the principles
of the Charter of the United Nations. As I am familiar with
his skill and broad experience of international relations, I
believe that under his wise leadership the work of the
General Assembly at this session will be crowned with
success.

I should also like to take this opportunity to express
my sincere congratulations to Mr. Kofi Annan, the
Secretary-General of our Organization, for his work to
reform and revitalize the United Nations, as well as for his
steadfast commitment in the service of peace and
development throughout the world.

As this century of rapid change fades away, we are
confronted with challenges, but also presented with many
opportunities. Globalization has become a problem
throughout the world. While technological progress and the
globalization of production and finance have brought
prosperity and modernity to many countries, particularly in
the developed world, the great majority of people are still
living in conditions of persistent poverty. The protection of
the environment, the eradication of poverty and the struggle
against drugs and all forms of terrorism have also become
urgent problems requiring concerted action at global level.

In the face of this situation it is more urgent than ever
for the international community to adopt concrete collective
measures to enable the United Nations to devote more of its
resources to social and economic development in order to
build a better life for all the world’s peoples, in particular

for the poorest among them. If it is to take up these
challenges, the United Nations, as the only universal
international organization, needs the capacity to act and to
adapt to a new and changing world situation.

With the end of the bipolar world, many countries,
especially developing countries, had hoped that the
nuclear era would end as well. Here, the Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, along with the other countries
members of the Association of South-East Asian Nations
(ASEAN), signed the Treaty on the Southeast Asia
Nuclear Weapon-Free Zone, which entered into force in
1997. It also endorsed the joint declaration of 9 June
1998, subscribed to by the Foreign Ministers of Brazil,
Egypt, Ireland, Mexico, New Zealand, Slovenia, South
Africa and Sweden, the objective of which was to
revitalize nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament
efforts. Such positive steps will help us together gradually
to build a world free of nuclear weapons, thus creating
meaningful guarantees for the survival of mankind.

To guarantee peace, to promote the development of
all countries, and to adapt to a new world situation, the
Organization must be reformed so that it can fulfil its
mandate and achieve its purposes. Here in the United
Nations, all countries have equal standing, in conformity
with the principle of the sovereign equality of States. And
here in the United Nations, we extol the principles of the
non-use or threat of use of force against the independence
or sovereignty of States, of the peaceful settlement of
disputes, and of non-interference in the internal affairs of
other States.

In speaking of United Nations reform we cannot
pass in silence by the delicate work under way in the
Open-ended Working Group on the Question of Equitable
Representation on and Increase in the Membership of the
Security Council and Other Matters Related to the
Security Council, where a number of interesting initiatives
have been put forward. Our position on this matter is well
known, and was set out at the fifty-first session of the
General Assembly: we favour an increase in both the
permanent and the non-permanent membership, in line
with the principle of equitable geographical distribution
and taking into account the prominence of the country in
question. As part of the effort to attain that goal, some
countries — such as, in particular, Japan, Germany and
India — could become permanent members of a
restructured Security Council. As we all know, the
question of Council reform is not a simple one. We need
to be patient, to continue the debate and to take advantage
of the momentum we have created, so as to attain the
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goal of giving that organ greater transparency, legitimacy
and, above all, credibility.

True to its consistent policy of peace, friendship and
cooperation, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic
considers that the use of force against a sovereign
independent State without Security Council authorization,
no matter what the pretext, runs counter to international law
and the Charter of the United Nations. We believe that all
conflicts, no matter how complex, should be resolved only
through negotiations.

Convinced of the importance of peace in the Middle
East, my country is pleased that Israel and the Palestine
Liberation Organization have resumed serious negotiations,
which led to the signing of the Sharm el-Sheikh
Memorandum on 4 September 1999. It is essential for the
parties directly concerned to continue those negotiations in
order to settle their problems on the basis of existing
resolutions and agreements. This would open the path to
peace, cooperation and peaceful coexistence among the
peoples of the region.

Among the glaring injustices in the world, we cannot
forget the economic, trade and financial blockade that has
been waged for more than 40 years against the Republic of
Cuba. We consider that the United States ought to put an
end to that operation, which runs counter to the present
world trend towards international economic cooperation for
development.

Peace on the Korean peninsula remains fragile. We
appeal to all the countries concerned to show maximal
restraint and to continue their dialogue with a view to
restoring mutual understanding, and together to seek
solutions that would meet the aspirations of the Korean
people for the peaceful reunification of the two parts of
Korea, and that would contribute to the consolidation of
peace, stability and cooperation in the region.

Since 9 July 1999 we have seen renewed tension in
the Taiwan Strait. The Lao People’s Democratic Republic
reaffirms its consistent position that Taiwan is an integral
and inalienable part of China, and that the Government of
the People’s Republic of China is the sole legal and
legitimate representative of the entire Chinese people.

Over the past two years, the financial crisis affecting
the whole of South-East Asia has quickly made itself felt,
to varying degrees, in other regions — indeed, throughout
the world. In some countries there are today signs of an
economic upturn, but nothing indicates that the world

economy is yet on the road to solid recovery. In the light
of that crisis and of the fact that countries large and
small, industrialized and developing, are becoming
increasingly interdependent, the international community
must work together to find an effective solution to the
crisis, to promote worldwide growth, and to bring about
sustained social and economic development.

Since the 1995 Copenhagen World Summit for
Social Development, the struggle against impoverishment
has been bolstered. But it is clear that developing
countries, especially the least developed among them,
cannot accomplish this huge task on their own and
without the necessary support and assistance of the
international community. In that context, we consider that
the special follow-up meeting that will take place in 2000
will give the international community an opportunity to
review the situation and to take the measures necessary to
attain the noble goals set at the Summit.

For years, the special problems of landlocked
developing countries have been discussed at various
international conferences and meetings. Although many
measures have been taken both at the national and at the
international levels, those problems are still far from
being resolved.

The President took the Chair.

The Lao People’s Democratic Republic, which has
the honour of chairing the Group of Landlocked
Developing Countries, is cooperating actively with the
other member countries to establish and maintain an
effective and self-sustaining system of transport and
transit. This huge task requires support and assistance
from the entire international community in order for our
countries to meet our particular needs. It is more than
urgent that the recommendations adopted last August in
New York at the fourth meeting of governmental experts
from landlocked and transit developing countries and
representatives of donor countries, and financial and
development institutions, be wholly translated into reality
as soon as possible.

In the Lao People’s Democratic Republic over the
past year, the multi-ethnic Lao people has strongly unified
itself and is actively working for national development,
particularly in the area of agricultural production. This
has made it possible for us not only to achieve self-
sufficiency in rice production, but also to have something
of a surplus in reserve. This achievement has helped
soften the effects of the economic and financial crisis in
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the region. Throughout the country, political stability and
social harmony, important conditions allowing us to
promote sustained national socio-economic development in
keeping with the policy of renewal, continue to be ensured.

At the international level, the Lao People’s Democratic
Republic is continuing its efforts to strengthen and extend
its external relations and cooperation, particularly with
neighbouring countries, and it is cooperating with other
members of the Association of South-East Asian Nations in
the implementation of the Hanoi Plan of Action and of the
Vision 2020 for the progress and the prosperity of the
region.

The question of drugs continues to be a major concern
in the daily life of South-East Asia. In this respect, my
Government has made great efforts to reduce the annual
production of opium and is carrying out a vigorous battle
against drugs, the results of which have been greatly
appreciated by the international community. At this time, in
cooperation with the United Nations International Drug
Control Programme (UNDCP), we are working out a
strategy for a substantial eradication of opium production
over the next six years. In this connection, I appeal to the
international community to contribute to the Fund UNDCP
in order to achieve those objectives.

Saving future generations from the scourges of war,
poverty, hunger and sickness remains an essential objective
enshrined in the United Nations Charter. Aware of this
highest goal, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic will
spare no effort to make its modest yet positive contribution.

The President: I next give the floor to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Madagascar, Her Excellency
Mrs. Lila Hanitra Ratsifandriamanana.

Mrs. Ratsifandriamanana (Madagascar) (spoke in
French): Sharing: this will be the theme of my statement
from this rostrum, because at the end of this millennium,
when globalization rhymes with poverty, insecurity, social
ills and natural disasters, the culture of sharing should,
more than ever, guide our actions.

I want to share, first of all, Mr. President, our
satisfaction at seeing you conduct the proceedings of this
fifty-fourth session. Along with everyone else, and on
behalf of the delegation of Madagascar, I would like to
share my profound conviction that your reputation on the
international scene is an asset that will guide our
discussions towards encouraging results. A talented
diplomat and a worthy representative of a people that has

become a symbol of heroism and patriotism, you enjoy
our confidence, our support and our admiration.

We would also like to pay tribute to your
predecessor, Minister Didier Opertti of Uruguay, for
having held and passed on the torch that he carried with
all the competence and determination one would expect
of him.

Furthermore, to the Secretary-General we offer
thanks and recognition for his devotion and wise
dynamism. He has known how to be the spokesman for
aspirations of harmony, justice and progress. Under his
enlightened guidance and leadership, our Organization is
today well prepared to order the twenty-first century.

I wish to join my voice to those of previous speakers
in greeting and welcoming the Republic of Kiribati, the
Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga, which
have just enlarged our United Nations community. Let
them share with us the noble ideals that brought us
together and keep us together: the equality of peoples
under the law, respect for the sovereignty of every State,
democracy and peace.

Sharing with everyone, our pride in belonging to the
great family of the United Nations, our forum for
meeting, discussion, decision-making and solidarity;
sharing the values that provide the foundations for our
international community; and sharing in the vital
programmes of cooperation carried out synergistically
among all the different actors and constituents of our
structure and system — these, specifically, are the sources
of our satisfaction.

Today, less than 100 days from the new century and
the new millennium, we are keenly aware of the
timeliness of our discussions. Our fifty-fourth session is
of particular significance in that it offers all of us the
opportunity not only to undertake a retrospective
examination of the major events of the century, but also
to seek ways and means to inject renewed dynamism into
future international relations.

The commitments we made at the fifty-third session
of the General Assembly must be implemented as rapidly
as possible. We can achieve this through concerted efforts
and our shared determination to succeed. However, to do
this, we must proceed urgently to apply the necessary
measures for the restructuring of our Organization.
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We reiterate our support for the position of the
Organization of African Unity regarding the need to expand
the Security Council. The restructuring of that organ must
be based on the principles of democracy, transparency and
equitable geographic distribution. On the question of the
veto, in our view there is no room for equivocation: either
it must be extended to all permanent members or it must be
abolished.

Our presence and our interactive participation in the
concert of nations prompts us to share our thinking on
certain subjects that constitute challenges of the highest
priority at the end of the century, particularly the questions
of armed conflict, the maintenance of peace, disarmament,
international terrorism, democracy and human rights, and
human and socio-economic development.

While accelerating the integration of our global
society, the end of the era of ideological confrontation has
been conducive to the proliferation of conflicts of a
political, socio-economic, ethnic, cultural or religious
nature.

Is there any need to stress that in all these conflict
situations the most vulnerable sectors of society —
especially children, women and the elderly — are the first
victims. Madagascar therefore shares the general
satisfaction with the adoption by the Security Council of
resolutions 1261 (1999) and 1265 (1999), on the protection
of civilians in armed conflict.

There are some signs of satisfaction and hope: the
signing last 4 September of the Sharm el-Sheikh
Memorandum; the signing in Lomé on 7 July 1999 of a
Peace Agreement for the conflict in Sierra Leone; and the
10 July 1999 signing of the Ceasefire Agreement between
the principal parties to the conflict in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo. Nonetheless, we note that,
unfortunately, many hotbeds of tension remain or are being
created throughout the world. The tragic situations in
Angola, Somalia, Afghanistan and Kosovo are clear
examples of this.

As regards East Timor, Madagascar pays tribute to the
courageous efforts of the United Nations Mission in East
Timor during the electoral process. We particularly
welcome the recent adoption of Security Council resolution
1264 (1999), on decisive measures to put an end to the
crisis and to ensure strict respect for human rights.

As regards Western Sahara, Madagascar endorses the
initiative of the United Nations to organize a free, honest

and impartial referendum, as well as the extension of the
mandate of the United Nations Mission for the
Referendum in Western Sahara until 14 December 1999.

We in Madagascar have lived in peace, but we have
always been aware of the need to preserve the Indian
Ocean as a zone of peace, and thus we are concerned
about the situation in the Comoros, our close neighbour.
We therefore welcome the opportunity to have hosted, in
April this year at Antananarivo, the Comorian inter-island
conference, under the aegis of the Organization of African
Unity (OAU). We urge the international community to
maintain the efforts to implement the Antananarivo accord
so as to bring about a democratic and unified Comorian
state.

Last year marked the fiftieth anniversary of United
Nations peacekeeping operations. We salute the initiatives
for cooperation between the United Nations and the OAU
and between the European Union, the OAU and
subregional organizations such as the Southern African
Development Community and the Economic Community
of West African States. Nevertheless, in our view these
actions should be in keeping with the principles of the
Charter of the United Nations, such as respect for the
sovereignty of States, respect for territorial integrity and
non-intervention in internal affairs.

While we recognize the usefulness of peacekeeping
operations, Madagascar considers that disarmament is
inseparable from any effort to consolidate peace. Indeed,
the increasing deadliness of conflicts is connected with
the excessive accumulation of light weapons, of which
there are now an estimated 500 million. In our view the
problem must be resolved upstream, because practically
all the hotbeds of tension are maintained by the
production and sale of such weapons and illicit trafficking
in them. As a party to the international conventions on the
non-proliferation of weapons and illicit trafficking in
them, Madagascar supports the idea of an international
conference on the illicit arms trade, in all its aspects.

As we turn the page on a millennium tarnished by
wars and conflicts, general disarmament must be a
common and shared objective. In this regard, on 25
August of this year Madagascar associated itself with the
ratification of the Ottawa Convention on anti-personnel
landmines. Convinced that there can be no security in a
world teeming with nuclear, chemical and biological
weapons, Madagascar welcomes the holding next year of
the Review Conference of the Parties to the Treaty on the
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.
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Another concern of our times is the struggle against
international terrorism, a struggle in which we should be
steadfastly united. This is why we wish to we wish to
support the development of a draft international convention
to block the financing of terrorism. Our active participation
at the last OAU summit, held in Algiers, in the adoption of
a convention for preventing and fighting terrorism,
demonstrates our determination to eradicate this scourge.
Furthermore, this very day we have signed the International
Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings.

At a time when all the inhabitants of the planet share
the desire to live free from the horrors of violence,
discrimination and exclusion, respect for democratic
principles is no longer just a precept; it has become an
absolute necessity. We therefore exhort the international
community to condemn firmly any taking of power by non-
democratic means. As the principal guarantor of universal
values, the United Nations is called upon to take the lead
in this area.

At the threshold of the twenty-first century, working
together to promote human development and human rights
is an obligation. This year, 1999 — the International Year
of Older Persons — is crucial for the implementation of the
International Plan of Action on Ageing, adopted at Vienna
in 1982. Madagascar therefore welcomes the initiative to
convene in 2002 a special session of the General Assembly
devoted to the updating of this Plan of Action.

The right to development is inseparable from the
effective exercise of human rights. It must enjoy
international support and solidarity so that development is
extended to all human beings, not just to a privileged
minority. For its part, Madagascar has spared no effort to
strengthen its institutional capacities. A National Human
Rights Commission and an observer office for human rights
have been established. We have also signed agreements
with the Office of the High Commissioner for Human
Rights to assist in promoting human rights.

Aware of the revival of transnational traffic in women
and children as well as of modern forms of slavery,
Madagascar adopted on 25 January 1999 a law designed to
combat paedophilia. Furthermore, we welcome the
conventions produced under the aegis of the International
Labour Organization on the employment of children and
young people. Personally, I am happy to have signed the
letter addressed to the Secretary-General, Mr. Kofi Annan,
from all the female Ministers for Foreign Affairs, a letter
that reiterates our unwavering support for the fight against

trafficking in human beings, particularly women and
children.

From one year to the next we are beset by the same
concerns. We do not wish to call it routine, but our
agenda nevertheless reveals that we must experience the
same concerns time and again. The century is drawing to
an end without the resolution of two major problems:
poverty and the increase in social inequality. One billion
people live in extreme poverty, while another billion are
enjoying a life of increasing luxury. Furthermore, a recent
study has shown that at the beginning of the next century
we can expect the ratio of income differential between the
rich and the poor countries to be on the order of 150 to
one.

Our claims are therefore as legitimate as ever, while
our efforts at development remain hampered by the
continuing and ever-growing deterioration of the terms of
trade, by our strict dependence on external capital, and by
the disproportionate concentration of direct foreign
investment in economic sectors to which access is
restricted.

Without wishing to belittle the advantages of the
inescapable phenomenon of globalization, our fears
remain profound in the face of the emergence of a
unipolar order, which in certain cases promotes
marginalization, precariousness and insecurity; reduces
our Governments’ room to manoeuvre or capacity to act;
and sometimes even affects our countries’ exercise of
their own sovereignty.

We therefore say “no” to selective globalization
when it comes to liberalization, inasmuch as we are being
called on to liberalize our trade, investments and financial
flows at an accelerated pace, while this impulse to
liberalize has not been nearly so strong in the case of
products of interest to our countries or in the promotion
of access to know-how and technologies.

The lack of consistency within the new world system
also applies to the links between our economic adjustment
programmes and the various social and environmental
objectives: the struggle against poverty, the establishment
of basic social infrastructures, the security safety net and
the protection and development of our environmental
resources.

While in no way calling into question the
commitments undertaken to its development partners,
Madagascar expresses its solidarity with all the
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developing countries in calling for improved integration
within the world economic system, allowing the promotion
of regular and socially harmonious growth with a human
and ecological face.

The challenges are numerous and varied. The
elimination of poverty remains our priority. We continue to
believe that this problem will be resolved only if the pace
of economic growth is accelerated and maintained. The
international anti-poverty strategy must include concrete
measures to strengthen national efforts in such areas as job
creation, improved functioning of markets and social and
political institutions, and the active participation of
vulnerable groups in development.

The problem of external debt is a political question of
the highest importance in international economic relations
and remains a genuine obstacle to the growth of most
developing countries. Arrangements and accords to date
have provided only limited solutions because of conditions
of eligibility, new conditionalities, selectivity in loan-
making, the excessive length of negotiations and constraints
connected to mandatory circulation.

We welcome the debt-reduction plan approved recently
at the G-8 Summit in Cologne, but the slow pace at which
the reduction would seem to yield benefits tends to erode
our hopes. This plan should be interpreted flexibly by the
international financial institutions so that it may benefit all
debtors without exception. The African debt warrants
particular attention because of these countries’ very limited
capacity for repayment. Indicators show that the African
can never be repaid. We therefore call simply for its total
cancellation.

We are deeply concerned by the reduction of official
development assistance, which today represents less than
one third of the international target agreed more than 20
years ago. It is urgent that this trend be reversed. Given the
importance of this question, Madagascar is following with
particular interest the preparatory work for the international
meeting on all aspects of development financing. The
discussion on reforming the international financial
architecture is of the greatest interest to us, the objective
being to free additional and foreseeable resources for
development and to strengthen the systems that control,
monitor and regulate financial flows.

