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Il-Minuti tal-laqgħa Nru. 56 li saret fil-31 ta’ Awissu, 2005, kienu konfermati.

THE CHAIRMAN (Onor. Jason Azzopardi):  Qed inqiegħed fuq il-mejda tal-Kumitat 19-il riżoluzzjoni adottati mil-Parlament Ewropew bejn Jannar u Ġunju u l-5 u 7 ta' Lulju ta' din is-sena kif indikat hawn taħt għall-attenzjoni tal-membri:

European Parliament resolution on the recent tsunami disaster in the Indian Ocean [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0006] adottata fit-13 ta’ Jannar 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the Annual Report on Human Rights in the World 2004 and the EU’s policy on the matter [2004/2151 (INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0150] adottata fit-28 ta’ April 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the situation in Sudan [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0178] adottata fit-12 ta’ Mejju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on Burma [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0186] adottata fit-12 ta’ Mejju 2005; u

European Parliament resolution on the situation in Bolivia [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0241] adottata fid-9 ta’ Ġunju 2005.

European Parliament resolution on the amendment of the decision of 4 June 2003 on the adoption of the Statute for members of the European Parliament [2005/2124(INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0245] adottata fit-23 ta’ Ġunju 2005; u

European Parliament resolution on Security Research - The Next Steps [2004/2171(INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0259] adottata fit-23 ta’ Ġunju 2005.

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion of a Protocol amending the Agreement on Maritime Transport between the European Community and its Member States, of the one part, and the People's Republic of China, of the other part, to take account of the accession of the Czech Republic, the Republic of Estonia, the Republic of Cyprus, the Republic of Hungary, the Republic of Latvia, the Republic of Lithuania, the Republic of Malta, the Republic of Poland, the Republic of Slovenia, and the Slovak Republic to the European Union [(COM (2004)0864 - C6-0180/2005-2004/0290(CNS), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0262] adottata fil-5 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion by the European Community of the Agreement on the Conservation of African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds [(COM(2004)0531 - C6-0048/2005 - 2004/0181 (CNS), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0263] adottata fil-5 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the communication from the Commission to the Council and the European Parliament on Stimulating Technologies for Sustainable Development: An Environmental Technologies Action Plan for the European Union [(2004/2131 (INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0271] adottata fil-5 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the exploitation of children in developing countries, with a special focus on child labour [(2005/2004(INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0272] adottata fil-5 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the proposal for a Council decision amending, for the purposes of adapting to technical progress the Annex to Directive 2002/95/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on the restriction of the use of certain hazardous substances in electrical and electronic equipment [(COM(2005)0241), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0274] adottata fis-6 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion, on behalf of the European Community, of the UN-ECE Protocol on Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers [COM(2004)0635 - C6-0062/2005 - 2004/0232(CNS), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0285] adottata fis-6 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the Global Call to Action: Making Poverty History [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0289] adottata fis-6 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the political situation and the independence of the media in Belarus [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0295] adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion of an Agreement between the European Community and the Government of Canada on the processing of Advance Passenger Information (API)/Passenger Name Record (PNR) data [COM (2005) 0200 - C6-0184/2005 - 2005/0095(CNS), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0294] adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on relations between the EU, China and Taiwan and security in the Far East [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0297] adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2005;

European Parliament resolution on the impact of the lending activities of the European Community in developing countries [2004/2213(INI), P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0299] adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2005; u

European Parliament resolution on speeding up implementation of the EU action plan on Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade (FLEGT) [P6_TA-PROV (2005) 0300] adottata fis-7 ta’ Lulju 2005.

Preżentazzjoni minn 
Dr Michael Bartolo dwar 
The United Nations Summit September 2005 - Few results - But not Surprising!
THE CHAIRMAN : Ngħaddu mill-ewwel għall-item prinċipali tas-seduta tal-lum li hija preżentazzjoni minn Dr Michael Bartolo dwar is-summit tal-Ġnus Magħquda li nżamm ġimgħatejn ilu bit-tema "Few results but not surprising!"  

Dr Bartolo, nirringrazzjak talli ġentilment aċċettajt l-istedina tiegħi sabiex taġġornana fuq il-ġnus Magħquda u b'mod partikolari xi ħaġa topika ħafna li hu s-summit reċenti.  Without any further ado the floor is yours.  

