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Mr. President,

It is a great



negotiations on climate change might be unfair and unjustified, but it is real, it creates a real
and corrosive effect on the entire understanding of what global governance is and what it can
achieve.

It is interesting that the authors ofthe mentioned WEF report described the reasons for the
alleged failure of global governance as a paradox with which the UN is very familiar: The
same conditions which make global governance crucial are making it also exceedingly
difficult: divergent interests, conflicting incentives, differing values and norms.

This is precisely the reality in which the UN has been operating since its inception. Global
governance is something expected to work without the existence of global government This
is a reality which makes the concept of global govemance fundamentally different from the
govemance exercised at the

opisitcalit



The UN should also be in the lead in conceptualizing the global vision on how the different
actors in this picture should cooperate with a view to achieving optimal results,

These tasks have been on the agenda for a long time now, A variety of



more creative cooperation with the other principal organs, in particular the three councils ­
Security Council, ECOSOC and Human Rights CounciL As the principal, the most inclusive
and transparent deliberative body ofthe United Nations, the General Assembly should be in a
position to guide the three councils and provide the general direction of their work.

The Economic and Social Council has been a subject of discussion and experiment for
decades. It is not difficult to understand the reasons why it cannot fulfill all the expectations
vested in it by the UN Charter. It is also understandable why the idea of periodic ministerial
meetings cannot produce the desired results. However, the changing global development
landscape calls for additional attempts. There is a need for an organized and systematic
interaction between the G 20, the repository of the global economic power, and the UN as the
source of global legitimacy. Why should ECOSOC not serve as the interface between the
two? And, on a separate though related note, why should ECOSOC not become the single
governing body of the UN funds and programs in the field of economic and social
development? In a single phrase - the Economic and Social Council could and should be
recalibrated. How much and how far remains a matter for debate.

And finally, the Human Rights Council needs to be reinforced. Since its relatively recent
inception the Human Rights Council has made significant efforts and produced an ambitious
agenda. It has developed much needed and promising instruments such as the Universal
Periodic Reviews. However, further investment in the Council is needed, in particular in its
dealings with those challenges to human rights resulting directly fiom the lack of economic
and social development. The right to development should be used as the conceptual
framework for the analysis of these challenges and for the formulation of specific policy
recommendations. The analytical capacity ofthe entire UN system should be put to the full
use of the Human Rights Council. There is room for improvement in its ability to have a
sttonger impact on the ground and to respond to situations of concern and emergency
situations more efficiently.

Mr. President,

I have outlined a few ideas which might help starting this thematic debate on the role of the
UN in global governance. It is obvious that the UN must improve in order to playto