With regard to international trade, we support the
message of the Group of 77 addressed to the forthcoming
meeting of the World Trade Organization in Seattle, as well
as the Marrakesh Declaration with regard to the preparation

of the tenth session of the United Nations Conference on
Trade and Development (UNCTAD X), scheduled for
Bangkok early next year.

The question of commodities remains a subject of
major concern to our countries. We therefore support the
efforts of the relevant international institutions, UNCTAD
in particular, to find more effective machinery that would
allow us to increase our export earnings.

Recognized as a global nature sanctuary because of
the wealth of its biodiversity, Madagascar remains deeply
concerned by environmental problems. We follow with
interest all United Nations activities for sustainable
development and renew our appeal for increased support
from our partners in the implementation of our national
environmental programme, currently in phase 2.

To meet these challenges, we have two options.
First, we are convinced that the reform targets we are
contemplating can be achieved only within the framework
of revitalized international economic cooperation. This
would require a resumption of the North-South dialogue.
In this context, major international economic meetings
should be guided by a spirit of solidarity and a sense of
share responsibility between the various development
partners. We must therefore advocate a global and
integrated approach to replace sectoral schemes, which
are necessarily inadequate.

The second option, which we feel to be a
prerequisite, requires the strengthening of South-South
cooperation. In advance even of the process of integration
within the inevitable system of globalization, it is
natural — even imperative — for the southern countries
to organize themselves. Our progress in this area, being
dispersed and isolated, has proved slow. Of course, we
recognize that priorities, methods and schedules differ.
We must concede, however, that the implementation stage
of such cooperation now calls for the much greater unity
and genuine political involvement of member countries.

In this manner, we envisage a reorganization of the
South at all levels — subregional, regional, continental
and global — grouping together all developing countries.
Madagascar is firmly committed to this approach. That is
why, at the subregional and regional levels, we are
participating within the Indian Ocean Commission in the
implementation of a regional sustainable development
policy, to be endorsed by the forthcoming summit of
heads of State and Government on 3 December. As a full
member of the Common Market for Eastern and Southern
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Africa, Madagascar was among the first to decide to apply,
on a reciprocal basis, a tariff reduction of 80 per cent for
the products of member States. This tariff preference is a
prelude to a free-trade zone.

At the continental level, we welcome the appeal
launched at the recent fourth Extraordinary Summit of the
Organization of African Unity at Sirte for greater economic
integration in Africa. Indeed, participants in this conference
clearly affirmed that greater unity is one way to resist the
threat of globalization looming over the continent. Together
with all African countries, Madagascar urges the
international community to lend its material and financial
support and to share with our continent its own experiences
in its achievement of unity.

According to United Nations resolutions, Africa in the
1990s has been a priority for action against poverty and
insecurity. In this regard, I welcome the financial
commitment of $150 million, announced three days ago on
28 September by Mr. James Wolfensohn, President of the
West Bank, to its Partnership for African Capacity.

The contribution of every Member State to forging a
new Africa is an obligation. With this in mind, over the
past three years Madagascar has built a structure that will
promote democracy, human rights and multifaceted
cooperation. An entire field of activity has opened up today,
making our big island a major actor in regional, continental
and international life.

The principle of sharing has been implicit in the
activities of our Organization since its Charter was written.
Whatever reforms it has undergone and will undergo, we
agree that it is important to preserve among us this noble
principle, a rallying cry for our actions. There is also
sharing to be done to reduce economic discrepancies which
have been growing over the last two decades; sharing to
remedy the asymmetry of trade, if not actually to redefine
such trade, and to ensure that such progress is immanent;
and sharing to put an end to the role of war so as to finally
initiate the role of peace.

We remain convinced that only the United Nations
will be a true instigator of the culture of peace, prosperity
and humanism in this world which must be interdependent.
We share the wish for success in the forthcoming great
meetings in the year 2000; at Bangkok for the tenth session
of the United Nations Conference on Trade and
Development, at Havana for the South Summit, and here in
this very Hall for the Millennium Summit.

The President: I call on the Secretary for Foreign
Affairs of the Philippines, His Excellency Mr. Domingo
Siazon.

Mr. Siazon (Philippines): Mr. President, I would
like to congratulate you as you take on the honour and
responsibility of leading the Assembly at its fifty-fourth
session. Allow me to express our deep appreciation to His
Excellency Minister Didier Opertti, who led us last year
with admirable efficiency, insight and, on occasion, good
humour. I take this opportunity also to commend the
Secretary-General for his dedication and inspiring
leadership in the service of our Organization.

I would also like to welcome Presidents Teburoro
Tito, Rene Harris and King Taufa’ahau Tupou IV, their
delegations and the people of Kiribati, Nauru and Tonga,
all fellow members of the Asia-Pacific family, to the
United Nations. Their membership in our Organization
should further bolster the global consensus on peace and
progress in the world.

Almost a decade ago the cold war ended and we are
today at the doorstep of a new century. Over those years,
we achieved much as individual nations and as Members
of this Organization. Yet, our collective search for peace
and progress for all continues. After many years of
eloquent debates, after hearing many persuasive proposals
and formulations, how well indeed have we mastered the
language of peace. But the wars and strife that afflict our
world, even as we speak, show that we have neither fully
learned nor lived the ways of peace. As at its founding,
our Organization is faced with the dire spectre of
countless multitudes living in utter dread and misery.

The much-touted new global order, where nations
live in harmony and peace, where growth and sustainable
development are rights and not privileges and where
justice rules and human rights are upheld remains a
promise. We encounter newer threats to the peace, and
old threats are re-emerging. Poverty stalks many lands.
Far too many people have their human rights ignored or
violated. Our very Earth protests decades of unbridled
abuse.

One of the clear victors at the end of the cold war
was the free market. For most of our lives, the assault
upon the very idea and practice of the free market came
from an ideology. Today, even that ideology embraces the
methods, if not the spirit, of the free market. It now
seems that the growing reach of the free market, or
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globalization, is held back only by our inability to adapt to
it fast enough.

For so many years, East Asia was admired for its
success with globalization. The so-called East Asian miracle
was little more than our region’s economic response to it.
Our fast growth doubled our incomes and moved tens of
millions of our people out of poverty. Up until July 1997,
we thought all was well.

Now we know better; we have learned our lessons.
Our difficulties could have been less severe or avoided with
better public and corporate governance, with better
management of financial systems, with greater transparency
and accountability; in other words, with greater openness,
which is the heart and spirit of the free market or any truly
free system.

Happily, the crisis did not destroy the conditions
underpinning East Asia’s growth formula of
outward-oriented industrialization. A propensity for high
savings, abundant highly educated human resources, higher
productivity and economic reform policies remain.

Today, East Asia is on the road to recovery. Consumer
confidence is rising. Exports are booming. Inflation has
been tamed. Investors are coming back. Japan, the Republic
of Korea, Singapore, Thailand and Malaysia are all growing
again. The Philippine economy will grow by more than 3
percent this year and over 5 percent next year. Yet, there is
no retreat on our core reform agenda. Economic
restructurings continue. Greater economic integration goes
on. The Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN)
countries, for instance, took extraordinary steps to
underscore their commitment to free trade and investment.
During its Hanoi summit last year, ASEAN resolved to
accelerate, not retard, the establishment of the ASEAN free
trade area to the year 2002. We are accelerating the
implementation of the ASEAN Investment Area and
ASEAN Industrial Cooperation schemes. We have also
moved towards greater financial cooperation by establishing
at the Asian Development Bank a regional economic
monitoring and surveillance mechanism. It should
encourage transparency, institute better coordination of
economic policies and help ward off future financial crises.

However, internal reforms cannot be enough. The
crisis also exposed the weaknesses lurking in the
international system. Realizing early on that the
phenomenon of globalization should be addressed
multilaterally, the United Nations has sought the
cooperation of other multilateral organizations to strengthen

normative, legal and institutional frameworks in the hope
that the global economy can be managed more effectively
and, perhaps more importantly, more equitably. For the
yawning gap between poor and rich nations continues to
widen, and the pace and level of development of countries
are, alas, more uneven.

In a fast-globalizing and interdependent world,
augmenting the ability of developing countries to
participate fully in the global economy is the win-win
solution for all. Insecure market access, high levels of
protection and support of agriculture in industrialized
countries and the continued high tariffs on industrial
products from developing countries obviate greater
progress for all.

The international trading system must adopt a new
paradigm in which sustainable development should be the
central theme. The World Trade Organization Ministerial
Conference to be held in Seattle late this year should be
not only an opportunity to launch a new round of
multilateral trade negotiations. It should also be an
occasion to imbue the process with a sense of direction
that responds to the development needs of developing
countries.

The global financial architecture must be
strengthened. There is urgent need, as the Committee for
Development Policy pointed out in its 1998 report to the
Economic and Social Council, for the coherent
development and effective monitoring of international
standards and codes of conduct for private financial
management and capital flows. There is also need to curb
destructive competition and inconsistency in national
regulatory frameworks.

More and more, countries and regions need to reach
out to one another in the spirit of cooperation and
partnership for development. The ten-year-old
Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation Council, or APEC, is
founded on this conviction. So is the much younger
Asia-Europe Meeting, or ASEM. And it heartens us that
the East Asia-Latin America Forum, having recently taken
its first steps, may soon join in the more sustained and
structured effort to link up for global progress. The
Philippines anticipates a similar region-to-region initiative
with Africa and will contribute its utmost to any such
initiative.

From a historical perspective, we are still at the very
early stage of globalization. With globalization having the
potential to grow exponentially, as do the revolutions in
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technology and information that fuel it, this early stage is
perhaps the most critical one. Only earnest international
cooperation can ensure that this process does not lead to the
marginalization of any nation.

But, as our recent experience in East Asia shows,
economic progress alone cannot and does not engender the
optimal well-being of nations or peoples. Progress in
ensuring political stability and security should accompany
growth. Any asymmetry in the pace, breadth and depth of
change in these facets of the political economy is a seed of
future instability. Moreover, just as our economic prospects
are determined by our participation in the global economy,
our future peace and security will depend not only on our
internal resilience, but also on the active cooperation of
others.

In East Asia the most urgent undertaking for ensuring
peace is the reconfiguration of the strategic security
structure in the region. The holes left gaping by the end of
the cold war must be filled; the new parameters of the
regional security equation must be defined. The situation in
the Taiwan Strait is a concern to us all. So are the issues of
missile development in the Korean peninsula and nuclear
development and uneasy peace in South Asia.

The South China Sea remains a potential flashpoint.
We are hopeful that, in addition to measures advancing
regional economic and financial cooperation, a regional
code of conduct in the South China Sea can be adopted at
the summit of leaders of ASEAN, China, Japan and the
Republic of Korea that we are hosting in Manila in
November.

East Asia has clearly not yet settled all its great issues
of war and peace. But we are trying hard and succeeding in
some important ways. At the sixth ASEAN Regional
Forum — the only forum on security that includes all the
major Powers with a stake in our region — we agreed to
draft rules of procedure by which preventive diplomacy
could bolster and complement regional confidence-building
measures. Last December we agreed to move closer to the
full activation of the ASEAN High Council and the dispute
settlement mechanisms mandated by the Treaty of Amity
and Cooperation in Southeast Asia.

The 5 May 1999 Agreement on East Timor and the
free, fair and orderly conduct of the 30 August
consultations there are truly significant developments for
lasting peace in our region. For the Philippines, it is of the
utmost importance that the chaos there be quickly resolved
and the horrendous human suffering be stanched. We

therefore welcome Indonesia’s decision to invite the
assistance of the United Nations and of a multinational
force, and its creation of a national commission of inquiry
to investigate and bring to justice persons responsible for
the atrocities and human rights violations in East Timor.
We also commend the Secretary-General and the
neighbouring and other countries for responding quickly
to restore order and facilitate humanitarian relief in East
Timor. As a fraternal neighbour of the peoples of
Indonesia and East Timor, we will contribute all we can
to ameliorate the humanitarian situation and put back on
track a peaceful transition.

Elsewhere, the Sharm el-Sheikh Agreement is a
positive development for the Middle East peace process.
We are also heartened by the agreements reached recently
in Sierra Leone and the Congo, and between Eritrea and
Ethiopia. We hope that the resolution of the immediate
crisis in Kosovo will soon create the conditions conducive
to the establishment of lasting peace there.

It is true that we have avoided major inter-State
conflicts of late, and that States are more willing to
resolve disputes peacefully. But the continuing tensions in
various regions of the world could still draw nations into
conflict and divert attention and resources away from
development. For the Philippines, regional cooperation
provides a key to managing potential and actual conflict
situations. We have seen this in the efforts of the ASEAN
troika, the United Nations and the international
community to restore political stability in Cambodia, and
in the dispatch of a multinational force to East Timor
with authorization from the Security Council and upon the
invitation of the Indonesian Government.

We agree with the Secretary-General that it is
necessary and desirable to provide support for regional
and subregional arrangements and initiatives on matters of
international peace and security. The United Nations,
lacking the capacity, resources and expertise to address all
issues unique to each region of the world, should
complement rather than supplant regional peace efforts.

This, however, will require significant investment
from all of us. In the first instance, we need to invest a
lot of goodwill and build trust in one another so that
clearer criteria and a more predictable basis can guide
Security Council authorization for all types of peace
missions. We realize that no two situations are the same,
but inaction due to stalemates in the Council, in the face
of serious threats to peace and human life, threatens the
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credibility, legitimacy and future effectiveness of our
Organization.

Secondly, the Organization and its Member States
need to invest in practical steps that can be taken in the
areas of training assistance, joint peacekeeping exercises,
greater participation in standby arrangements, partnerships
between countries whose contingents require equipment
support and those able to provide it, and closer cooperation
between the United Nations and regional organizations.

And thirdly, perhaps more important, we need to
invest our work and way of thinking with greater flexibility
and innovation. The nature of conflict has changed. Crises
and humanitarian situations now involve many more actors,
from Governments and international organizations to non-
State players. And their effects, just like their causes, are
more complex and far-reaching.

Let us face it, much of what was considered before as
the internal affairs of a State is not so any more — or ever.
Humanity is indivisible. Peace is indivisible.

State sovereignty is important; it will always be. So is
individual sovereignty. That the redefinition of one should
coincide with the renewed consciousness of the other is, to
my delegation, not an accident. These developments need
not even be seen as parallel, as in they do not meet; for in
truth, they converge.

But we agree with the Secretary-General that the more
important question is how the United Nations — the only
truly universal, if imperfect, arm of the international
community — is to respond to the political, human rights
and humanitarian crises affecting so much of the world. We
have to be more innovative in our approaches to problems
relating to massive and systematic human rights violations.
We agree that empowering the United Nations enough to
match its Charter mandates in today’s and tomorrow’s
world requires that we, the Member States, update our
concept of national interest.

Last year, before this Assembly, I articulated
Philippine policy, thus:

“Like all other States, the Philippines pursues
foreign policy to promote national security and
development. But we view national security beyond
the traditional concerns of sovereignty and territorial
integrity. For in a global regime characterized by
evolving multipolarity of political and military power
and by growing economic and financial

interdependence, with all their attendant
opportunities and risks, my nation’s peace and
prosperity increasingly depend on stability and
growth abroad. As President Estrada has said: Our
way of life, our fundamental values and our
institutions can flourish and find true expression
only if we enjoy political stability, economic
solidarity, socio-cultural cohesion, moral consensus
and ecological balance, at home and with our
partners in the world. Our national security and
development” [or in short, our national interest]
“demand that we actively advance the internationally
shared goals of freedom, openness, peace, prosperity
and justice.”(A/53/PV.17, p.6)

After the events of the last year, we are more
convinced that the collective interest, our common
interest, is my country’s national interest.

The need to reform the United Nations is our
common interest. Reforms should not only seek to make
the United Nations more efficient; they should make it
truly responsive to the new demands of international
peace, security and development.

The Security Council, with its wide mandate and
leadership role, should be at the centre of change and
reform itself. It should be truly representative, democratic,
transparent and accountable. The use of the veto should
be rationalized.

The day may come when we shall have achieved
consensus on the reforms that we wish for our
Organization. The day may also come — and soon I
hope — that the financial morass our Organization is in
will have passed.

But while these are critical to the very survival of
the United Nations, the continued existence of our
Organization would be far more meaningful if we could
invest it with a new openness and greater trust. The
Philippines believes that to achieve this, we must start at
home, in our own regions. We must, in appropriate
circumstances, be more open to hearing the views of
others and offering our own, even on issues deemed too
controversial. A new openness would reflect the boldness
with which we should renew the promise of a new era.

The United Nations proved its great worth in this
century. Its continued success in the next will depend
entirely on us, on the goals we hope to achieve with it, on
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what we are willing to invest in it. After all, we are the
United Nations.

The President: I now call on the Assistant Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Vanuatu, His Excellency the
Honourable Clement Leo.

Mr. Leo (Vanuatu): On behalf of the people and the
Government of the Republic of Vanuatu, I wish to join
previous speakers in congratulating you, Mr. President, on
your election to this high and important post. Your
unanimous election as President of the fifty-fourth session
of General Assembly shows the esteem in which the
international community holds both you, personally, and
your country, Namibia. The Republic of Vanuatu’s
delegation is confident that you will guide the session to a
successful conclusion.

May I take this opportunity, through you, to express
my delegation’s sincere appreciation on your predecessor,
His Excellency Mr. Didier Opertti of Uruguay, for his
outstanding stewardship in facilitating the work of the fifty-
third session.

I wish to commend our Secretary-General, Mr. Kofi
Annan, for his wise leadership and dedication to the reform
and restructuring of our Organization. Through you,
Mr. President, we would like to assure him of our support.

Four years ago, we gathered here to celebrate the
fiftieth anniversary of our Organization — in particular, to
renew our commitment to the fundamental principles which
created it in 1945.

We have also made strong a commitment to further
strengthen our collaborative and genuine efforts in ensuring
that this Organization continues to promote global peace,
justice, healthy environment, human rights, law and order,
and support the process of sustainable development of its
Member nations — in particular, the least developed
countries (LDCs) such as those in the Pacific region,
including the Republic of Vanuatu.

The current international political and economic
situation has grown ever more complex and demanding on
our very limited and scarce resources as well as on the
support available from our development partners.

We are deeply concerned by the continuing escalation
of international crimes of all sorts — drug trafficking,
money laundering, human rights violations, terrorism,
organized crime and other similar activities which have the

potential of placing the sovereignty and territorial
integrity of small island States at great risk. The
international community must be seen to genuinely
collaborate in combating these criminal phenomena if the
new philosophy of globalization is to positively progress
and if we are to advance into the new millennium with
fresh and renewed hope to build a better future for our
children.

We do not believe that the world is doing us justice
and the fundamental principles of peace and economic
prosperity as enshrined in the Charter if we do not
observe our joint call for disarmament of nuclear weapons
and other weapons of mass destruction. International
security cannot be guaranteed if we fail to accord priority
attention and resources to education, protection of the
environment and good Heath of humankind and its
survival into the next millennium.