DR MICHAEL BARTOLO:  Mr Chairman, Kofi Annan the Secretary General of the United Nations launched the speeches and statements of the World Summit by stating that the Member States of the United Nations had failed to achieve the profound reform the organisation needed on its 60th anniversary.
Address by the Secretary General to the 2005 World Summit, New York, 14 September 2005

Co-Presidents, Majesties, Distinguished Heads of State and Government, Excellencies, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Two years ago, speaking from this podium, I said that we stood at a fork in the road.  I did not mean that the United Nations, marking its sixtieth anniversary this year, was in existential crisis.  The Organization remains fully engaged in conflict resolution, peacekeeping, humanitarian assistance, defence of human rights, and development around the world. 

No, I meant that deep divisions among Member States, and the underperformance of our collective institutions, were preventing us from coming together to meet the threats we face and seize the opportunities before us.  The clear danger was that States of all kinds might increasingly resort to self-help, leading to a proliferation of ad hoc responses that would be divisive, destabilizing, and dangerous.  To help you, the Member States, chart a more hopeful course, I appointed the High-level Panel, and commissioned the Millennium Project.  Their reports set the agenda for reform.  Drawing on these reports and the early reactions of Member States, as well as my own conviction that our work must be based on respect for human rights, I put forward, six months ago, a balanced set of proposals for decisions at this Summit. 

Those proposals were ambitious.  But I believed they were necessary and given the era of peril and promise in which we live.  And I believed they were achievable, if the political will was there.  Since then, under the able leadership of President Ping, your representatives have been negotiating an outcome document for this Summit.  They have worked hard, right up to the last minute, and yesterday they produced the document that is now before you.  Even before they finished their work, this Summit served as a trigger for progress on critical issues.  In recent months, a Democracy Fund has been created, and a convention against nuclear terrorism has been finalized. 

Most important of all, an additional $50 billion a year has been unleashed to fight poverty by 2015.  The 0.7 target has gained new support; innovative sources of financing are now coming to fruition; and there has been progress on debt relief.  By your agreement on the outcome document, these achievements will be locked in.  And progress on development will be matched by commitments to good governance and national plans to achieve the Millennium Development Goals by 2015. 

Millions of lives, and the hopes of billions, rest on the implementation of these and other pledges to fight poverty, disease, illiteracy, inequality, and on development remaining at the centre of trade negotiations in the year ahead.  Your adoption of the outcome document will achieve vital breakthroughs in other areas as well. 

You will condemn terrorism in all its forms and manifestations, committed by whomever, wherever, for whatever purpose.  You will pledge to seek agreement on a comprehensive anti-terrorism convention in the coming year.  And you will signal your support for a strategy to make sure that we fight terrorism in a way that makes the international community stronger and terrorists weaker, not the other way around. 

For the first time, you will accept, clearly and unambiguously, that you have a collective responsibility to protect populations from genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing and crimes against humanity.  You will make clear your willingness to take timely and decisive collective action through the Security Council, when peaceful means prove inadequate and national authorities are manifestly failing to protect their own populations.  Excellencies, you will be pledged to act if another Rwanda looms. 

You will agree to establish a Peacebuilding Commission, backed by a support office and a fund.  This will mark a new level of strategic commitment to one of the most important contributions the United Nations makes to international peace and security.  You will also agree to create a standing police capacity for the United Nations peacekeeping operations. 

You will agree to double the budget of the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights and strengthen her office.  You will also agree that the failures of the Human Rights Commission must be remedied by establishing a new Human Rights Council, the details of which must now be worked out during the 60th  General Assembly. 

You will strengthen early humanitarian funding, to prevent hidden emergencies remaining forgotten - as we have seen happen too often, particularly in Africa.  And you will put in place a framework for a far-reaching Secretariat and management reform, which must be followed up and implemented.  An independent oversight committee and ethics office, on which I will be giving you more details in the near future, will help ensure accountability and integrity, while the review of old mandates, the overhaul of rules on budget and human resources, and one-time buy-out of staff, will help re-align the Secretariat to the priorities of the Organization in the 21st century. 

Taken together, this amounts to a far-reaching package of changes.  But let us be frank with each other, and with the peoples of the United Nations.  We have not yet achieved the sweeping and fundamental reform that I and many others believe is required.  Sharp differences, some of them substantive and legitimate, have played their part in preventing that. 