As a small island developing State where the ocean
provides one of the most important parts of our food
chain, we would like to join others in voicing our main
concern regarding the management of our oceans and
seas. Our participation at the Second London Oceans
Workshop last December demonstrated this. We would
therefore join other nations in calling for a collective
affirmation by all respective Member States at this session
of the General Assembly for a resolution to establish a
consultative process to improve coordination and
management of programmes that are associated with the
protection of the oceans and the seas which are very dear
to our very survival. This year my Government acceded
to and ratified three International Maritime Organization
Conventions which again reflects our concern for the
protection of our oceans and seas.

The momentum of the fiftieth anniversary of our
Organization, and the lessons we have learned from past
mistakes and our renewed commitment must guide us in
our pursuit for a better world where, through this
Organization, a renewed sense of mutual trust and
genuine dialogue can he resurrected to ease the political
tensions and economic crisis in all the regions and
sub-regions of the planet.

Mr. Gambari (Nigeria), Vice-President, took the
Chair.

For our part of the world, these new developments
constitute a real threat to the already vulnerable
environment of our small island economies and our
population. Confronted with these challenges, many
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countries in the Pacific Region, including Vanuatu, do not
have much choice at the end of the century but to embark
on difficult programmes of reform, both within their
respective Governments and societies.

Last year, The Honourable Donald Kalpokas Masike
Vanua, Prime Minister of Vanuatu, informed the Assembly
that Vanuatu had initiated a Comprehensive Reform
Programme with the support of both multilateral and
bilateral donor agencies and countries. As we are still in the
implementation stage of our reform, it is our genuine hope
that it will not only be beneficial to our people but also
responsive to their needs, in particular those of the 80 per
cent who live in the rural areas on subsistence farming.
Therefore Vanuatu would continue to need the special
support being accorded to it as a least developed country.

The role of Mr. Gurirab’s predecessor and of the
Secretary-General in subsequently facilitating a constructive
dialogue and comprehensive appreciation of the economic
hardships of Vanuatu must be commended, and it is our
hope that this will continue as we enter the new
millennium.

In this regard, the Government and the people of
Vanuatu warmly welcome the recent decision of the
Economic and Social Council, at its recent meeting in
Geneva this year, to defer consideration of Vanuatu’s
graduation from least developed country status, pending full
assessment of the usefulness of the vulnerability index and
ecological fragility as criteria for least developed country
designation.

In this connection, I am pleased to inform the
Assembly that with the assistance of the United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD), my
Government will be carrying out a review of our situation
in Vanuatu which we hope will assist the Committee for
Development Planning in its endeavour to come up with
criteria that will hopefully be accepted and adopted to
determine the status of most least developed countries. We
would like to register our most sincere appreciation and
recognition to each and every country and group of
countries for their continuous support.

One of the commitments we all made during the
fiftieth anniversary celebrations in 1995 was that our
Organization ought to be reformed and restructured in a
manner that reflects reality and the problems we are
currently experiencing, so that it could be effective in
addressing the issues and needs of its Member States, both
individually and as a group. On this note, we want to

associate ourselves with earlier statements in reference to
reform and restructuring, in particular on the issue of
geographical location. Here we are referring specifically
to our close neighbours, Australia and New Zealand,
which are considered as part of the Asia-Pacific region.

From our perspective — shared, we have no doubt,
by others — the United Nations must include in its
reform agenda a full assessment and recognition of the
inherent particularities of small island States like the
Republic of Vanuatu and the impact of the international
economic crisis, in particular that of globalization, on
their economic performance and on the sustainability of
their political stability.

The pursuit and promotion of a free and responsible
press, the protection of individual rights and gender
equality, as noted in Mr. Gurirab’s opening remarks, are
matters which are receiving more attention under the
reform programme. These are real challenges to Vanuatu
today, but they are challenges which we are confident we
will successfully address over time, with the necessary
support of the international community.

The right of self-determination must also continue to
occupy our agenda. As the United Nations International
Decade for the Eradication of Colonialism ends next year,
it is my Government’s hope that all administering Powers
of the countries concerned will take appropriate steps, in
cooperation with the territories, to work out some time-
frame for those countries to exercise their inalienable
right self-determination, self-government or independence.
The United Nations, as mandated by its Charter, must be
seen to encourage and support dialogue at the appropriate
political levels in the regions and countries where human
suffering and social disorder continue as a direct result of
conflicts of opinion on the issue of self-determination.

In the Pacific region, while we warmly welcomed
the signing last year of the Nouméa Accord between the
French Government and the major political parties in New
Caledonia, we urge all parties concerned to uphold their
commitment in relation to the rights and wishes of the
indigenous population of New Caledonia. We welcome
the decision by the French Government to allow
representatives from the South Pacific Forum and
representatives of the United Nations Special Political and
Decolonization Committee to visit the Territory in August
of this year, as outlined in resolution 53/65. We believe
this new agreement and the latest developments will help
to foster a stronger sense of commitment in all parties to
work together to support an irreversible trend for the
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future political status of New Caledonia — that is, its
self-determination.

Still in our region, while the East Timorese people
have finally realized their right to self-determination, my
Government notes with grave concern the deteriorating
situation in East Timor following the results of the ballot at
the end of August in which many human rights violations
have been noted and many innocent people have lost their
lives. However, my Government is pleased to note the
initiatives taken by the Government of Indonesia to allow
the deployment of a Security Council peacekeeping force in
the troubled area and to assist in restoring normalcy and
allowing the democratic process to take its course.

As I said earlier on, the world and our Organization
will be going through very challenging times as we prepare
to turn the page of this century and start a new one. The
credibility of the United Nations in the next millennium
will be measured in terms of its effectiveness in responding
to the real situations prevailing in its Member States,
especially in small island States. The recent admission of
our Pacific Island neighbours, namely the Republic of
Kiribati, the Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga,
to this body is a manifestation of this, and we hope that
their admission not only increases the membership of the
United Nations but also that they will bring with them new
ideas to contribute to this important Organization. As small
island States, we feel that our problems will be addressed
adequately and be heard in an international Organization
like the United Nations, and we join others in welcoming
them to our family of nations.

To conclude, let me say that it is therefore vital that
we all support and supplement the process of reform
spearheaded by our Secretary-General, which is aimed not
only at streamlining our Organization but also at
strengthening it. As we approach the dawn of the new
millennium, with its unforeseen challenges, cooperation will
no doubt be required between all Members in order that we
may discuss and debate our common issues in this very
venue.

The Acting President: I now give the floor to the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Azerbaijan, His Excellency
Mr. Tofik Zulfugarov.

Mr. Zulfugarov (Azerbaijan): Allow me first of all to
sincerely congratulate Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab on his
unanimous election to the presidency of the General
Assembly at its fifty-fourth session and to express

confidence that under his skilful leadership the Assembly
will cope successfully with the complex issues before it.

I would like also to commend the President of the
previous session of the General Assembly, Mr. Didier
Opertti, on his remarkable commitment to the success of
the session.

I wish also to congratulate and to welcome the new
Members of our Organization — the Republic of Kiribati,
the Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga.

Speaking from this lofty rostrum, representatives of
the States Members of the United Nations are trying to
communicate to their colleagues and the international
community the most pressing problems that their
countries face. The truth, which is not always pleasant, is
expressed here with hope for justice, understanding and
support.

States, including the Republic of Azerbaijan, that
have regained their freedom and now face threats to their
independence, sovereignty and territorial integrity, count
on the support of the international community. They are
also deeply concerned about the current difficulties of the
Organization. Member States look to the United Nations
with trust and hope. This places on the Organization an
important responsibility for finding a way out of the
current complex situation.

In this connection, the Republic of Azerbaijan
actively supports the United Nations reform process,
which our times demand. We believe that a transformed
Organization, adapted to modern realities, will be in a
position to cope with an increasing number of challenges
and risks to international peace and security.

Threats to the sovereignty, territorial integrity and
security of the Member States of the United Nations have
become appallingly routine. States often face aggression,
military occupation, “ethnic cleansing”, separatism and
terrorism. A conflict that is not dealt with in a timely and
resolute manner is later transformed into a humanitarian
disaster that brings about a very sensitive reaction on the
part of the international community.

Given the resolute action by the international
community in the Balkans, the situation with regard to the
unresolved or frozen conflicts in other regions seems
especially tragic. We consider it unacceptable to set
priorities in this respect, and wish to draw the attention of
the international community to the intolerable fact that
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one fifth of the territory of a sovereign Member State of the
United Nations — the Republic of Azerbaijan — has
continued to be under foreign occupation for more than six
years and that, as a result of “ethnic cleansing”, one out of
seven of its citizens is a refugee or displaced person in his
own country.

The clear trend towards putting up with the behaviour
of the aggressor and sometimes even conniving at his
attempts to legalize the situation in the conflict zone, as
well as the eagerness of some mediators to reach an easy
settlement on the basis that the “ethnic cleansing” of the
Azerbaijani population and the occupation of its territories
is a fait accompli, will only lead to continued tension and
further delay the prospects for a settlement of the conflict
and the restoration of durable peace and stability in the
region, based on the norms and principles of international
law.

The only valid premise for a lasting settlement of
conflicts is a timely display of determination and solidarity
by the international community, first and foremost by the
United Nations, which has primary responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security, for the
protection and observation of the norms and principles of
international law and for making every effort to secure the
implementation of decisions taken.

Like other countries facing aggression and militant
separatism, Azerbaijan rejects settlement models that
infringe on its sovereignty, territorial integrity and the unity
of its State and run counter to its national interests. An
example is the concept of the common State, which was
proposed as a model for settlement in the context of certain
conflicts, but failed to find the support of the countries
concerned. That concept is pernicious, because it attempts
to distort the notion of statehood and State sovereignty; in
fact, it is an attempt to provide a legal framework for the
ideology of militant separatism.

It goes without saying that an important factor in any
settlement is the readiness of the parties involved to find a
compromise. At the same time, by definition, compromise
implies reciprocity and clear limits. Seeking a realistic
formula for a compromise based on adherence to the norms
and principles of international law, taking into account
national and State interests, the President of Azerbaijan,
Heydar Aliyev, has maintained direct contact and held talks
with the President of Armenia, Robert Kocharian. It is
Azerbaijan’s hope that this approach can open new
possibilities to steer the settlement process out of the
deadlock that we have witnessed during the past year.

It is now possible to speak about the achievement of
a positive climate, which should be complemented with
more active work by the Organization for Security and
Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) Minsk Group, which is
responsible for the settlement of the Armenia-Azerbaijan
conflict, so that the negotiation process can be resumed in
the near future. We regard it as absolutely unjustified that
some members of the Minsk Group use the fact that there
are direct contacts between Azerbaijan and Armenia as an
excuse for their stepping aside from the process and for
their inactivity. In this connection, we call upon the
Co-Chairmen of the Minsk Group to make every effort
necessary to bring about in the near future a revised
proposal for the settlement of the conflict that would
represent an acceptable combination of elements.

It will be necessary effectively to use the time
remaining before the OSCE summit in Istanbul in order
to come closer to achieving concrete results. It is
extremely important that the consistency and
determination of the international community be
maintained in advocating its declared positions on the
settlement of the conflict between Armenia and
Azerbaijan. We believe, in particular, that the sequence of
steps provided for in the Security Council resolutions on
the conflict continues to be optimal.

Azerbaijan reaffirms its commitment to a peaceful
settlement and unconditional implementation of the
ceasefire until a political agreement on the cessation of
the conflict is concluded. Guided by a spirit of goodwill
and a sincere desire to reach progress in the settlement
process, on 18 September 1999, during the visit of Knut
Vollebaek, the Chairman-in-office of the OSCE, the
President of Azerbaijan, Heydar Aliyev, announced the
unilateral release of all Armenian prisoners of war held in
Azerbaijan. We expect an adequate reaction from the
Armenian side in the near future.

Azerbaijan supports the reform process in the
Organization, based on the proposals of the
Secretary-General and the decisions of the General
Assembly. Reform of the Security Council continues to
be the priority problem. Azerbaijan fully agrees with the
approach reflected in resolution 53/30, in accordance with
which any decisions on this issue would require the
positive vote of a minimum of two thirds of the Member
States.

We still believe that the representation of the States
of Asia, Africa and Latin America in all membership
categories of the Security Council should reflect modern
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political realities. Azerbaijan reconfirms its support for the
election of Germany and Japan as permanent members of
the Security Council. We continue to believe that, together
with that, objective reality calls for the allocation of one
additional non-permanent seat to the Eastern European
Group.

With regard to the reform and strengthening of the
effectiveness of the work of the Security Council, I cannot
fail to draw the attention of the Assembly to the fact that
the four resolutions adopted by the Security Council on the
Armenia-Azerbaijan conflict, resolutions 822 (1993), 853
(1993), 874 (1993) and 884 (1993), have still not been
implemented. We believe that the lack of an adequate
reaction to the violation of the principles of the United
Nations Charter and the non-compliance with decisions
adopted within the United Nations is seriously undermining
the image of the world Organization.

Azerbaijan welcomes the increased attention of the
Security Council to acute humanitarian problems in conflict
situations, and supports the inclusion in the mandate of
peacekeeping forces of concrete and adequate provisions for
the demilitarization of conflict zones and the disarmament
of combatants, as well as of special provisions on the
protection of and support for the civilian population,
including women and children.

Illegal arms transfers to conflict zones make the
prospects for settlement more remote and aggravate
humanitarian disasters. Recently this has become a pressing
problem which requires special attention and specific joint
action by the international community. In this context,
breaches of the relevant provisions of Security Council
resolutions, especially by some of the Council’s own
members, are unacceptable. Azerbaijan supports convening
an international conference on the illicit arms trade in all its
aspects not later than 2001.

We attach great importance to the timely convening of
a fourth special session of the General Assembly devoted
to disarmament, which could determine the future course of
action in the field of disarmament, arms control and related
international security matters.

Azerbaijan stands by the Convention on the
Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer
of Anti-personnel Mines and on Their Destruction, and
welcomes its entry into force; we welcome also the
outcome of the First Meeting of States Parties, held in
Maputo. A national agency in this sphere has been created
in Azerbaijan; it has begun its activities and has started to

establish cooperation with its international counterparts.
Azerbaijan’s formal accession to the Convention is
directly dependent on the issue of the continuing
occupation of its territory by Armenia.

Azerbaijan has a highly positive view of the
establishment of the International Criminal Court, and
supports the work of the Preparatory Commission for the
International Criminal Court on a number of provisions of
its Statute. We regard as very important the work being
done by the Commission to define the crime of
aggression, and believe that the definition should be clear
and viable, and that it should make provision for a norm
establishing personal criminal responsibility. As a victim
of aggression, Azerbaijan maintains that the Court should
become an effective organ for the prosecution of those
who commit crimes against humanity.

My country is interested in taking an active part in
combatting international terrorism, organized crime and
illegal drug trafficking. The fight against these evils can
be effective only if it is based on joint efforts by all
countries, at both the regional and the global levels. We
support the idea of convening in 2000 an anti-terrorist
conference or a special session of the General Assembly
on this issue, and the elaboration of a declaration of
principles on the interaction of States in combatting
terrorism. We hope that the United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP) will be able to mobilize additional
resources to continue the joint project on drug-abuse
control of the UNDP, the United Nations International
Drug Control Programme and the Government of
Azerbaijan.

Another emerging topical area of activities is the
provision of humanitarian relief assistance in emergency
situations and periods of natural disasters, such as those
that we have witnessed in recent months. In this
connection, Azerbaijan calls for increased assistance to
the victims of the tragic earthquake in brotherly Turkey,
which claimed thousands of human lives.

Despite the objective difficulties caused by the
armed conflict and the transitional period, Azerbaijan
believes that there is no alternative to its chosen course of
reform aimed at building a democratic society with a
market economy. As a State located at a key point
between Europe and Asia, Azerbaijan is keenly interested
in securing access to trans-European and trans-Asian
communication networks; this would facilitate the
development of industrial and trade links among
participating countries, improved access to markets,
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increased integration links, and closer cooperation among
the economies of European and Asian countries.

Unfortunately, the process of the profound
transformation of the national economy is facing the serious
consequences of the presence in the country of 1 million
refugees and internally displaced persons. Coping with this
emergency situation has been a primary concern of the
Azerbaijan State for many years. Given the limited financial
resources of our State, humanitarian assistance from the
United Nations and other international organizations is a
necessary element not only of the physical, but also of the
moral survival of people who have lost their homes. We
would like to express our most sincere gratitude to the
United Nations, to the relevant United Nations agencies and
to donor countries providing humanitarian assistance to
Azerbaijan, and we call upon them not to reduce the
volume of that assistance.

Allow me to touch briefly upon the role that the
United Nations and its agencies are playing in Azerbaijan.
At the last session, I spoke about the constructive work
being done with respect to the social and economic
development of our country by the United Nations
Development Programme. The UNDP is actively assisting
the Government of Azerbaijan and bilateral and multilateral
humanitarian organizations in addressing development
issues. At the same time, my Government is deeply
concerned at the fact that UNDP is entering the new
millennium with an extremely decreased financial base. We
all need a UNDP able to cope with the development
problems that we are not in a position to solve alone. All
participants in this process — donors and recipients of
assistance — should provide sincere and solid support to
the development activities of the United Nations.

In this context, I would like to call upon all concerned
to improve significantly the very difficult current financial
situation of the Organization.

With reference to relations between my country and
the United Nations in general, I would like again to draw
attention to the fact that Azerbaijan is still not represented
in the United Nations Secretariat.

The world is tired of crises and wars. Mankind
deserves a peaceful, prosperous and happy new millennium.
Our Organization is designed to play a leading role in
overcoming obstacles to global peace and progress. It must
be in a position to implement that noble mission. This is
not an abstract desire, but a realistic task based on an

assessment of the situation and an awareness of both
needs and possibilities.

The Acting President: I call now on the Minister
for Foreign Affairs and Cooperation of Mauritania, His
Excellency Mr. Ahmed Ould Sid Ahmed.

Mr. Ould Sid Ahmed (Mauritania) (spoke in
Arabic): At the outset, I wish, on behalf of the Islamic
Republic of Mauritania, to congratulate His Excellency
Mr. Theo-Ben Gurirab on his election to the presidency
of the General Assembly at its fifty-fourth session. I am
convinced that his experience and his wisdom will enable
him to guide the work of the session to a successful
conclusion. My delegation assures him of its complete
cooperation in that noble task.

I take this opportunity also to express my thanks to
his predecessor, Mr. Didier Opertti, for the distinguished
manner in which he has conducted the session just
concluded.

I would also like to pay a well-deserved tribute to
the Secretary-General of the United Nations, Mr. Kofi
Annan, for his tireless efforts in reforming and
restructuring the Organization, and in improving its
functioning and strengthening its role in all areas so that
it can adapt to the requirements and challenges of the
day. In this regard, we welcome the valuable report on
the work of the Organization that he presented at the
beginning of these proceedings.

Mauritania welcomes the Republic of Kiribati, the
Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga to the
membership of our Organization. We would like to
express our readiness to work with them to achieve the
objectives of the United Nations.

We have to undertake immediately the reform of the
United Nations and the restructuring of its organs in order
to serve the world’s common interests. No one can deny
that the circumstances in which the Organization was
founded more than 50 years ago have changed a great
deal, and that important new changes have occurred in all
areas since then. This only makes a re-examination of the
structures and working methods of the Organization more
imperative. It is in this spirit that my delegation supports
the expansion of representation in the Security Council in
accordance with the principles of democracy, transparency
and equity in order to ensure equitable geographical
representation in that body, and to reflect the universal
nature of our Organization, as laid down in the Charter.
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As we meet at the threshold of the third millennium,
a large portion of humanity still lives in conditions that do
not enable people to satisfy their legitimate hopes and
aspirations to live in a world where peace, justice and well-
being reign. In spite of some encouraging indicators in
certain developing countries, the general tendency is that of
a widening gap between developed and developing
countries. The latter are going through profound changes
over which they have no control, affected by, among other
things, their debt burden, deterioration of commodity prices,
poor access to international markets and weakness of
foreign investment. This situation should alert the
Organization of the need not to limit its actions to the
traditional maintenance of international peace and security.
The situation calls for the Organization to strive to lighten
the heavy burden under which the developing countries
languish in the economic and social fields. The United
Nations must also help these countries step up the pace of
their economic growth. In this regard, donor countries
should increase their official development assistance,
increase their foreign investment and open up their markets
to the products of developing countries in order to help
bring about a new world order based on dialogue,
cooperation and solidarity.

In this context, and since debt constitutes a burden that
the developing countries are incapable of bearing, it is
imperative to give the question of debt the attention it
deserves. We express the hope that initiatives taken to help
the most heavily indebted poor countries will make it
possible to eliminate the obstacles that are neutralizing and
frustrating their development efforts.

Today the world faces many troublesome situations,
the consequences of which are felt beyond the frontiers of
the countries immediately involved. Such situations threaten
security, nationally, regionally and internationally, and call
into question the progress achieved towards economic and
social development. We are required to find proper
solutions for such problems. By way of example, I would
mention terrorism, human rights violations and poverty.

In this regard, my country reiterates its condemnation
of terrorism, whatever its origin and form. It calls on the
international community to strengthen cooperation and
dialogue in order to combat this phenomenon with
determination and firmness.

Last year the General Assembly commemorated the
fiftieth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, which coincided with the fifth anniversary of the
World Conference on Human Rights in Vienna. That was

an opportunity to evaluate the results of the
implementation of the Vienna Declaration and Programme
of Action and the remaining obstacles in this area, and to
identify necessary measures for the full implementation of
the recommendations that the World Conference on
Human Rights had adopted and that my country is
striving to translate into reality.

We should also mention the special session on
population and development held by the General
Assembly in this very Hall at the end of last June at
which the Programme of Action of the Cairo International
Conference on Population and Development was
reaffirmed. We hope that the results of that meeting will
help improve the standard of living of all peoples and will
help bring about sustainable development thanks to the
strengthening of the correlation between questions of
population and those of development. In this area, I
would like to point out that my country has stepped up its
efforts to promote the status of women and to combat
illiteracy in all its forms, and it has produced programmes
with beneficial effects for the family, for children in
particular and for society in general.

The Islamic Republic of Mauritania has adopted a
foreign policy based on immutable principles of
promoting good-neighbourly relations, peaceful
coexistence and the enhancement of regional and
international cooperation. On the basis of these principles,
my country attaches particular importance to
strengthening stability and to containing the numerous
sources of tension throughout the world, which are likely
to jeopardize international peace and security and
compromise the development efforts of nations.

While reaffirming its whole-hearted support for the
peace process, my country believes that no just,
comprehensive and lasting peace can be brought about in
the Middle East without the application of the principle of
land for peace as agreed at the Madrid Conference, and
the comprehensive implementation of Security Council
resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973) and 425 (1978), which
guarantee Israeli withdrawal from all occupied Palestinian
territories, as well as from the Syrian Golan Heights,
southern Lebanon and West Bekaa, and the restoration to
the Palestinian people of all their legitimate rights, first
and foremost their right to self-determination and to the
creation of their independent State with Jerusalem as its
capital.

Today, as we embark on a new era, the international
community is looking forward to reviving the peace
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process and to restoring it to its proper track. In this regard,
we believe that a resumption of negotiations on all tracks
between all parties concerned is a most urgent measure. We
therefore invite the two sponsors of the peace process to
shoulder their responsibilities and to exert greater efforts to
preserve the opportunity of a comprehensive, just and
lasting peace in this region.

In the Gulf region, we hope to see a combination of
regional and international efforts that would restore stability
and concord to the region. In this regard, my country
reaffirms its commitment to and respect for international
legality and the resolutions of the United Nations, and
repeats its rejection of anything that may be prejudicial to
the independence and the territorial integrity of Kuwait.

We also reaffirm our repudiation of any measure
likely to threaten the unity and territorial integrity of Iraq.
We call for lifting the embargo that for eight years now has
been inflicted on the Iraqi people, who have suffered
enormously, especially children, women and the elderly.

In the Maghreb region, my country is working
together with its brothers in the Arab Maghreb Union to
establish cooperation and dialogue in order to fulfil the
aspirations of the peoples of the region.

As regards the Western Sahara, my country welcomes
the positive steps taken towards the implementation of the
United Nations plan to resolve the dispute. We reaffirm our
readiness to do everything in our power to promote the
implementation of this plan.

With regard to the Lockerbie incident, my country
welcomes the efforts undertaken to achieve a final
settlement of this question, including the suspension of the
sanctions imposed against the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya.
Although we are pleased by the success of certain
diplomatic démarches, we nevertheless feel that it is time
for the Security Council to take the necessary steps to lift
this embargo once and for all.

As regards Guinea-Bissau, my country welcomes the
settlement that was achieved within the framework of the
Abuja and Lomé Agreements, and we support the
transitional Government. In particular, we support the
implementation of commitments entered into at the Geneva
round table and aimed at organizing pluralistic elections and
at the reconstruction of the country.

Furthermore, while expressing our profound concern
about the persistence of conflict in Somalia, we hope that

our Somali brothers will engage in constructive dialogue
and in a spirit of responsibility and patriotism so that a
peaceful settlement can be reached and Somalia will again
be united and will regain its national sovereignty in an
atmosphere of stability and concord.

My country also welcomes the Peace Agreement
reached between the legitimate Government of Sierra
Leone and the Revolutionary United Front, and fervently
calls for stability and reconciliation in that country, which
suffered tremendously during eight years of devastating
war.

My country also notes with satisfaction the gradual
return of peace to the Republic of the Congo and urges
our Congolese brothers to continue their negotiations,
with a view to bringing about a peaceful settlement of
their dispute so that that fraternal country can once again
live in peace and harmony.

As regards the Democratic Republic of the Congo,
we welcome the diplomatic efforts of the fraternal
countries of the region, in particular South Africa and
Zambia, as well as the important role played by the leader
of the Libyan revolution, Colonel Muammar Al-Qadhafi,
in containing the crisis. In this regard, we welcome the
signing of the Lusaka Agreement.

As to Angola, my country expresses its profound
regret at the resumption of fighting between the
Government forces and the UNITA movement. In this
regard, we reaffirm our wholehearted support for Security
Council resolutions 864 (1993), 1127 (1997) and 1173
(1998) and urge UNITA to respect the obligations it
entered into under the Lusaka Protocol to restore peace
and security.

On the conflict between Ethiopia and Eritrea, we
urge the two parties to respect the ceasefire and to try to
find a peaceful settlement, on the basis of the plan of the
Organization of African Unity. In this context, we place
great hope in the good-offices mission of Mr. Abdelaziz
Bouteflika, current Chairman of the OAU, to bring about
a peaceful and equitable settlement of the conflict.

On Kosovo, my country notes with satisfaction the
progress achieved in putting an end to the violence,
restoring confidence and reconstructing what was
destroyed over the long period of war.

The United Nations was created in order to achieve
objectives shared by all humanity: the maintenance of
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peace, security and stability throughout the world. The letter
and the spirit of the Charter of our Organization provide for
a just balance between the rights and obligations of all and
aim at achieving these common interests of the international
community. Therefore, today, as we are about to enter the
third millennium, we are duty-bound to devote our efforts
to honouring the commitments laid down in the Charter and
to work together to build a new world order based on
justice and directed towards preserving international peace
and security.

The Acting President: I now give the floor to the
Minister for Foreign Affairs, Trade and Marketing of
Dominica, His Excellency The Honourable Norris Charles.

Mr. Charles (Dominica): I am honoured to be
afforded this opportunity to extend my delegation’s
congratulations to Mr. Gurirab and his country, Namibia, on
his election to the high office of President of the General
Assembly at its fifty-fourth session. His considerable
diplomatic experience is well known, and there is little
doubt that the affairs of this session will be conducted with
expeditiousness, skill and competence. At the same time, I
wish to express my delegation’s appreciation and gratitude
to his immediate predecessor, Mr. Didier Opertti, for the
able manner in which he presided over the fifty-third
session.

Let me extend my delegation’s thanks to our
Secretary-General, Mr. Kofi Annan, for the excellent and
exemplary leadership qualities he has displayed during this
critical period for the United Nations and the international
community. The Commonwealth of Dominica welcomes
and congratulates the three new Member States — Kiribati,
Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga — on their admission to
the United Nations. We pledge to work with them on
matters of mutual interest.

I take this opportunity to convey my country’s deepest
condolences to the Governments and the people of the
Bahamas and the United States for the loss of life and
destruction of property caused by hurricane Floyd. I also
express my Government’s sentiments regarding the victims
of the earthquakes in Greece, the Republic of China on
Taiwan, Turkey, and, just recently, Mexico. Our sympathy
is also extended to the victims of the nuclear accident in
Japan.

The Commonwealth of Dominica is supportive of the
ongoing United Nations reform programme, the intent of
which is to create a system geared to eliminating waste and
duplication and making more efficient use of the

Organization’s resources. At its creation the United
Nations was charged with responsibility for the
maintenance of international peace and security, and the
numerous United Nations missions currently in place
around the globe are testimony to the Organization’s
efforts to meet its Charter obligations in this regard.
However, we continue to maintain that the restructuring
and revitalization process should result in creating an
Organization with the capacity, compassion and
effectiveness to meet the many serious economic, social
and humanitarian problems confronting the majority of
citizens in the global village.

We are not unmindful of the great contributions that
the United Nations system has made to the improvement
of health, the eradication of diseases and the rising levels
of education and living standards in various parts of the
world. Additionally, the United Nations has been at the
forefront of efforts to focus international consciousness on
human rights abuses, while it continues to be the last
hope for the many thousands displaced each year as a
result of political, religious or ethnic conflict.

But poverty eradication remains an unfulfilled
promise. Today, increasing numbers of people live in
conditions of poverty, with no access to adequate medical
care, basic education or even clean drinking water. We
recognize that poverty eradication is a task to be
undertaken not by the United Nations system alone, but
in partnership with the international community, which
must come to the realization that improvement in social
and economic conditions is less costly than having to deal
with the consequences of sustained economic deprivation
and social degradation. The time for engaging in that
partnership is now.

As for the reform of the Security Council, the
Commonwealth of Dominica supports the work of the
Open-ended Working Group and its efforts at reconciling
the many outstanding issues and differences among
Member States. We believe that any meaningful reform
of the Security Council should reflect present-day
economic and geographical realities and must provide for
a reasonable expansion of its membership and equitable
representation for regional groupings, with no
differentiation regarding the rights of permanent members.

The Commonwealth of Dominica applauded the
decision of the people of East Timor, as expressed in the
popular consultation of 30 August 1999. We must
therefore deplore and condemn the acts of violence visited
upon the people of East Timor by those determined to
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nullify the results of the consultation and maintain the
colonial status quo. We commend the United Nations for its
work in making the consultation possible and we strongly
support the decision of the Security Council to authorize the
establishment of a multinational peacekeeping force to
protect the people of East Timor as they seek to assert their
right to self-determination.

The Commonwealth of Dominica wishes to address
once again the issue of legitimate representation for the
Republic of China on Taiwan and its people in the United
Nations. The Republic of China on Taiwan, a model of
democracy in the Asian region, is able and willing to carry
out the obligations contained in the Charter of the United
Nations. Over the past few decades, the Republic of China
has made tremendous strides in economic development,
thus enabling it to make a contribution to poverty
alleviation through economic assistance programmes in
developing countries. Dominica is concerned that an
industrialized country, with a democratically elected
Government, that exercises sovereign authority over a
defined geographical area with a population of 22 million
people, is denied membership of the United Nations. This
situation must be addressed in order to ensure that the
citizens of the Republic of China on Taiwan have a
representative voice in the United Nations and its related
agencies.

The recently concluded special session of the General
Assembly on small island developing States provided an
opportunity to review the 1994 Barbados Plan of Action.
The recognition of small island developing States in that
regard is a significant milestone in the history of the United
Nations. The follow-up action and the importance which the
international community places on the implementation of
the many proposals and recommendations will serve to
determine not only the success of the special session, but
also the credibility of the United Nations and the usefulness
of these conferences.

As a small island developing State which has always
recognized the importance of conservation of the
environment, Dominica made a commitment at the Rio
Summit to vigorously pursue sustainable development. Two
years later, Dominica participated in the Global Conference
on the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing
States in Barbados and has tried at the national level to
implement the Plan of Action within the limits of our
resources.

The Barbados Plan of Action recognizes the
importance of coastal and marine resources to the

sustainable development of small island developing States.
The Commonwealth of Dominica is acutely aware of that
importance. Prudent use of our coastal and marine
resources over many years has contributed immensely to
the economic well-being and sustenance of our citizens.
Moreover, the successful implementation of our
eco-tourism development programme relies heavily on the
maintenance and preservation of the marine and biological
resources present in the seas around our island State.
Those resources are under constant and serious threat
from a number of sources, such as illegal waste-dumping
with impunity by foreign-owned ocean liners; overfishing
by non-indigenous fishing fleets; and the use of the
Caribbean Sea for the transshipment of nuclear waste and
other hazardous substances.

The Commonwealth of Dominica, together with
other members of the Caribbean Community
(CARICOM), continues to view the dangerous practice of
the transshipment of nuclear waste and hazardous
substances through the Caribbean Sea as a potentially
serious threat to the fragile ecosystem and to the
livelihood and well-being of the people of the region, and
we call upon the States engaging in that practice to
demonstrate some regard for our justifiable concerns. We
earnestly seek the support of the international community
in our ongoing effort to halt the shipment of these
dangerous materials through the Caribbean Sea. Further,
members of CARICOM call upon the General Assembly
to recognize the Caribbean Sea as a special area in the
context of sustainable development and urge the
international community to support the concept and its
development.

The Commonwealth of Dominica is appreciative of
the United Nations for paying special attention to the
issue of small island developing States at the special
session of the General Assembly. One sincerely hopes
that this same recognition and support will be in evidence
during the World Trade Organization (WTO) Ministerial
Conference later this year, when small island developing
States seek to address their particular concerns and
circumstances.

The Commonwealth of Dominica, like most small
vulnerable States, faces increasing challenges from
globalization; particularly in the area of multilateral trade
negotiations. Due to resource constraints, developing
countries are having difficulties in meeting the
commitments which they made at the Uruguay Round.
Yet we are on the eve of making further commitments at
the new round of WTO negotiations to be launched in
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Seattle in December. The negotiating process itself exposes
developing countries to the growing disparities of the
multilateral trading system. We run the risk of developing
countries being further marginalized unless these
negotiations give full recognition to their special
circumstances, and in particular to those of small vulnerable
economies. Small vulnerable economies will continue to
require differential treatment for some time as a means of
facilitating their integration into the world economy.

My country’s experience with the WTO has not been
a positive one. The economy of Dominica and those of the
other Caribbean banana-producing countries are heavily
dependent for their export earnings on this single crop. The
WTO banana ruling has contributed to a significant decline
in our banana exports. Our bananas are cultivated by small
farmers whose main source of income could be wiped out
as a result of the WTO ruling, resulting in increased
unemployment and poverty in the rural areas.

We need to find a solution to the banana dispute that
will allow our farmers to continue to earn a living. There
is a growing recognition of the need for a tariff rate quota
as the most acceptable solution. However, the North
American multinational banana companies are insisting on
a simple tariff, which will ultimately lead to the demise of
the small banana producers in the Caribbean and other
African, Caribbean and Pacific States. We continue to
receive assurances that it is not the intention of our
neighbours to the North to hurt the Caribbean producers,
but their actions indicate otherwise. Moreover, they insist
on applying a strict interpretation to the multilateral trading
rules, which displays a callous disregard of the plight of
small banana farmers. The rules of the WTO must not be
applied in a manner which is detrimental to the
development process of small vulnerable States.

My focus on issues presently facing the region would
be incomplete without a brief but sincere appeal to this
body to address the plight of the citizens of our sister island
Cuba. As we progress to a new century, the United Nations
must continue to condemn the prolonged economic
blockade of Cuba.

This unjustifiable action is unconscionable,
unreasonable and a direct infringement on the rights of the
people of Cuba to pursue a peaceful existence, economic
prosperity and self-determination. Dominica therefore joins
other members of the international community in calling for
an end to this blockade. We should all seek more amicable
methods of settling bilateral disputes.

As a nation preparing to celebrate its twenty-first
anniversary of independence on 3 November 1999,
Dominica will continue to equip itself and its citizens to
meet the challenges of the global environment and the
new millennium. The Government of the Commonwealth
of Dominica has endeavoured to ensure that its policies
and programmes continue to provide the leadership,
institutions and infrastructure necessary to attain that goal.

The President returned to the Chair.

Strengthened by our rich cultural heritage, as
manifested in our Creole music, dance and other forms of
expression, we are convinced that the world would be a
safer and better place if the people of the world learned
to respect and tolerate each other’s culture, religion and
traditions.

It is in this spirit that Dominica reaffirms its
commitment to the ideals of the United Nations and
pledges to do all in its power to support the efforts of all
States, particularly those of the vulnerable small island
developing States. The challenges facing Dominica are
many, but I am confident that with the support of all
Member States and with the help of God we shall prevail.

The President: I call on the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Ethiopia, His Excellency Mr. Seyoum Mesfin.

Mr. Mesfin (Ethiopia): On behalf of my delegation
and on my own behalf, it is with great satisfaction that I
wish to extend to you, Sir, our congratulations on your
well-deserved election to preside over the General
Assembly at its fifty-fourth session, which is coinciding
with the end of a momentous century. It is indeed a
source of immense pleasure and pride to my delegation
and myself to see you presiding over this forum where
you, as the representative here of the South West Africa
People’s Organization for many years, waged an
unrelenting struggle for the independence of your country,
Namibia, which was crowned with success in 1990. Your
assumption of this high office is a fitting tribute to the
struggle of the many sons and daughters of Africa over
the years for the total emancipation of Africa from
colonial rule. I wish to assure you of the fullest
cooperation of my delegation in the discharge of the
heavy responsibilities entrusted to you. I wish also to
seize this opportunity to convey to your predecessor, Mr.
Didier Opertti, our appreciation for a job well done, and
we salute him for all the efforts he has made.
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I should also like to welcome the new Members of our
Organization: the Republic of Nauru, the Kingdom of
Tonga and the Republic of Kiribati.