Our biggest challenge, and our biggest failing, is on nuclear non-proliferation and disarmament.  Twice this year - at the NPT review conference, and now at this Summit - we have allowed posturing to get in the way of results.  This is inexcusable.  Weapons of mass destruction pose a grave danger to us all, particularly in a world threatened by terrorists with global ambitions and no inhibitions.  We must pick up the pieces in order to renew negotiations on this vital issue, and we should support the efforts Norway has been making to find a basis for doing so. 

Likewise, Security Council reform has, for the moment, eluded us, even though everyone broadly agrees that it is long overdue.  The fact that you have not reached agreement on these and other issues does not render them any less urgent. 

So this package is a good start. On some issues, we have real breakthroughs.  On others, we have narrowed our differences and made progress.  On others again, we remain worryingly far apart. 

We must now turn to the next stages in the reform process. 

First, we must implement what has been agreed.  The coming session of the General Assembly will be one of its most important, and we must give our support to President Eliasson as he assumes his duties. We must get the Peacebuilding Commission and the Human Rights Council up and running, conclude a comprehensive convention on terrorism, and make sure the Democracy Fund starts working effectively.  And the coming years will test our resolve to halve poverty by 2015, to act if genocide looms again, and to improve our success rate in building peace in war-torn countries.  These are the tests that really matter. 

Second, we must keep working with determination on the tough issues on which progress is urgent but has not yet been achieved.  Because one thing has emerged clearly from this process on which we embarked two years ago: whatever our differences, in our interdependent world, we stand or fall together.  Whether our challenge is peacemaking, nation-building, democratization or responding to natural or man-made disasters, we have seen that even the strongest amongst us cannot succeed alone. 

At the same time, whether our task is fighting poverty, stemming the spread of disease, or saving innocent lives from mass murder, we have seen that we cannot succeed without the leadership of the strong, and the engagement of all.  And we have been reminded, again and again, that to ignore basic principles - of democracy, of human rights, of rule of law - for the sake of expediency, undermines confidence in our collective institutions, in building a world that is freer, fairer and safer for all. 

That is why a healthy, effective United Nations is so vital.  If properly utilized, it can be a unique marriage of power and principle, in the service of all the world’s peoples.  And that is why this reform process matters, and must continue.  No matter how frustrating things are, no matter how difficult agreement is, there is no escaping the fact that the challenges of our time must be met by action - and today, more than ever, action must be collective if it is to be effective. 

For my part, I am ready to work with you on the challenges that remain, on implementing what has been agreed, and on continuing to reform the culture and practice of the Secretariat.  We must restore confidence in the Organization’s integrity, impartiality, and ability to deliver - for the sake of our dedicated staff, and those vulnerable and needy people throughout the world who look to the United Nations for support.  It is for their sake, not yours or mine, that this reform agenda matters.  It is to save their lives, to protect their rights, to ensure their safety and freedom, that we simply must find effective collective responses to the challenges of our time. 

I urge you, as world leaders, individually and collectively, to keep working on this reform agenda - to have the patience to persevere, and the vision needed to forge a real consensus.  We must find what President Franklin Roosevelt once called “the courage to fulfil our responsibilities in an admittedly imperfect world”.  I am not sure we have done that yet.  But I believe all of us now understand that we need to do it.  Precisely because our world is imperfect, we need the United Nations.  Thank you very much. 

dr michael bartolo:  It comes as no surprise to anyone that the Summit failed to deliver in its two major objectives, namely the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) and UN reform.  One redeeming feature of the Summit, attended by 175 Kings and other Heads of States and Governments had to be the agreement on the responsibility to intervene to protect civilians against genocide, war crimes and ethnic cleansing, a subject referred to by Malta, as long ago as the 49th session of the General Assembly (30th September 1994) in the context of the Second Generation Trusteeship Council.  The Summit also supported stronger relationship between the UN and regional and sub-regional organisations pursuant to Chapter VIII of the UN Charter - it may be recalled that Malta initiated before 1975 such a relationship between the UN and CSCE – now OSCE - at Helsinki II.