To our Secretary-General, Mr. Kofi Annan, for whom
my country has great esteem, I wish to renew our
friendship and to reiterate how much we have always
appreciated his wisdom and his vision. His being at the
helm of the world body is indeed one of the few
consolations for Africa, a continent which otherwise has
little voice within the Organization.

This annual occasion, here at this forum, affords us a
unique opportunity to express our views as Member States
on issues that are of concern to us as members of the
human family, as part of specific regions of the world and
in our capacity as nations. The 170 items on the
Assembly’s agenda at this session are clear testimony to the
range of issues confronting the international community as
we approach the coming millennium. It is not, however,
always easy to separate these various levels of concern.
They are obviously interconnected, and all the more so for
countries such as Ethiopia, whose fates are affected,
positively or negatively, by what takes place internationally
and by what the United Nations does and does not do.

It goes without saying that developing countries in
general, and the least developed countries in particular, as
a group, face the most serious problems in all areas of
international life. Problems of poverty, underdevelopment
and the debt burden are among the multifarious problems
the developing countries are grappling with today. As a
least developed country, Ethiopia has its own share of these
problems, the magnitude of which is all too obvious, even
as we are making a determined effort to overcome them.

In this statement I will not try to go into all the
problems facing developing countries today. Instead, I
should like to focus on one issue: collective security,
especially in relation to its impact on developing countries,
those in Africa in particular, and how the United Nations
has failed them in this critical area. For Ethiopia this is all
the more justified and timely inasmuch as we have been the
victim of aggression — not for the first time in our
history — for over a year now.

The United Nations has been important to us, and the
promise contained in its Charter to be our collective
instrument for international peace and security and a vehicle
for international cooperation in all areas of human
endeavour has been a source of hope. But we in Ethiopia

are not so sure that the hope we have is always justified,
both as Africans and as Ethiopians.

From the vantage point of Africa, it is indeed
difficult to assert with confidence that the Organization is
also ours. This must also apply to the rest of the
developing world. But the African case is unique.
Whether it is in the area of economic cooperation or with
respect to peace and security, our continent continues to
be a region of the world which is the least favoured for
effective and meaningful cooperation. The “We the
peoples of the United Nations” mentioned in the Preamble
to the Charter and the lofty aspirations contained therein
continue to be distant dreams for Africa.

This might be regarded by some as an exaggerated
claim and an attempt to shift the blame for a predicament
which is of Africa’s own making and therefore a harsh
judgment on the performance of the United Nations. We
in Ethiopia would be the first to acknowledge the critical
value for us of the very many types of cooperation we
have with the United Nations and its various agencies,
some of which have indeed been very effective. It would
be unfair to the Organization and to many of its dedicated
staff for us to fail to acknowledge this.

In this regard, a balanced evaluation of the
performance of the United Nations cannot fail to take
note of the good work being done by the Organization in
the economic, social and humanitarian areas. This is apart
from the indispensable role that the United Nations and
its various agencies, most particularly its specialized
agencies, play in harmonizing the activities of nations in
various critical spheres.

It is also true that Africa and, in particular, some of
its individual countries, appear to have a unique way of
ensuring that available opportunities are missed for
making progress for peace and development. But still the
African condition can hardly be explained only in terms
of omission or commission by the people of the continent.
It would suffice to refer to the cold war and to the
super-Power rivalry spawned by that episode and to the
havoc wrought by it in Africa to be reminded that
Africa’s pains are not always of its own making.

Whatever the causes for Africa’s predicament,
however, the spirit of common destiny, interdependence
and the ideals of the Charter of the United Nations should
have obliged the international community to be more
forthcoming in rendering effective cooperation to regions
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such as Africa so that they can overcome the obstacles to
development faced by their peoples.

The fact that there is no international cooperation at
present in the spirit of the United Nations Charter is
nowhere more evident than in the circumstances
surrounding the debt burden, which continues to remain the
most critical factor hindering development and the
alleviation of poverty. There have so far been no effective
steps taken internationally to alleviate this scourge, and
there is no visible remedy on the horizon. This is a telling
testimony to how much the promise contained in the
Charter about international cooperation has remained an
empty slogan. If our vision for the United Nations for the
century we are entering does not incorporate a remedy to
this danger, then for the bulk of humanity the Organization
is bound to be more irrelevant than it is today.

It is not only that the United Nations is about to enter
the next century with little to show in bringing about
genuine international cooperation for combating poverty.
Even more worrying is that it is going to do so with its
credibility very much in tatters with regard to its collective
security system, which at present commands little trust as
a collective instrument of the international community for
world peace and security.

Whether during the cold war or since it, in this area
the United Nations, more often than not, has remained a
custodian not of the collective security interests of the
people of the world, but of the special security interests of
those who count. Here is where double standards abound,
even with respect to the defense of some sacrosanct
principles of international law.

Africa can hardly be proud of the way it has handled
even the very little opportunity it has had for establishing
durable peace and security in the continent. Even after
having granted that the difficult socio-economic conditions
of the region have been the major causes for the African
dilemma in this area, the fact still remains that bad
governance, mismanagement of resources, lack of tolerance
for diversity and human rights violations have indeed
fuelled some of the conflicts in our continent. Therefore we
cannot absolve ourselves fully from taking part of the
blame. In the final analysis, we have to find our own
solution to these problems.

But, on the other hand, the fact remains that Africa
has received little effective international cooperation, in
particular from the United Nations, for sorting out its
difficulties in the area of peace and security. Conflicts in

Africa have had the fate of either being neglected or,
when not neglected, being judged and handled by
different standards. Let me give a couple of illustrations.

The genocide in Rwanda is a source of shame for
Africa, but it was also a reminder of the double standards
to which Africa has been subjected. The fact that Somalia
and its people have been left to their own devices,
regardless of the consequences for the people of Somalia
and for the peace and stability of their neighbours, is yet
another indication of the types of conflicts which elicit, or
fail to elicit, the serious concern of those who count for
galvanizing the efforts of the United Nations for action to
discharge its responsibilities for collective security. Why
should it matter to those who set the agenda for what the
Security Council does if the chaos in Somalia becomes a
breeding ground for terrorism, as long as the threat is
limited only to those who have little voice in the Security
Council?

The conflict in Somalia is indeed complex, but it is
no more complex than other conflicts in other parts of the
world. Somalia is in turmoil and has been for the last
nine years, not because the crisis is intractable, but
because Somalia is neglected. That country has failed to
be on the top of the United Nations agenda, not because
it has no legitimate claim to be a priority for the United
Nations collective security system, but because the
interests of those who count are not affected. This also
applies more or less to Angola and Sierra Leone, and
earlier to Liberia.

In short, the United Nations has failed Africa, and
now stands, one foot into the next century, with this
record. In connection with Somalia, I should like to state
that Ethiopia, the country mandated by the Organization
of African Unity (OAU) to follow up and assist in
resolving the crisis in Somalia, fully supports the
initiatives expounded by Mr. Ismail Omar Guelleh,
President of the Republic of Djibouti from this rostrum
last week in his capacity as current Chairman of the Inter-
Governmental Authority on Development (IGAD).

The experience of my own country over the last year
and a half and more speaks volumes about how the
United Nations can fail an African country deemed to
have no option other than submit to unjust decisions by
the powerful. In effect, what the United Nations said to
Ethiopia was that Article 51 of the Charter, which
provides for the inherent right of sovereign nations to
self-defence, did not apply to poor nations such as
Ethiopia. That has been our experience in our attempts to
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ensure the peaceful resolution of the Ethiopian-Eritrean
crisis caused by the unprovoked Eritrean aggression against
us.

Until May 1998, Ethiopia was nurturing the peace that
it had finally achieved after decades of turmoil. The
Eritrean problem — one of the sources of instability for
Ethiopia — was settled, with Ethiopia leading the way in
recognizing the new nation of Eritrea. Ethiopia became a
bulwark of peace in our subregion — a fact which was
recognized by many. By demobilizing half a million troops
and allocating the barest minimum from its budget — less
than 2 per cent of its gross domestic product — to defence,
the country was making it clear in its actions that poor
nations have time to wage war only against their principal
enemy, poverty — poverty and backwardness.

The new orientation of the country did produce
dividends, most of all in terms of economic growth:
average GDP growth of over 7 per cent per year was
achieved, after a difficult period of transition. But then,
tragedy struck and we fell victim to Eritrean aggression.
The unprovoked aggression against us by Eritrea in May
1998 taught us the lesson that peace is not always achieved
by the unilateral decision of nations so long as there are
rogue States that worship the gun and with leaders who
have no domestic limitations on the power they exercise or
on the decisions they make.

Eritrea has become a source of tragedy not only for
Ethiopia but also for its own people and for the countries
of the subregion. No sooner had it achieved formal
independence, in 1993, than it provoked a fight with the
Sudan, to be followed by an unprovoked onslaught on
Yemen in November 1995. Continuing the same pattern of
lawlessness, in 1996 Eritrea again went ahead and claimed,
by use of force, part of Djibouti’s territory — a reckless
attempt which was defused in time, thanks also to efforts
by Ethiopia.

The Eritrean aggression against Ethiopia in May 1998
was therefore part of the same vivid pattern of behaviour as
before, behaviour which has now made the country a major
source of instability for our subregion, particularly in
Somalia, where Eritrea’s destructive activities have caused
even more havoc in a nation with no functioning State at
all. Thus, consistent with its ignoble motive of exploiting
the anarchy and lawlessness in Somalia to advance its
irresponsible policy of destabilizing the countries in the
Horn of Africa, Eritrea is actively collaborating with the
warlords in Somalia by arming and training them and
financing their fratricidal conflict, thereby exacerbating the

already volatile and unclear state of affairs in the country
with all the attendant adverse consequences for peace and
stability in our subregion.

Ever since the onset of the Eritrean aggression
against Ethiopia, people have been asking how one of the
youngest and poorest nations on earth, whose people have
barely emerged from the trauma of a protracted liberation
struggle, can have the capacity to embark upon one of the
most destructive campaigns of destabilization the entire
Horn of Africa subregion — or even the whole of Africa
for that matter — has ever seen. Over and above the
question of Eritrea’s capacity, people have been
wondering what the motive can be that is driving such
acts on the part of a new Member of the family of
nations, acts with serious implications for peace and
security in our region.

The answer to these questions is not difficult to find.
To be a destructive force among nations does not require
any special capacity or resources. Small States can create
havoc and make life difficult for the international
community just as large States can. In fact, an extremist
group on the fringes of international life, with no
elaborate organizational structure, can without much effort
succeed in destabilizing an entire region let alone a
vulnerable subregion like ours. In effect, it does not seem
as if it requires any special capacity to be a rogue State.
Rogue States as such are not born, they become so of
their own volition.

That is what we see in Eritrea today: the Eritrean
Government is now working hand in glove not only with
disgruntled groups in our subregion but also with
international terrorists, training, financing and giving them
all-round support in their ultimate objective of
destabilizing the States of the subregion. We do not
believe the source of this Eritrean behaviour is external.
It is internal: it emanates from the nature of the domestic
political structure in that country. If the domestic political
process in a country has no constraining factors to speak
of on its leadership, this, sooner or later, is bound to have
a negative impact on the peace and security of the States
of that subregion.

In Eritrea this phenomenon is clearly visible today.
A total absence of domestic institutions necessary for a
normal State; the lack of accountability on the part of the
leadership; the non-existence of even a semblance of
checks and balances — in effect the absence of a
constitutional order — are the distinguishing features of
Eritrea today. Pluralism; freedom of association and
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expression; the right to express dissent — are unknown in
Eritrea. Democratic elections are, of course, unheard of
there. In fact, Eritrea has nothing to do with the
international community in terms of observance of
fundamental human rights and freedoms and good
governance since it is, for all practical purposes, ruled by
the whims of one man. The net effect of these domestic
political characteristics and their impact on peace and
security in our subregion is that more than any other people
it is, in the final analysis, the Eritrean people that are
suffering most, bearing the brunt of the hardship resulting
from their Government’s destabilizing policies and activities
in the Horn of Africa.

No one who has closely followed this tragedy visited
on Ethiopia by the Eritrean leadership can be unaware of
how much effort Ethiopia has made, for over nine months,
to ensure the reversal of the Eritrean aggression through
peaceful means. But it was to no avail. And, most
regrettably, the United Nations failed us. In contrast, I
should like to express my Government’s admiration and
gratitude for the commendable stand taken by OAU and
Africa throughout the crisis in defence of the principles on
which this Organization was founded.

However, despite the efforts of the OAU, Eritrea did
not listen. The United Nations pretended, even though it
knew better, that there had been no aggression. The
Security Council went even further, as did some in the
international community, in a coordinated effort to punish
the victim of aggression, without so much as a word about
the aggression or about the gross violations of international
law committed by a country known to have developed the
habit of acting in a lawless manner.

The members of the Security Council knew full well
right from the outset that Eritrea had committed a naked
and unprovoked act of aggression against Ethiopia. Yet they
chose to characterize a blatant violation of a fundamental
principle of international law as a mere border dispute.
This, to say the least, is an evasion of the primary
responsibility of the Security Council for the maintenance
of international peace and security. It clearly signified a
failure on the part of the Council to uphold the most
hallowed principle of international law, namely, the
prohibition of the use of force in international relations,
except in self-defence. It is a negation of the very concept
of collective security in which all States, big and small,
placed their confidence when they subscribed to the Charter
of the United Nations.

As if to underscore its failure to uphold the
international rule of law, the Security Council, in its very
first resolution on the Ethiopian-Eritrean conflict, adopted
on 26 June 1998, demanded an immediate ceasefire, in
effect rewarding aggression. What better demonstration
could there be of the Council’s failure to take a
determined stand against aggression by demanding that it
be reversed before calling for a ceasefire? What better
incentive could there be for aggressors like Eritrea to
continue with their aggression and reap even more fruits
from their wanton acts?

Even more disheartening and gratuitous was the
statement issued on 23 June 1999 by the Security Council
reminding us of “our primary responsibility to feed our
peoples”, as if poor nations did not have the right to
defend their sovereignty. Or was it meant to imply that
the very notion of sovereignty is of no consequence at all
for a poor country like Ethiopia? That, history will recall,
was what the League of Nations told us, if not in so
many words, more than 60 years ago. But this was not
what we expected from the United Nations today.

To make matters worse, the Security Council chose,
on 10 February 1999, through resolution 1227 (1999), to
urge States to end sales of arms both to the aggressor and
to the victim, while at the same time continuing to
deliberate on how the peace proposal submitted by the
Organization of African Unity, and already accepted by
Ethiopia, could be modified to make it acceptable to the
aggressor at the expense of the victim.

This was again the essence of the informal
deliberations by the Security Council on 24 February
1999. The aggressor country was in effect told to wait
until the victim of aggression gave in to pressure.

The refusal by a poor nation to accept insult, a
nation which happened to be the victim of aggression,
obviously entails certain consequences. The punishment
meted out has had almost no limits. It has included
financial institutions changing the rules of the game in
midstream. In the case of Ethiopia, they saw fit to
abrogate ongoing programmes based on non-technical
considerations that had absolutely nothing to do with the
results of actual performance evaluations. That has been
the experience of Ethiopia with the International
Monetary Fund (IMF), which suspended its cooperation
with Ethiopia on political grounds, although it knew full
well that it had absolutely no cause for that action on the
basis of the relevant criteria.
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Once the tone was set by the Security Council, others
found it easy to overlook the injustice involved and added
their weight to a stance which made a mockery of
elementary justice. The European Union and other
institutions and countries jumped on the bandwagon,
making it clear to Ethiopia that a poor nation is not entitled
to defend itself and that not heeding this warning would
have its consequences. And it did. Ethiopia’s fault was one
and only one, and that was its insistence that aggression
cannot and must not be rewarded through the use of
whatever pretext, including calls for an unconditional
ceasefire, which was demanded by the aggressor and
thought to be in accord with the interests of those who
count. The sovereign rights of the victim did not count.
That was the implication for our whole region of the
lawless Eritrean philosophy of grabbing land first and then
inviting the victims for talks.

I should not, however, give the impression that
everybody has been inconsiderate to my country in its hour
of need. Indeed, there are countries and institutions that
duly value partnership in development which stood by us,
realizing that discontinuing development assistance to the
victim of aggression would be tantamount to rewarding that
aggression. Those countries have not only continued their
assistance but also, in some cases, increased it. On behalf
of the people of Ethiopia, I should like to express our deep
gratitude to those countries and institutions, whose
demonstration of solidarity we will always cherish.

In the light of this experience, it is indeed difficult to
keep intact our trust in the United Nations and in
international cooperation. It is also difficult to have faith in
the efficacy of the United Nations collective security
system.

The United Nations cannot avoid sharing the blame for
the bloodshed and destruction that followed the nine-month
Eritrean intransigence. The Ethiopian-Eritrean crisis
eventually led to major fighting, not only because the
aggressor was intransigent and refused to give peace a
chance, but also because the United Nations failed to speak
in defence of principles of international law.

With respect to the aggression against Ethiopia by
Eritrea, it is the justified feeling of the Ethiopian people
that the failure of the United Nations to stand up for its
principles is indeed comparable to the injustice done to my
country by the League of Nations in 1936.

But this episode has wider implications over and
above Ethiopia. It raises a fundamental question with regard

to the ability of the United Nations to be a guardian of
the principles of international law — a guardianship
which would have no financial implications when limited
to a mere affirmation of principles. The United Nations
has shown us that it cannot even do this. Why this should
be so calls for a response, which, if given with candour,
should invite drastic measures so that we can have a
United Nations which provides a home to all in equal
measure.

As for Ethiopia’s commitment to peace, that cannot
be questioned, as has been made clear consistently since
Eritrea’s aggression. Ethiopia’s position has always been
consistent. Aggression, we have said, cannot be rewarded.
Peace requires its reversal. That is what every nation
would have demanded if it had found itself in Ethiopia’s
position. Ethiopia has asked for nothing more.

Eritrea now says it is prepared to do what it could
have done a year and half ago — something that the
United Nations never dared to ask it to do. While this in
itself is Ethiopia’s vindication, experience has nonetheless
taught us a lesson: we must ensure that there are no
loopholes in any agreement reached on the withdrawal of
Eritrean troops from Ethiopian territory occupied by
force. This is the nature of the ongoing dialogue we are
now engaged in with the OAU. There is absolutely no
reason why it should be difficult to address the legitimate
concerns of the victim of aggression with regard to the
clarity of the commitments undertaken by the aggressor
country.

Indeed, the principles involved should be protected
in the interests not only of Ethiopia but also of our
subregion and beyond. The lawlessness and contempt for
the principles of international law demonstrated by
Eritrea, which have now poisoned the whole region, must
be contained. This can be done at the minimum by
sending a clear message to its leadership that enough is
enough and that aggression should not pay. This is all the
more necessary with respect to those who, in the absence
of even a semblance of institutions of governance in the
country, are above the law and have little accountability.
That is why we have insisted, and continue to insist, that
Eritrea must be allowed to gain nothing from its
lawlessness. That is why we have insisted, and continue
to insist — not without sacrifice — that there should be
no loopholes in agreements concluded so that the
principle that aggression should not be rewarded is
underlined clearly and with no ambiguity. We thus remain
hopeful — hoping against hope — that Ethiopia’s
concerns will be addressed adequately, thereby making it

28



General Assembly 21st plenary meeting
Fifty-fourth session 1 October 1999

easier to put behind us the nightmare created by the
Eritrean aggression.

The United Nations is at a crossroads. It cannot limp
along and enter the next century with all its weaknesses
unattended. Reforms are necessary. The Security Council
cannot remain as it is, unrepresentative and unresponsive to
the interests of the majority. It is still not too late to restore
confidence in the collective security system envisioned in
the Charter of our Organization more than half a century
ago. The credibility of the United Nations needs to be
revived. How can the United Nations command the trust of
all Member States and their peoples? That is one of the
questions with which the United Nations will have to
grapple as we enter the twenty-first century.

The President: I now give the floor to the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Eritrea, His Excellency Mr. Haile
Weldensae.

Mr. Weldensae (Eritrea): Allow me at the outset to
join with others who have spoken before me in
congratulating you, Sir, on your election as President of the
General Assembly at its fifty-fourth session. I am certain
that your experience and skills, as well as your dedication
to freedom and justice, make you qualified to lead the
United Nations as it searches for peace in Africa and
elsewhere in the coming year.

I also take this opportunity to pay tribute to your
predecessor, Mr. Didier Opertti, for the effective manner in
which he guided the work of the previous session. I extend
my gratitude to the Secretary-General for his dedicated and
exemplary contributions to the cause of peace.

Permit me also to welcome the Republic of Kiribati,
the Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga as new
Members of our Organization.

It is a matter of deep concern that this year is
witnessing the continuation of conflicts and the emergence
of new sources of conflict. In particular, it is disturbing to
note the growing tendency to resort to the use or threat of
force. This has become a grave danger to the independence
and unity of States as well as to regional and international
peace and security. This year has recorded some of the
bloodiest inter-State and intra-State conflicts, in Africa,
Asia and Europe.

Sub-Saharan African has been the part of the world
that has suffered most from those conflicts. Sub-Saharan
Africa’s economic performance and political stability have,

in fact, taken a turn for the worse in 1999. About one
third of the 52 members of the Organization of African
Unity (OAU), all of them in sub-Saharan Africa, have
been worse off economically in 1999 than they were in
the previous year. Almost 20 countries have been afflicted
by armed civil conflict or inter-State war. It is not
surprising that almost all of the countries that have
suffered economic relapse are the ones that are embroiled
in conflict.

Among those 20, the worst are to be found in the
Horn of Africa. More than two thirds of their people are
living in abject misery. Most have little or no food. They
are ridden with disease. The economies of most of those
countries are in shambles. The region is politically
unstable and racked by conflict. It is no surprise,
therefore, that some donor States and international
financial institutions have rightly denounced the state of
affairs and have informed a few of those States that they
would be better advised to feed their hungry millions and
better manage their economies than squander countless
millions to finance ill-advised military adventures.

In his report on Africa, Secretary-General Kofi
Annan made it amply clear that economic stagnation and
poverty are a direct function of conflict. However, this is
as evident elsewhere as it is in Africa. Thus, the situations
in East Timor, Afghanistan, Kosovo or Bosnia and
Herzegovina are no different from those in the Horn of
Africa, Sierra Leone, the Democratic Republic of the
Congo or Angola. In all those cases, conflicts have caused
serious setbacks in development plans and negatively
impacted on the living conditions of the people. In almost
all cases, conflict has been the intrinsic cause of famine
and serious violations of human rights and other
humanitarian crises. The international community cannot
afford complacency in the face of such threats to
international peace and security, if it is to be believed that
peace is indivisible and that what happens in one region
will have an impact on others.

Various reasons, including ethnic and religious
hatred, economic and political grievances and
unemployment, have been advanced as the root causes of
conflict. While these are valid factors, it must never be
forgotten that territorial expansionism, both within and
outside the State, and the determination to achieve it by
the use or threat of military force and by political and
economic coercion against the territorial integrity and
independence of neighbouring countries, has been the
major cause of conflict and the disturbance of peace in
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the Horn of Africa. Eritrea, the victim of Ethiopia’s
territorial ambitions and its policy of aggression, is one
example of this.

It has now been 16 months since the eruption of the
conflict between Eritrea and Ethiopia, the root cause of
which is Ethiopia’s avowedly ethnic-based policy of
territorial aggrandizement and its systematic annexation of
large areas of Eritrean territory. From the beginning of the
conflict, Eritrea has consistently pursued a policy of
peaceful resolution of the border problem even in the face
of provocation, creeping annexation of its territory and
outright aggression. To that end, it had attempted, before
the eruption of the conflict, to engage the Ethiopian
Government in peaceful dialogue to amicably resolve all
existing problems and controversies related to their
common border. Even after the start of the conflict, Eritrea
on several occasions requested the Ethiopian side to agree
to accept bilateral negotiations. When this was rejected by
Ethiopia, Eritrea unilaterally issued a proposal which
contained detailed modalities for the peaceful resolution of
the conflict. That too was rejected by the Ethiopian regime.

After the Organization of African Unity (OAU) was
seized of the matter, Eritrea accepted, despite its grave
reservations, the Framework Agreement submitted to both
parties following the Ouagadougou summit of June 1998,
after it had received the clarifications it had sought on
several critical issues. Eritrea also readily and unequivocally
accepted, at the Algiers OAU summit in July 1999, the
modalities for the implementation of the Framework
Agreement. The modalities were in fact drawn up to satisfy
the unjust, unfair and unwarranted new preconditions made
by Ethiopia on the basis of its own unilateral interpretation
of the Framework Agreement. Eritrea declared that it was
accepting the modalities only in the interests of peace and
of the good of both the Ethiopian and the Eritrean peoples.
Finally, Eritrea also accepted without any delay the
technical arrangements for the implementation of the
Framework Agreement and modalities which were
submitted to both parties on 23 August 1999.

Implementation of the provisions of the Framework
Agreement would entail,inter alia, the following: it would
require a cessation of hostilities, the redeployment of the
troops of both sides from disputed territories and the
deployment of peacekeeping forces in those areas. Eritrea
is fully committed to this. It would require investigation of
the sequence of events to determine the origins of the
conflict. Eritrea welcomes this since it would conclusively
identify the real aggressor. The Framework Agreement
envisages the investigation of human rights abuses. Eritrea

awaits the results eagerly. Implementation would
determine the exact borders between the two countries.
Eritrea is enthusiastic about this. Eritrea is certain that the
international community too is just as eager and
enthusiastic about finding the final truth on all these and
other related matters.

On the other hand, the Ethiopian Government was
determined to achieve its territorial ambitions by all
means, fair or foul. To this end, in 1997 and 1998,
members of the armed forces and militia of the Ethiopian
Government systematically used brute force to expel
Eritreans from Eritrean lands and to incorporate southern
and south-eastern Eritrean territories into Ethiopia. That
Government then rejected all Eritrean overtures on direct
peace talks and continued feverishly to prepare for new
aggression even as it paid lip service to the Framework
Agreement. On 6 February 1999, it launched an invasion
along several sectors of our common boundary, even
while peace facilitators from the United Nations and the
United States were engaged in shuttle diplomacy to bring
the conflict to an end. Sadly, tens of thousands of
Ethiopians and many Eritreans perished or were wounded
during that aggression.

When Eritrea accepted the Framework Agreement,
Ethiopia came out with new preconditions based solely on
its own interpretation of the Agreement, rather than
joining Eritrea in the implementation of the peace plan.
Yet Ethiopia was to accept the modalities — which were
actually formulated to satisfy its unfair, unjust and
unwarranted demands — only after much prevarication
and procrastination. Finally, Ethiopia issued a statement
on 4 September 1999 which was tantamount to a rejection
of the technical arrangements, which are only a procedure
for implementing the Framework Agreement and the
modalities, on the untenable grounds that it contained
elements which were not part of the previous two
documents. One week later, on the eve of the Ethiopian
new year, in a reiteration of Ethiopia’s previous
declaration of war, its President publicly announced that
Ethiopia would use force to impose its will over disputed
territory. That was a blatant repudiation of the OAU
effort, all of whose documents had been endorsed by the
United Nations and other concerned organizations and
Governments.

The OAU has given Ethiopia clear and unambiguous
clarifications in response to its queries and concerns. It is
also to be recalled that the OAU had decided, and both
parties had accepted, that any interpretation of the
documents would be made solely by the OAU and its
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current Chairman. The OAU and the United Nations have
also agreed to become guarantors of the scrupulous
implementation of all the provisions of the OAU peace
package. Ethiopia’s latest threat of war and its consequent
repudiation of its commitment to the OAU peace process,
which is inflexible about the peaceful resolution of the
conflict, are thus in contempt of the OAU, the United
Nations and the international community. Ethiopia’s refusal
to accept the technical arrangements until its new set of
preconditions are met is holding the peace process hostage
in spite of the clamour of the international community for
the acceptance and quick implementation of the peace plan.

However quixotic and unjustifiable it may be, the
Ethiopian Government has declared that it will not accept
the technical arrangements until it receives from the OAU
a firm assurance of Ethiopian sovereignty over the disputed
areas. Obviously, this is a direct contradiction of, and a
frontal assault on, the Framework Agreement, whose
provisions clearly declare that the

“redeployment will not prejudge the final status of the
area concerned, which will be determined at the end
of the delimitation and demarcation of the border and,
if need be, through an appropriate mechanism of
arbitration”. (S/1998/1223, annex, p. 25)

Surely, the proposition that a State musta priori be
awarded full sovereignty over contested territory before the
determination of ownership must distort the norms of
international law and international relations. Ethiopia has
also claimed that its decision to use force to control
contested areas was taken in self-defence. Such a notion
relegates the concept of self-defence to the realm of self-
help.

It is not difficult to conclude which party to the
Eritrean-Ethiopian conflict has undertaken to fulfil in good
faith its obligations under the OAU peace package and
which party is determined to undermine, by direct or
indirect aggression, the Charters of the United Nations and
the OAU, thereby endangering peace, security, stability and
peaceful development in our region. It is not difficult to
determine which of the parties is resolved to bring about
territorial changes, in clear violation of the OAU and
United Nations Charters, by aggression, coercion,
infiltration and subterfuge. A perfunctory analysis of the
media — particularly the broadcast media — of both
countries will also reveal which of the parties is fanning the
flames of ethnic hatred and is actively engaged in
propaganda and in preparation for a new war, thereby
committing a crime against peace. In short, it is very easy

to identify which of the parties is committed to peace and
which is committed to war and aggression.

Once again, war clouds are looming ominously over
our region. It is now self-evident that the Ethiopian
Government is still determined to pursue a policy
predicated on violent aggression. By its shrill war
hysteria, the Government of Ethiopia is making it clear
that it is poised to invade our country yet again. It is not
our wish to fight. The bitter experience of a long war of
independence has taught us to dread war. We seek no
territorial expansion, and we have no plan to commit
aggression against any other State. We seek to live in
peaceful cooperation with all our neighbours. Yet if war
is imposed on us we must — and will — fight to
safeguard the sovereignty of our country and to preserve
our dignity as a people. In this connection, Eritrea
solemnly declares in this Assembly that the responsibility
for any new military engagement will lie with the Addis
Ababa regime.

We have exercised prudence and patience in the face
of aggression, provocation and crimes committed by the
Government of Ethiopia against our nationals in Ethiopia
and Eritrea. A State has the duty to protect its nationals
from injury caused by the Government of any State. Yet
Eritrea has hitherto preferred to react with equanimity to
the gross and violent violations of the human rights of
Eritreans and Ethiopians of Eritrean origin in the hope of
securing a peaceful resolution of the conflict.

However, there are limits to the misdoings that any
respectable State must tolerate. It would be unacceptable
for any Government worthy of the trust of its people not
to defend the State and the people it represents against
aggression. It would be an unthinkable calamity for a
people which had fought for so long, endured
unimaginable hardship and won its independence against
all odds to lose its rights as a people and a nation to an
aggressor.

It is incumbent on those who love freedom and
justice and respect the equality of peoples, who are
committed to peace and cherish the norms and principles
of the United Nations, to ensure that law and moral
principles prevail against international lawlessness and
immorality.

Ethiopia’s threatened aggression must be a source of
deep concern to the international community and
particularly to the OAU and the United Nations which
have consistently urged both parties to restrain themselves
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from the use or threat of force and to solve the conflict by
peaceful means.

To this end, the international community must insist
that both parties recognize and respect each other’s right to
live in peace within secure and recognized borders. It is for
this reason that Eritrea believes that this Assembly has the
duty to uphold the decision of the OAU, which has already
been endorsed by the United Nations Security Council, and
calls upon the Assembly to denounce Ethiopia’s renewed
preparation for war against Eritrea and to demand that it
accept and implement the OAU peace package. Surely, if
there is any lesson that must have been learned in the last
16 months, it is that nothing can be gained, and everything
may be lost, by continued warfare.

Therefore, the Government of Eritrea calls upon the
United Nations and the international community to: first,
condemn Ethiopia’s commitment to the use and threat of
force; secondly, establish a short time-frame within which
Ethiopia must definitively respond to the peace package;
thirdly, take timely and appropriate measures for the
immediate and unconditional implementation of the OAU
peace plan in its entirety; and, fourthly, immediately deploy
an observer mission to identify the aggression in the event
of renewed conflict.

The President: I next give the floor to the Minister of
External Relations of Angola, His Excellency Mr. Joao
Bernardo de Miranda.

Mr. Miranda (Angola) (spoke in Portuguese; English
text provided by the delegation): Allow me, to begin, Sir,
by congratulating you on behalf of the Government of the
Republic of Angola, and on my own behalf, on your
election as president of the General Assembly at this fifty-
fourth session. Your election to such an important post is
recognition of your experience, ability and diplomatic
capacity, as well as of Namibia’s role internationally.
Angola and Namibia not only share a long common border,
but also have close political, economic, cultural and
historical links. We sincerely hope that your mandate will
be crowned with success.

Our congratulations also go to the outgoing President,
Mr. Didier Opertti, for the excellent work carried out
during his mandate.

To the Secretary-General of the United Nations, Mr.
Kofi Annan, we would like also to express our thanks for
the wise and transparent manner in which he has led our
Organization.

It is also a pleasure for us to welcome the new
members of the United Nations, the Republic of Kiribati,
the Republic of Nauru and the Kingdom of Tonga. Their
accession reflects the universal nature of the principles
and rules of the United Nations Charter. Angola is
convinced that these States will be able to successfully
take up their responsibilities, thereby contributing to the
strengthening of our Organization and the stability and
development of the South Pacific region and the world as
a whole.

For half a century, the Organization has carried out
activities to promote the ideals contained in its Charter.
With the end of the cold war we thought that large-scale
fratricidal wars would be things of the past; that the world
would no longer experience tension and insecurity; that
by now we would be in a position to welcome a
narrowing of the gap between the rich and poor countries;
that a significant part of humanity would be free from the
danger of dying of poverty and misery. However, these
things have not happened. The world is hostage to itself.
There is a plethora of new armed conflicts as a result of
hatred and racial, ethnic and religious intolerance; of the
denial of people’s right to self-determination; and even of
the unfathomable ambition of certain politicians to take
power by force or to attempt to thwart peoples’ sovereign
will to choose their own destinies.

The proliferation of armed conflicts is, to some
extent, a reflection of the absence of an international
security system under the aegis of the United Nations that
would be able to respond immediately and correctly to
potential conflicts. Despite instability in various areas of
the world, there has been a weak commitment to
establishing such a security system because of a lack of
political will on the part of certain members of the
international community. This indicates that the world is
still very far from achieving the long-desired peace and
development. Worse yet is the fact that certain entities of
international law approach the need for peace in the world
from a perspective of material and global strategic
interests — and at the expense of the universal human
values.

It weighs on our conscience to see that we still have
a long way to go to find solutions to situations of this
nature, and that the international community’s reactions
to similar situations of human suffering are not consistent.

These facts might lead us to believe that we are
dealing with a double standard and with measured
policies that are at variance with the spirit and letter of
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the Charter of the United Nations. The United Nations and
the international community as a whole have the political,
legal and moral duty to work a little harder, so that peoples
facing the scourge of the war will be able to achieve lasting
peace. The main objective of the United Nations can be
achieved worldwide, provided that there is coherence and
determination in the application of principles and decisions.

The global tolerance of impunity has been encouraging
the leaders of the rebel groups proliferating throughout the
world to carry out their terrorist and destructive campaigns,
the main victim of which is civil society. The differential
treatment accorded to identical situations of systematic and
massive violations of human rights and the war crimes that
are occurring in some areas of the world makes it
impossible for the international justice system to act with
the required effectiveness in dealing with some of the most
barbaric and bloodthirsty criminals that Africa has seen this
century. We are convinced that if the political and moral
power of the United Nations were exerted against all the
perpetrators of serious crimes, it would dishearten all those
who might be willing to resort to subversion and terrorism.
Thus the international community would be preventing the
emergence of new conflicts.

We are fully aware that States have the primary
responsibility for paving the way for the prevention of
conflicts. The implementation of democracy, which may
promote respect for human rights and the establishment of
neighbourly relations, may be able to contribute to
preventing the occurrence of conflicts. Indeed, many of the
current crises would not have lasted long if the States
involved in them had, in good faith, fully complied with
their international obligations as set forth in the Charter of
the United Nations and as established by regional
organizations. I refer in particular to the principle of
non-interference in the internal affairs of other States. For
this reason, the mechanisms for the fulfilment of such
international obligations by States should be further
reinforced.

The Government of the Republic of Angola commends
the work undertaken by the Secretary-General regarding the
reinforcement of the preventive diplomacy mechanisms.
However, the increase in the number of wars, particularly
since 1998, leads us to conclude that the efforts in this
regard still fall short of reaching the objectives. It is thus
necessary for us to strive to create the institutional capacity
for conflict prevention, including regional early-warning
mechanisms.

Regarding conflict resolution, Angola’s experiences
force us to stress that there is an urgent need to re-define
methods and strategies, mainly in the field of
peacekeeping operations. Other factors underlying the
limited success of some peacekeeping missions carried
out under the aegis of the United Nations are: the obvious
frailty of the verification systems of peace agreements;
the tendency to treat similarly the violator and the fulfiller
of these agreements; the overlooking of early signs that
suggest a lack of political will and ill-faith by one of the
sides; and the subsequent delayed application of coercive
measures.