On the MDGs there was a re-statement of the earlier goals, established five years ago.  In fact reference to the MDGs was made only after the US was persuaded to withdraw some of its 700 amendments it had submitted in the final days of the negotiations of the final outcome document, including those which proposed deletion of any reference at all to the MDGs.  In the end, however the issue remained rather fudged, and the document included the earlier established target of 0.7 per cent of GNP for Aid to be achieved by 2015.  The only new emphasis referred to better governance and transparency on the part of the recipients.

The Developing Countries supported by the EU and others wanted the rich Nations to commit to giving 0.7 per cent of their GNP per year in development aid. 

Africa featured in some of the modest positive results, especially a time-table to meet its needs by 2010, by building an international infrastructure consortium involving the African Union, ADB and the World Bank.  Selective debt relief, HIV/Aids and the goals of full and productive employment and decent work for all, received some importance in the final document.  

On UN reform, the interest shifted again to administrative reform of the Secretariat particularly, the oversight mechanism.  This came as no surprise since the UN and its Secretary-General were taken to task in the way the Oil for Food Programme was managed.  A Volcker Report on the mismanagement of the programme, and the fraud that resulted was issued only a few days before the Summit. 

The Secretary-General was requested to submit several reports to the General Assembly on conditions and measures to carry out his managerial responsibilities more effectively. The Office of Internal Oversight (OIOS) would be strengthened and the SG must submit proposals for the creation of an independent oversight advisory committee.  He was also asked to conduct an independent external evaluation of the UN and the Agencies’ auditing and oversight systems.  All resolutions by the General Assembly and related organs, five years or older will be reviewed by 2006 for continued relevance.

The Summit failed, as we heard the Secretary-General say, in other important reforms that would have made the UN more relevant and able to respond to the priorities and dangers in the World.  Since we met last - in May - there were many efforts to reform the Security Council.  Some of the ideas we discussed here were re-visited but no break-through even came close.  As a result reform of the Security Council was postponed.  The proposal to create the Human Rights Council was delayed and it was bounced back to the General Assembly to conduct negotiations as soon as possible.

There was a consensus language on the Peace-Building Commission, including the creation within the Secretariat of a small peace-building support office, which should begin its work not later than 31st December 2005.  In spite of this, some crucial details, like its control remained unresolved.  There was nothing much new on ECOSOC.

Issues on Disarmament and non-proliferation were doomed by the reluctance of the G-77 and China to discuss them and they managed to delete them from the final document.  The Summit agreed to condemn terrorism but failed to agree on a definition.  There was a glaring lack of agreement on trade and climate change.

This is our fourth meeting on the United Nations and its reform and therefore the outcome of the Summit should not come to us as a surprise.  During our first meeting you may recall that it was concluded that the United Nations can only do what its member states want it to do.  It was also pointed out that reform in the Organisation was as old as the UN itself.  The UN Security Council was highlighted as crucial for any reform of the UN and was concluded that Henry Spaak’s ‘missing element’ from the League of Nations continued to be the ‘missing element’ from the United Nations.

During our second meeting we discussed reform of the UN in more detail in the context of the report of the High Level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change – A United Nations for a More Secure World.  As you may recall the report made 101 recommendations and we agreed that there was something for every one in the report and there was the danger that Member States would only choose what was convenient for them and would ignore the rest.  This is exactly what happened; for example the US insisted on the administrative reform of the Secretariat and did not want to touch the reform of the Security Council or highlight the MDGs.  The G-77 and China were not in the mood to define terrorism and talk about disarmament and non-proliferation, and wanted to talk only of Aid and the other recommendations affecting the poor.  The EU, who had a good record on Aid targets wanted to stress the importance of Aid and the MDGs in this respect.   

In our third meeting, last May, the main topic of our discussion was the Secretary-General’s own report, In Larger Freedom: Towards Development, Security and Human Rights for All, and it was suggested that it would not be enough during the Summit for members to only re-iterate their commitment to the MDGs. 
The presentation entitled “The United Nations – The Final Countdown” tried to analyse the strategies and the preparations for the Summit and dared to predict that the final countdown would, yet again, be aborted.  The Oil for Food scandal and other last minute developments (e.g. Bolton’s appointment to the UN) were given as enough distractions to de-rail the whole process.

Some of the reactions of the International Media are interesting to note.  The BBC News on 16 September 2005 commented

“World Press downbeat on UN Summit”.  

The CNN said on the UN Summit on 15 September 2005:

“Intense talk but no deal”.  

The Financial Times of 15 September 2005 in its editorial stated:

“Summit fails to grasp historic opportunity”. 

The paper continued to state that this was the beginning of the end for the UN, unless Governments are serious on building on the few blocks that were erected at the Summit.

The International Herald Tribune of 15 September 2005 in its editorial stated:

“Squandered opportunity at the United Nations”.

The paper blamed mainly the US for the failure.

The Economist of 15 September 2005:

“The document, is naturally, full of fudges and omissions.  But it is better than nothing.”

Associated Press – 15 September 2005

“…….richer countries have failed to meet commitments to forgive the debts of poor nations and to lower trade barriers to their goods.”

Reuters – 15 September 2005

“Human rights, anti-poverty and other advocacy groups expressed disappointment at the outcome.”

Tribune de Geneve of 14 September 2005 reported:

“L’organisation sauve face en adoptant une reforme ‘light’” (The Organisation saves face by adopting ‘light’ reform).

Le Monde on 14 September 2005:

“The Americans don’t want the UN to die.  They want an organisation that does not bother them – the status quo suits them fine”. 

What now for the future of the UN?  It now appears more clear than ever that the US wants a limited United Nations.  As Quentin Peel wrote in the Financial Times of 8 September 2005,

“Instead of getting involved in the negotiations to get the best possible package, Washington has gone on sniping from the sidelines”. 

A quasi official position in an editorial opinion in the Herald Tribune of 13 September 2005, on the eve of the UN Summit, by Newt Gingrich just about confirmed Mr. Peel’s view.  He wrote that: 

“A limited UN is best for America”. 

Newt Gingrich, a former speaker of the US House of Representatives together with George Mitchell (a former leader of the Senate) recently co-chaired a congressional task force on UN reform.  Mr. Gingrich mixed no words when he stated that:

“The UN must be a fundamentally limited institution because it has no democratic accountability but has at times pretensions of asserting legitimacy akin to that of a democratic nation state.  For example large international meetings sponsored by the UN often aim to create new systems of “law” and new “norms” of international behaviour under the guise of “global governance”.  These present a direct threat to American sovereignty and our system of constitutional liberty and therefore must be rejected”.

He went on to declare that the US wants the limited UN to be also honest and effective.  Finally he stated that UN reform is going to take time and will require an ongoing effort by Congress, the President and a coalition of genuine democracies. 

This same view was echoed by the new Ambassador of the United States to the UN Mr. Bolton who snapped during the negotiations of the document that:  

“UN reform is not a one night stand but is forever”.

The UN is made up of 191 Member States, but the views of the US continue to be crucial since it pays over 20 per cent of the UN’s Regular Budget and moreover continues to be economically, militarily and politically the most powerful country in the World. 

No one can consider a United Nations without the US.  Therefore, unfortunately, the reality is that a United Nations with the US as member will have to be a United Nations as dictated more or less by the United States.  A limited United Nations that is honest and efficient.  This is all that one can expect in the near future.  So it is unrealistic to look forward to any meaningful reform of the organisation along the lines proposed by the Secretary-General and others who yearn for an organisation to reflect the present geo-political realities rather than the situation of the world 60 years ago.

THE CHAIRMAN:  Mill-ġdid prosit u grazzi Dr Bartolo.  Il-konklużjoni tiegħek hija waħda realistika, però hija wkoll pessimista u gloomy.  Naqbel miegħek li diment u sakemm hemm pajjiż li jikkontribwixxi 'l fuq minn 20% tal-budget tal-ġnus Magħquda il-clout u l-leverage ta’ dak il-pajjiż huwa sproporzjonat.

Xtaqt nistaqsik, il-fatt li lejliet li nfetaħ is-summit l-iStati Uniti ppreżentat xejn inqas minn 700 emenda għal dokument li kellu jiġi diskuss, taqbilx miegħi li kien eżerċizzju diplomatiku sottili ta' filibustering biex l-istati Uniti tiżgura li l-għanijiet tas-summit tal-Ġnus Magħquda ma jintlaħqux.  