As a member State of the international community
we need to rely on and have recourse to the United
Nations in its important role regarding the issues of
peacekeeping and security in the world. Angola will
continue to believe that, in order to establish peace in the
world, the United Nations role is of paramount
importance. We simply want to suggest that, given the
current international situation, this role should be played
in a more realistic and effective way, with a view to
living up to the expectations of people eager for peace
and to ensuring the credibility of our Organization.

I would like now to refer to the situation in Angola,
where five years have passed since the Lusaka Protocol
was signed between the Government and UNITA.
However, the main tasks involved in attaining a lasting
peace have not yet been achieved. In particular, UNITA
has not been completely disarmed and State authority has
not been restored in the illegally occupied areas. Rather,
the persistent refusal of the rebels to fully honour their
obligations and their preference for taking power by force
have plunged the country into a new era of violence.

Following this rejection of the people’s will, as
expressed at the polls during the 1992 general elections,
and the non-fulfilment of the provisions of the three peace
accords entered into with the Government — in 1989 in
Gbadolite, in the former Zaire; in 1991 in Portugal and in
1994 in Lusaka — Mr. Savimbi is still interested in
continuing his destabilization campaign. This includes
preventing the smooth running of the democratic
institutions; destroying cities, towns, villages,
infrastructure and public and private assets; and
mercilessly killing civilians. In this way he has been
condemning to misery, disease and famine all of the
people in Angola.

As a result of these actions, in addition to the
thousands of civilians who have already been killed,
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almost 3 million others have left their homes in search of
refuge in the Government-controlled areas. Those
communities require humanitarian assistance from the
international community. In the framework of the
implementation of the Lusaka Protocol, the Government
has, in good faith, undertaken all the tasks provided for it
in the peace accords, in spite of the fact that Savimbi and
his military wing have resumed the war. The Government
continues to ensure the functioning of the democratic
institutions resulting from the general elections, and UNITA
members are represented in the Government and the
parliament.

In the national armed forces, military troops, officials
and soldiers appointed by UNITA remain faithful to the
ideals of democracy and national accord. Only Mr. Savimbi
and a fairly reduced number of qualified personnel who
remain faithful to him are still interested in making war
with a view to taking power. All of Savimbi’s propaganda
of recent years has merely been playing for time and
anticipating that developments on the international scene
might come out in his favour. His false messages on
negotiations, allowing him time to prepare the ground for
new military adventures, are elements of that strategy.

Indeed, what remains to be done in the Angolan peace
process is to enforce what was negotiated in-depth at
Lusaka over an entire year, particularly the disarming of all
of Mr. Jonas Savimbi’s military forces and the restoration
of state administration throughout the national territory. The
Angolan Government has long waited for Savimbi to decide
to opt for peace. Angola is currently facing other political
and economic challenges that cannot be indefinitely
postponed as a result of the actions of a single power-
hungry individual who considers war to be the only way to
fulfil his personal plans. Furthermore, in rejecting
Savimbi’s posture, many UNITA militants and leaders have
distanced him from the party. These women and men are
working in good faith to consolidate the Angolan
democratic process.

Given Savimbi’s obstructionist behaviour, the Security
Council decided to impose global mandatory sanctions
against UNITA, including the prohibition of international
travel for top UNITA officials directly involved in the
Angola war project. In the same vein, and as a result of the
crimes that Savimbi has been committing against the
civilian population, the Organization of African Unity
(OAU) and the Southern African Development Community
(SADC) declared him a war criminal and thus an unreliable
stakeholder in the implementation of peace in Angola. The
Non-Aligned Movement, in its ministerial meeting of 23

September 1999 held here in New York, expressed its
strong support for the resolution adopted at the recent
OAU Summit, which deems Mr. Savimbi a war criminal
and requires that he be treated as such by the entire
international community. We trust that there is no further
doubt about the criminal nature of Mr. Savimbi or the
need for him to be held responsible internationally for his
crimes and actions.

The Angolan Government reiterates its ongoing
commitment to paving the way for a lasting peace and, to
that end, to making use of all the means at its disposal,
and undertakes to proceed with the process of national
reconciliation and social democratization. A clear
demonstration of its commitment is the fact that, despite
the war climate pervading the country, at no time
whatsoever has the Government denied the rights and
individual liberties of citizens or of national legal political
forces.

In the framework of the political reforms initiated in
1991, a new constitution is being prepared in a process in
which all political parties are participating. The new
constitutional text will reinforce the rule of law and
consolidate the type of society that we intend to establish
in Angola: an economically prosperous one under
democratic rule of law and a State of social justice. In the
economic context, the reforms will follow their course
with a view to reinforcing the creation of other conditions
for an effective market economy and of a more
favourable environment for foreign investment.

In order to meet these challenges, we call for the
support and solidarity of the international community,
particularly regarding the implementation of sanctions
imposed by the Security Council against UNITA, so that
Angola can more rapidly achieve peace and consolidate
and accelerate the economic reform process.

It is our sincere hope that the new initiatives of the
Security Council, proposed by Ambassador Robert
Fowler, Chairman of the Committee on Sanctions, as well
as the support already expressed by some Governments
and international institutions, may contribute significantly
to reinforcing sanctions, dismantling the illegal diamond-
trafficking network, which is subsidizing the war carried
out by Savimbi, and bringing its perpetrators before the
court.

In tandem with its efforts to implement peace, the
Angolan Government is also committed to implementing
social-impact economic programmes and to relaunching
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the basis for the resettlement of communities with a view
to economically rehabilitating the country. In this regard,
we wish to call upon all United Nations Member States to
support the draft resolution that Angola will submit to the
General Assembly on economic rehabilitation. In addition
to lending their support to the draft resolution, we call on
our partners particularly to participate in the economic
rehabilitation of Angola.

The disarming of anti-personal landmines is another
task that requires the ongoing involvement and support of
the international community. The Angolan Government will
remain engaged at the national, regional and international
levels in order to overcome that scourge. A clear
demonstration of this determination is the fact that we were
one of the first State parties to the Ottawa Convention on
the Prohibition of the Use, Stockpiling, Production and
Transfer of Anti-personnel Mines and on Their Destruction.

The security, stability and territorial integrity of
Angola and its neighbours depend on the stability of the
region. We are currently facing a dangerous increase of
destabilization which, if not controlled, may seriously affect
the development of that part of the continent. Angola will
continue to lend its support, under SADC, to the
implementation of peace in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo. The Ceasefire Agreement signed in Lusaka and its
complete fulfilment will pave the way for the return of
refugees and the initiation of dialogue between the
Congolese political forces, to which falls the responsibility
of deciding the destiny of their country. The United Nations
and the OAU are also called upon to play a crucial role in
the establishment of a lasting peace. It would be reasonable
for the invading countries to make a gesture by
withdrawing from Congolese territory and ceasing to
expand their occupation.

In the African Horn, Angola welcomes the acceptance
by the Governments of Ethiopia and Eritrea of the
Framework Agreement prepared by the OAU with a view
to settling the dispute between the two countries. We wish
to call upon both countries to demonstrate flexibility in
order to ensure that a peace agreement, taking into account
the interests of their peoples, can be celebrated.

With respect to Somalia, we call upon the international
community to support the efforts of the OAU to reconcile
the political and military factions and to establish an elected
Government so that the country can resume its place in the
community of nations.

In Western Sahara, the fulfilment of the Ceasefire
Agreement enabled the further development of the joint
efforts of the United Nations and the OAU leading to the
holding of a referendum. Angola expects the process to
be transparent and fair and that both parties shall accept
the verdict of the Sahraoui people.

Concerning East Timor, whose people is connected
to Angola by a shared language and a historical past of
struggle against Portuguese colonization, we were
disturbed by the acts of violence that followed the
announcement of the results of the popular consultation.
The decision of East Timor’s people in favour of self-
determination and independence should be respected. It is
now the United Nations responsibility to prepare an
enabling environment. In this regard, we strongly support
the dispatch of a United Nations international peace force.

As to the Middle East, Angola welcomes the
celebration of the Sharm el-Sheikh agreements between
Israel and the Palestinian Authority that have enabled the
peace process to be relaunched. It is our view that the
new agreements conform to the aspirations of the
respective peoples to living in peace and security.

The Government of the Republic of Angola and its
people are concerned about the difficult political,
economic and social situation of the Cuban people, which
has worsened under the ongoing economic embargo
imposed on their country. We hope that the matter will be
resolved through a constructive bilateral dialogue.

The latest international developments and the
challenges of the next millennium require that the United
Nations and its main bodies, particularly those dealing
with peace and security, economic development and the
administration of international justice, be adjusted to the
new situation.

Reform and an increase in the membership of the
Security Council will be crucial to making the
decision-making process more transparent. In this respect,
it is essential that all the regions of the world be
represented equally. Angola reaffirms the position of the
non-aligned countries on the reform of the Security
Council, as well as the common African position adopted
by the OAU.

Despite the progress achieved in some economies
and the disappearance of the signs of a new world
depression, the international economic situation continues
to be characterized by serious imbalances. The root
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causes of the difficult situation faced by some developing
countries include the unfair system governing international
economic, monetary and financial relations; the adoption of
protectionist measures; the unilateral nature of world trade;
and the worsening of the external debt, which has become
a heavy burden for the developing countries.

It is necessary to take concrete measures which may
lead to structural changes in international economic
relations and may contribute to the balance of the world
economy. To this end, there should be a serious and
transparent will in the North-South dialogue.

The President: I call on the Minister for Internal
Affairs of the Marshall Islands, His Excellency Mr. Hiroshi
Yamamura.

Mr. Yamamura (Marshall Islands): Mr. President, on
behalf of my delegation, I congratulate you on your election
to preside over the General Assembly at its fifty-fourth
session. I bring you warm greetings from His Excellency
President Imata Kabua of the Republic of the Marshall
Islands. He asks that I bring to the attention of the General
Assembly the various concerns that we wish to see
addressed this year.

As the Assembly knows, the Marshall Islands was
chosen for nuclear testing activities for the good of
mankind. It did not turn out to be so fortunate for many of
our people. The testing displaced many, and many were
affected by the contamination. The Marshall Islands
continues to be haunted by a legacy of nuclear testing and
the destruction that accompanied it. My own home island,
Utirik, was severely affected, and as I speak today we feel
that there has not been a full reckoning of this dreadful part
of our history. We have spoken about the medical effects,
the high costs of treating the victims and the costs of
rehabilitating the affected areas. A recent study has proved
that the thyroid cancer rate in the population alive at the
time of the testing is very high. We are experiencing the
effects of these ailments decades after the end of the tests.
The medical and social problems that were caused do not
seem likely to go away.

That being said, there are some positive developments
arising from our talks with our former Administering
Authority. Recent discussions have highlighted the need to
move forward with positive measures, and this is something
we fully support. The problems we face are, however, very
difficult, and the international expertise we require is
simply not forthcoming. We therefore reiterate the call we
made at the 1995 Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Review

Conference that such expertise for medical measures, as
well as scientific and technical assistance, must be made
available. We have sought to have the year 2000 Review
Conference fully reflect this concern. If these issues are
not addressed, it is our considered view that
non-proliferation and nuclear disarmament in general will
be a hollow achievement.

I am grateful, Mr. President, for the efficient manner
in which you conducted the proceedings of the twenty-
second special session. That session will serve as a
highlight among our achievements this year, and I hope
that it will usher in a new dawn of international
cooperation with the small island developing States.

The concerns that were raised at the special session
need not be repeated here. However, we must now look
at how to integrate these concerns into other work of the
United Nations in the field of sustainable development. It
would be counterproductive if the outcomes from last
week were not fully reflected in our other deliberations.
The full agenda before the Second Committee is
indicative of the continued concern with these issues. We
will seek to ensure full reflection of the special session at
the appropriate time. At the national level we will do our
part through the National Commission on sustainable
development. At the regional level we will cooperate with
the other organizations of the Pacific island countries.

The interlinkages between various conventions and
sustainable development efforts have always been clear to
my delegation. We are deeply concerned with climate
change and the devastating effect it may have on our
livelihood, culture, natural resources, the economy and
our very existence. Climate change is with us now. It
must be stressed that bad weather is not climate change.
However, the extreme events that have been observed in
recent years are indications of what is to be expected
from climate change. Climate change is the disease, and
what we are observing are the symptoms.

In the Pacific we have experienced a number of
severe weather events and changes to our normal climate.
Kiribati and the northern Cook Islands have become
wetter, while Fiji and Tonga have become drier. In Samoa
the difference between daytime and night-time
temperatures has decreased. The southern Cook Islands
and Tonga have also become warmer. The drought that
hit the Marshall Islands last year was so bad that
households could not get even two hours of fresh water
per week.
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For small island developing States it is not just a
question of waiting to see what the research will say. We
have to take action now. What happens to the small islands
will impact on the rest of the world sooner rather than later.
We also expect that the industrialized countries will take
precautionary measures. Anything less is an invitation to
the genocide of island peoples around the world.

The industrialized countries should urgently reduce
their emissions, and others should follow suit. We ourselves
are taking steps to limit our already very small emissions.
Part of our effort is to develop our renewable energy sector.
In this regard, I am pleased to inform the Assembly that the
Government has approved a solar energy policy. The first
stage will be a project to install solar panels on all the outer
island health centres and one of the high schools. With the
support of the United Nations Trust Fund for New and
Renewable Sources of Energy and the Government of Italy,
we hope to begin implementing this project very soon, as
well as the overall policy. The policy will assist us in
generating sustainable livelihoods in the outer island
communities.

The Marshall Islands was honoured to host the
Alliance of Small Island States workshop on climate change
this year, and we commend the outcome to all
Governments. We would like to express our appreciation to
Italy, Norway, the United States, Canada and Switzerland
for supporting the workshop and the United Nations Trust
Fund for providing the experts.

As the custodian of three-quarters of a million square
miles of ocean, the Marshall Islands is continuing its
endeavours to seek equitable solutions for the governance
of the oceans. We are cognizant that the activities that take
place in our neighbouring seas will have an effect on the
sustainable development of the marine resources within our
exclusive economic zone.

Unsustainable fishing practices such as the use of drift
nets and small mesh sizes must therefore be banned
forever. The Marshall Islands has been working together
with the Pacific island countries to develop a regional treaty
that would address implementation of fisheries conservation
and their sustainable management. Various aspects of
importance include the need for data collection, vessel
monitoring systems, and greater support for our patrol
boats. We also need to look at limiting the fleets permitted
to fish in our waters; this would also assist us in further
developing our domestic fleet.

My Government applauds the efforts of the Pacific
Forum, in particular the Permanent Representative of
Papua New Guinea who, in cooperation with the Rio
Group, has brought this matter forward. We will continue
to seek common-sense solutions to the vexing problems
that confront us in ocean matters.

The Ministry of Internal Affairs of the Marshall
Islands has responsibility for and is predominantly
focused on the social development and improvement in
the lives of our people in the outer island communities.
One such example is the solar power project I mentioned.
We are constantly engaged in seeking solutions to address
these concerns, one such event being national economic
and social summit. Through the outcome of that summit,
we are striving to bring about the partnerships that these
communities require for their economic and social
development. Many exciting new ideas have come
forward, especially for the development of agriculture,
fisheries and sustainable tourism. What is lacking is
concerted donor support, but we are hopeful that with
detailed and pragmatic proposals this situation will
change.

Earlier this year, at the Preparatory Committee for
the follow-up to the Copenhagen Social Summit, I
outlined some of the problems we face and the possible
solutions we proposed. Those ideas are still valid. My
delegation will continue to stress the need for support for
these efforts during this session and at the special session
on social development next year.

Women’s rights are a cornerstone of the Marshall
Islands Constitution. As a matrilineal society, we have a
cultural attachment to the promotion of the rights of all
people, but especially for the women of our society. We
have in place a unit in the Ministry of Internal Affairs to
assist in the implementation of our policy on women and
to address the achievements of women in our society. I
can inform the Assembly that a national caucus of women
was recently established to increase further their
involvement in the political decision-making process. My
delegation will actively participate in the preparatory
work for the special session on the implementation of the
Beijing Conference to be held next year.

Equally important to the Marshall Islands are human
rights in the general sense. We have tried to give practical
implementation to the ideals that we all hold dear. The
Marshall Islands Constitution defines respect for human
rights as the fundamental obligation of the Government.
It sets out the basic parameters for the holding of free
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elections, the right of free speech and thought, and the right
to economic and social development. We hold these
principles in high regard, and indeed we are currently in the
process of holding general elections to the Parliament and
to the local governments. The elections are free and fair,
and open to the most stringent oversight to ensure there is
no interference in the free choice of the people.

In line with our efforts to consolidate our democracy
and our free institutions, we are looking at the opportunities
in the various human rights instruments of the United
Nations. I hope to be able to report soon that we will
become party to the most important of these instruments,
even though I would contend that our Constitution already
gives full voice to these rights. In this regard, we were very
heartened to hear what the Secretary-General had to say on
the subject. We think that he pinpointed the real issue here:
that it is people who are the most important, that it is
adherence to human rights that we must safeguard. We will
support all efforts to see to it that new initiatives are given
proper consideration.

As a small but determined democracy, the Marshall
Islands supported the inclusion of the agenda item on the
need to examine the exceptional international situation
pertaining to the Republic of China on Taiwan and ensure
that the fundamental right of its 22 million people to
participate in the work and activities of the United Nations
is fully respected. We hope to achieve a resolution of this
matter in the near future. There is still a need for an ad hoc
committee to be established to examine the matter further.

The United Nations has come a long way on the path
to reform, which we all know is an ongoing process, never
a single event. My delegation congratulates the Secretary-
General for his outstanding efforts: he deserves our full
support and thanks. But the reforms so far made are in
jeopardy because of the continued non-payment of
contributions by certain Members. This is intolerable and
cannot continue: the support from Member States cannot
falter. We must all pay our dues on time, in full and
without conditions.

As part of this reform process, we too have noted the
anomalies in the regional groupings here at the United
Nations. We think it is high time to review this matter, as
Australia, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Fiji and
Samoa have all eloquently pointed out.

There is also a need to finalize the reform of the
Security Council. In this regard, I wish to thank the

delegation of Italy for its reasonable and logical
contribution to our debate on this matter.

We must also ensure that the United Nations
agencies are responsive to the special needs of the
developing countries. The Marshall Islands has benefited
to some extent from various United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP) projects. We feel that more can be
done, and we look forward to increasing our cooperation
with United Nations agencies, such as UNDP, the United
Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), the United Nations
Children's Fund (UNICEF) and the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
(UNESCO) and others.

In conclusion, Mr. President, you can count on the
full support and cooperation of the Marshall Islands
delegation to assist you in bringing our deliberations to a
fruitful conclusion.

The President: We have heard the last speaker in
the general debate for this meeting.

I shall now call on those representatives who wish
to speak in exercise of the right of reply.

May I remind members that statements in exercise
of the right of reply are limited to 10 minutes for the first
intervention and to five minutes for the second
intervention, and should be made by delegations from
their seats.

Mr. Wehbe (Syrian Arab Republic)(spoke in
Arabic): First, the Assembly has heard, not for the first
time, statements by the Israeli representative against
peace — statements based on the falsification of facts and
attempts to mislead the international community. The
statement by the Israeli representative yesterday was but
an expression of the policy of the previous Israeli
Government, a policy that we hope will not be pursued by
the new Government.

Secondly, the denial by the Israeli representative in
his statement yesterday of the message transmitted by
former Prime Minister Rabin to Syria in July 1994
through the United States, the sponsor of the peace
process, shows either that the representative is ignorant of
the existence of the message or that he has chosen
purposely to ignore it because of his enmity for peace.
That peace proceeds from relevant Security Council
resolutions, the principle of land for peace and the
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formula of full withdrawal in return for comprehensive
peace.

Thirdly, our intention now is not merely to rebut the
statement by the Israeli representative. It is primarily, as I
stated yesterday, to inform the international community,
which supports the achievement of a just, comprehensive
peace in the Middle East, of the developments on the
Syrian track during the peace talks under the mandate of
former Prime Minister Rabin.

The United States Secretary of State informed Syria at
that time — in July 1994 — of Rabin's agreement to
withdraw from the Golan Heights to the line of 4 June 1967
as an ineluctable commitment to proceed to a full treatment
of the remaining elements of a full peace agreement. It
must be stated in this context that President Hafez Al-Assad
had put two questions to the former Secretary of State of
the United States at the time, to ascertain the accuracy and
correctness of the substance of this Israeli commitment as
transmitted to Syria then.

The first question was: Does Rabin mean that Israeli
withdrawal from the Golan Heights will include all the
territories that were under Syrian sovereignty on 4 June
1967? The reply of the United States Secretary of State was
“Yes”. The second question put by President Assad was: Is
there any Israeli claim to any tract of land inside the 4 June
1967 line? The reply of the United States Secretary of State
was that there was no such claim.

Fourthly, the statement of the Syrian Arab Republic
made by Mr. Farouk Al-Shará, Foreign Minister of the
Syrian Arab Republic before this session of the Assembly
affirmed that the message does not in itself represent a
peace agreement. It is, however, a fundamental part of that
agreement, an agreement whose remaining parts that pertain
to normal peaceful relations and to security arrangements,
based on the principles and objectives set, with the
sponsorship and participation of the United States of
America, should be implemented.

Mr. Al-Shará also affirmed in his statement that Syria
did not wish to let this opportunity for peace be lost.
However, if it were indeed to be lost again, Israel alone
would bear the responsibility.

Mr. Larraín (Chile) (spoke in Spanish):I should like
to refer to the statement made this morning by the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Bolivia. I reiterate that there is no
territorial or border problem pending between Chile and
Bolivia. The borders between the two countries were

definitively established in 1904 by the treaty of peace and
friendship, which is still fully in force.

I should also recall that diplomatic relations between
our countries were unilaterally suspended by Bolivia over
two decades ago. Nevertheless, trade, investment, tourism
and bilateral cooperation mechanisms are running
smoothly. Chile is, as ever, willing to have a direct,
unconditional dialogue with Bolivia to continue forging
ahead with bilateral integration, for the further
development of both peoples.

Mr. Menkerios (Eritrea): It was bewildering to
listen to the Foreign Minister of Ethiopia as he described
his country as a victim of Eritrean aggression, a victim
which had no choice but to wage war in self-defence. It
is a case of the thief crying “Thief!” In fact, it is Ethiopia
which has systematically committed aggression against
Eritrea, and it is Eritrea which has since May 1997 been
defending its sovereignty and territorial integrity against
repeated Ethiopian aggression. Allow me to comment on
that and a few other charges that were made.

On the question of aggression, I do not want to go
into the details of the process, from the issuing of a new
official map that changed the borders and included large
chunks of Eritrean territory in Ethiopia to the systematic
step-by-step incursion into that territory by force, leading
to the eruption of the fighting. This has been documented
in the past, and we can distribute documents to that
effect. These are actual facts. I will simply say that the
series of incidents, or incursions, culminated on 6 May
1998, with Ethiopian troops cold-bloodedly murdering a
number of Eritrean officers and soldiers in the Badme
area.

On 13 May 1998, the Ethiopian Parliament officially
declared war on Eritrea. On 5 June 1998, the Addis
Ababa regime launched the first air strike against Eritrea's
capital city, Asmara, attacked Eritrea throughout the
common border and escalated what was a border skirmish
into a full-scale war. In a governmental statement issued
on 1 March 1999, entitled “Ethiopia is looking for a
lasting peace”, the Addis Ababa Government openly
admits that its agenda extends to overthrowing the
government of Asmara, which has become “a threat to the
region”.

The Ethiopian Minister declares that aggression must
not be rewarded. The Eritrean delegation could not agree
more. Aggression must, in fact, be severely punished.
However, it is neither Eritrea nor Ethiopia but the United
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Nations, the Organization of African Unity (OAU) and
other parties which must determine the commission of
aggression and the perpetrator of aggression. Paragraph 7
of the Framework Agreement is designed to do exactly that.
It recommends that

“In order to determine the origins of the conflict,
an investigation be carried out on the incidents of 6
May 1998 and on any other incident prior to that date
which could have contributed to a misunderstanding
between the two parties regarding their common
border, including the incidents of July-August 1997.”

Eritrea is committed to, and readily awaits, the
implementation of this and other relevant provisions.
Ethiopia would also contribute to the determination of
aggression by signing the technical arrangements.

Thirdly, the commitment to peace. It is well and good
for the Addis Ababa regime to make a thousand and one
claims about its commitment to a peaceful solution. It is
quite another matter to translate words into deeds. Actions
speak louder than words, and the Addis Ababa regime
needs to take one and only one action to authenticate its
commitment to peace: sign the technical arrangements and
accept the peace package that has been presented by the
OAU and which is supported by the United Nations and the
entire international community.

Turning to the issue of sovereignty over disputed
territory, Ethiopia, despite its claims to the contrary, has
rejected the OAU peace plan on the pretext that the
technical arrangements do not guarantee Ethiopia's
sovereignty in its own territories. In effect, it is seeking
iron-clad guarantees of sovereignty over the disputed
territories. This would be like a football team refusing to
play unless it is assured beforehand of victory. This would
be farcical were it not deadly serious.

The Framework Agreement, the modalities and the
OAU clarifications are crystal-clear on the matter. All three
documents affirm that they are not meant in any way to
question the sovereignty and authority of either of the two
parties over the whole of its territory, it being mutually
understood that the redeployment shall not prejudge the
final status of the territories concerned, which will be
determined at the end of the border delimitation and
demarcation process. This is what the proposal says.

In spite of this clear message by the OAU, the United
Nations and much of the international community, Ethiopia
is demanding to be awarded the territories. In effect, it is

demanding the amendment of the Framework Agreement
and the modalities which it had hitherto accepted. These
are not the words of a country which seeks peace. They
are the words of a country that is in search of pretexts to
commit further aggression.

Fifthly, with respect to the need for guarantees, it is
a matter of verifiable historical record that it should be
Eritrea, not Ethiopia, that should seek guarantees against
aggression. Eritrea has never, by word or by deed,
threatened or committed aggression against Ethiopia, nor
is it doing so today. The Eritrean delegation wishes to
inform the Assembly that Eritrea trusts the commitment
of the OAU and the United Nations as guarantors of the
peace, as provided for in the peace plan, which reads:

“The Organization of African Unity and the
United Nations will be the guarantors for the
scrupulous implementation of all the provisions of
the OAU Framework Agreement, the modalities for
the implementation of the Framework Agreement
and the technical arrangements for the
implementation of the Framework Agreement and its
modalities.”

Sixthly, with regard to peace and stability in the
region, it is again a matter of record that it is in fact
Ethiopia that has become the major destabilizing force in
the region. Its repeated invasions of Somalia with tanks,
armoured vehicles and heavy artillery, its occupation of
several towns and villages, and the murders and looting
and destruction of property it has perpetrated have been
verified by third-party observers. What is the truth? Ask
the Somalis. Their repeated violations of Kenyan
sovereignty under the pretext of hot pursuit of Oromo
Liberation Front (OLF) fighters is also a matter of public
record.

The next point is the historical role of the
international community. Throughout history, Ethiopia has
colluded and connived with colonial Powers in
determining the course of the history of the region. A
cursory glance at the colonial agreements in the Horn of
Africa will reveal that Ethiopia was a partner and
signatory of almost all of the colonial agreements on
Djibouti, Somaliland, the Sudan and Kenya. Eritrea's
forced federation with Ethiopia and its subsequent
annexation by Ethiopia in violation of the United Nations
resolution that arranged the federation, while the
international community looked the other way, are but a
few examples.
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Even now, it is Eritrea which has been forced by the
international community to make concession after
concession for the sake of peace. And Ethiopia complains?

Lastly, I will turn to the unwarranted attacks on the
State, Government and leadership of Eritrea. The vulgar
attacks on the Government and leadership of my country
are too contemptible to merit any serious response. Suffice
it to say that an ethnic minority regime that has been
accused of practicing ethnic apartheid by its own people
and whose prisons are filled with political prisoners; which
has been labeled an enemy of the free press; which has
systematically violated the human rights of not only
Eritreans and Ethiopians of Eritrean origin but also its own
people can hardly be considered as a candidate to give
lectures on democracy and human rights.

However, it provides insight into the nature of a
Government with which Eritrea and others in our region
and beyond have to deal with — and endure.

Mr. Yemer (Ethiopia): Aggression, unfortunately, is
a fact of international life. As long as there are aggressors,
there will be aggression. Now having listened to the
statement by the Foreign Minister of Eritrea this evening,
I find it interesting to discern some distinguishing
characteristics of aggressors, be they large or small.

In fact, this is intriguing, because they have displayed
the same characteristics throughout history. Large or small,
they share the same features.

There are several characteristics, and I will mention
them in order of importance. First, the most distinguishing
characteristic is that they play the victim while their
aggression continues. The statements made by the Foreign
Minister of Eritrea and by the representative who just spoke
are clear testimony to that fact. The second distinguishing
characteristic is that they are shrill, they make a lot of
noise — more than the victims. Hitler used to do it;
Mussolini used to do it. The victims are quiet, and the
aggressors are shrill. Thirdly, they misrepresent the actual
state of affairs — that is another characteristic of
aggressors. That is their device. They like to hoodwink the
international community.

Fourthly, they claim to be champions of peace — they
become converts overnight. That is another characteristic of
aggressors; in fact, that is the most common characteristic,
and the latest example is provided by Eritrea. Another
characteristic is that they lecture the rest of the world on
the virtues of peace; they are condescending and gratuitous.

Finally, and most regrettably, they underestimate the rest
of the world, to the point of insulting its intelligence.

Eritrea is a small aggressor. All the same, it displays
all the characteristics of aggressors. During the year and
a half of its aggression against Ethiopia it has been
showing all the characteristics of aggressors that I have
just enumerated, and more. It is calling for peace while its
invading army is sitting on Ethiopian land. It claims to
have accepted, very belatedly, the peace proposals of the
Organization of African Unity (OAU). In fact, these are
the very documents which it has been dismissing all
along — dismissing not in normal language or in a
civilized manner but with contempt and derision
addressed not only to the proposals but also to the
organization that is the author of the proposals. That is a
matter of record, and it is clear from their statements and
reactions to the various proposals made over the past year
and a half — before they converted to a peace-loving
State.

Why have they suddenly changed and come full
circle, so that now they are professing peaceful
intentions? Surely there has not been a change of heart,
since aggressors cannot undergo a metamorphosis — to
use a biological and scientific term — and become peace-
loving overnight. That would be contrary to their nature,
and Eritrea cannot be an exception to that rule. Rather,
the turning point came in February 1999, when Eritrea
was driven out of the biggest chunk of Ethiopian territory
that it had occupied by force. No organization or third
party has ever called upon Ethiopia to vacate or withdraw
from Eritrean territory, because we have never been there.
In fact, on the contrary, the OAU has always called for
Eritrean troops to be redeployed from Ethiopian territory.
No document exists calling upon us to withdraw from
Eritrean territory, because we never invaded Eritrea or
committed aggression against Eritrea.

When they say they left Ethiopian territory in the
interests of a peaceful resolution of the dispute, that is
where they underestimate the international community to
the point of insulting its intelligence, as I said. That is
outrageous. They claim they left not because they were
evicted, but in the interests of peace. That is an insult to
the OAU, never mind the rest of the international
community. Eritrea's current posture of peace is no more
than a veneer — it is a sham, which will be easily
exposed. A veneer is a thin layer; it is a superficial or
meretricious show; it is a gloss. Once the surface is
scratched, the real thing appears. It gives an attractive
surface appearance, concealing in particular defects of
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character, under a very superficial and specious
attractiveness.

The posture we see displayed by Eritrea is a veneer.
How do we scratch the veneer? We do so by revealing
Eritrea's current destabilizing conduct in the Horn, while it
is calling for peace with Ethiopia. Last week, the President
of a State in the Horn of Africa clearly expressed the
sincere belief that Eritrea would gain more as an equal
partner in the collective regional effort to fashion
comprehensive peace, augment development and address
the challenges of environmental degradation than it would
by pursuing a senseless and reckless policy of confrontation
and destabilization. We did not say that; the President of
the Republic of Djibouti said it from this very rostrum.
Djibouti was, and still is, one of the victims of Eritrea's
policy of destabilization.

The destabilizing conduct removes the veneer and
exposes the real Eritrea, as I have said. In the final
analysis, the question is one of trust — of trusting an
aggressor. Obviously, a victim such as Ethiopia, in
particular, cannot afford to trust the aggressor. Other States,
which are not victims, might trust aggressors. They can
afford to do so, because their land is not occupied. But we
have to ensure that, however shrill Eritrea's profession of
peace may be, no loophole remains that would allow the
aggressor to take advantage. All we are saying is that there
should be no departure from the basic — I repeat: the
basic — OAU document, namely, the framework
agreement. Eritrea's so-called acceptance of the framework
agreement cannot be rewarded by departures from the basic
document in subsequent implementing documents. No
incentives should be provided to the aggressors to accept
something which they should accept. Erosion of the
fundamental principles of the framework agreement would
be no less than appeasement.

Mr. Jordán-Pando (Bolivia) (spoke in Spanish): I
should like to refer to the comments made by the
Ambassador of Chile earlier today.

I was surprised that Chile exercised its right of
reply with reference to the comments made by the Foreign
Minister of Bolivia this morning, although I have no
objection to its doing so. Representatives have the text of
the statement of the Bolivian Foreign Minister and heard
him speak; they know, that his statement was constructive
and positive. Furthermore, it is consistent with Ambassador
Larraín's appeal for a dialogue without conditions. The
Foreign Minister of Bolivia said that Bolivia is determined
to call for a direct dialogue that would cover all issues

relating to our relations with Chile, without conditions. In
the past, it has been a condition of such a dialogue that
the issue of access to the sea should not be discussed.

Furthermore, later in his statement, the Foreign
Minister of Bolivia said:

“I trust that very soon we will define, with
Chancellor Valdés, the terms of that dialogue,
which, in my opinion, should encompass the
complete range of our relations and identify ways
for the economic, cultural and political cooperation
which will unite our nations”.(A/54/PV.20)

So I believe we are in agreement. I welcome that
agreement and believe that we must look forward to such
a dialogue and inform the international community that
these initial efforts will lead to a future dialogue between
the Foreign Ministries of Bolivia and Chile.

As to the other comment, that there are no pending
issues between us, we have been hearing it for 120 years;
and Bolivia has been responding for 120 years. But I will
not dwell on this, because I would then have to go in
detail into the 1904 treaty by which Bolivia became a
landlocked country. Let us look at positive elements and
leave that situation for future discussion.

On more than eight occasions there has been
dialogue with Chile, five of them in this century;
unfortunately, for many reasons that I need not go into
now, these talks have been unsuccessful. The fact that we
have attempted negotiations on five occasions means that
something is pending. But let us not get into a back-and-
forth about this; I merely wanted to cite the comments of
the representative of Chile and to note that they are in full
agreement with the statement made this morning by the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Bolivia on the need for
direct dialogue on all the various issues with Chile, which
will be defined by the Foreign Ministers of our two
countries, Mr. Javier Murillo of Bolivia and Mr. Juan
Gabriel Valdés of Chile.

Mr. Menkerios (Eritrea): I do not want to belabour
the point, but want only to say that war, whether waged
by fighting or by words, as it is here, is not going to get
us nearer to a peaceful resolution of a border conflict that
can and must be resolved peacefully. I think that what is
most important at the end of the day is that there is a
proposal that has been considered fair and just by the
Organization of African Unity (OAU), by the Security
Council and by the international community at large.
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Eritrea has made concessions, and it has accepted all these
proposals. We did not draft the proposals; the OAU, in
collaboration with the United Nations and the United States,
did so. We have accepted them as a basis for a peaceful
solution. It remains up to the Ethiopians to accept them,
rather than offering arguments about why they are not
accepting them now. Then we can go on and resolve this
peacefully.

If they reject them, they are not rejecting Eritrea’s
proposals, because Eritrea did not draft those proposals.
They are rejecting the proposals of the OAU and the whole
international community; they will have to deal with that.

Mr. Gold (Israel): I wish only to reiterate the
determination of the people of Israel to reach peace with all
of Israel’s neighbours, including peace with Syria. This is
a commonly held wish and hope of all the people of Israel,
to lead to a peace which will make Israel more secure
tomorrow, not less secure. But what is required right now
is to reiterate the clarification that I made yesterday in the
name of the Government of Israel: that no commitment was
provided in past negotiations to return specifically to a line
of 4 June 1967, and that the basis of negotiations, as is well
known by all States members of this body, is Security
Council resolution 242 (1967) and the subsequent Council

resolution 338 (1973). These have formed the basis of our
negotiations since the time of the Madrid peace process.

The notion that no commitment was provided during
1994 or 1993, when we had an earlier Israeli-Syrian
negotiation, is not only the policy that I stated just
yesterday, but has been documented by those who were
involved in those negotiations and who have written on
them since, including our head negotiator in 1994, Israel’s
then Ambassador to the United States, Itamar Rabinovich.

I think, rather than take selected portions of the
negotiating record and try and turn them into binding
agreements that never existed, that were never signed,
what it is necessary for the parties to do now to finally
put an end to the Arab-Israel conflict in the year ahead is
for Israel and Syria to meet face to face and settle these
issues once and for all. We should remember that during
those previous negotiations the parties were guided by a
principle: nothing is agreed until everything is agreed.
And if we sit together, face to face, the people of Israel
and the Government of Israel are determined to reach
peace with Syria, not in five years, not in three years, but
this year. So let us sit down and get the negotiations
under way.

Mr. Yemer (Ethiopia): The statement just made by
the representative of Eritrea does not impel me to say
anything new vis-à-vis what I said in my earlier
statement. I have said enough about Eritrea’s professions
of peace, its sudden change of heart, its 180-degree turn;
I have described Eritrea as an aggressor. I do not want to
belabour the point now.

I would like to say for the record, in response to his
statement, that I stand by every word of my previous
statement.

The meeting rose at 8 p.m.
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