It-tieni domanda li xtaqt nagħmillek hija dwar is-suġġett tat-terroriżmu.  Kif għedt tajjeb inti dan is-summit iddiskuta l-konvenzjoni kontra t-terroriżmu li għandha tiġi mlaqqa’ iktar tard din is-sena.  Madwar tliet ġimgħat ilu kien hemm editorjal fil-"Financial Times" fejn il-Prim Ministru Ingliż Tony Blair ġie kkritikat għal fatt li deher wisq entużjast li jkun hemm qbil fuq il-ġlieda kontra t-terroriżmu meta ma kienx hemm qbil fuq id-definizzjoni tat-terroriżmu.  Allura ntlaħaq qbil tat-triq tan-nofs li jkun hemm qbil bejn il-pajjiżi kontra l-finanzjament ta’ l-attività terroristika però again begging the question ta’ x’inhu att terroristiku għax one man's freedom fighter is another man's terrorist.  X'inhuma l-kummenti tiegħek fuq dan is-suġġett?  

DR MICHAEL BARTOLO:  Fuq is-700 emenda naqbel miegħek li huwa ftit iktar minn filibustering għar-raġuni li kif kulħadd jaf, meta r-rapport kien qed jiġi nnegozjat ma kienx hemm l-Ambaxxatur Amerikan fin-negozjati.  Skond informazzjoni li ħarġet mill-press is-700 emenda kienu a strategic move biex l-ewwelnett ineħħu r-riferenzi kollha to the MDGs għax kieku l-MDGs baqgħu kif kienu fl-original report there was a strong recommitment li l-Amerikani ma ridux.  L-istrateġija li tagħmel 700 emenda hija li forsi tirtira ħafna minnhom u jħallu ftit li they water down the question of the recommitment to the MDGs u spiċċaw li l-MDGs issemmgħu imma l-commitments ta' qabel u s-summit m'għamilx a recommitment for these 0.7%.  

Rigward it-terroriżmu naqbel miegħek.  Naħseb li ma nistax inżid iżjed.  L-enfasi kienet fuq financing u d-definition baqgħet very vague.  As far as I am concerned, ma kien hemm xejn ġdid, id-definition kienet fudged kif qalet "The Financial Times."  

The CHAIRMAN:  Grazzi.  L-Onor. Leo Brincat.

ONOR. LEO BRINCAT:  Mr Chairman, bil-permess tiegħek għandi erba’ mistoqsijiet.  Issemma’ l-Volcker Report li fil-fatt ġie ppubblikat kważi lejliet is-summit.  Dan ir-rapport kien skedat li jiġi ppubblikat dakinhar jew il-pubblikazzjoni tiegħu kien tħalliet għad-diskrezzjoni ta’ volcker innifsu?  

Inti użajt lingwaġġ forsi diplomatiku ħafna meta għedt li r-riforma tas-security council ġiet postponed.  Meta qed tgħid postponed jiġifieri qed tara xi tama li tista’ terġa’ titqajjem mill-ġdid?  qed ngħid hekk għax min-naħa jidher li qisha tpoġġiet fil-friża u min-naħa l-oħra nafu li all along l-Amerika kienet qed issostni ħafna l-kandidatura Ġappuniża għal post fuq is-security council.  Kif tara l-iżvilupp ta’ din ‘l hekk imsejħa riforma prospettiva tas-security council?  

Għedt ukoll li l-human rights council tħalla għal general assembly u wżajt il-kliem as soon as possible.  Kemm taraha feasible fil-prattika din?  U tara xi xaqq dawl f’dan ir-rigward?  

L-aħħar mistoqsija u forsi se nistaqsik xi ħaġa soġġettiva imma nixtieq l-opinjoni personali tiegħek.  Inti fil-konklużjoni ikkwotajt lil Gingrich fejn dan qal li l-UN reform apparti li se tieħu ż-żmien se jkollha bżonn an ongoing effort mill-kungress, mill-presidenza u minn koalizzjoni ta’ ‘l hekk imsejħin genuine democracies.  Fl-opinjoni strettament personali tiegħek tara li din it-tip ta’ riforma sseħħ taħt il-presidenza preżenti Amerikana?  

DR MICHAEL BARTOLO:  Il-Volcker Report eżattament huwa r-raba’ rapport.  Jiġifieri Volcker ilu madwar xi disa’ xhur joħroġ rapporti piecemeal.  L-ewwel rapport li ħareġ kien bomba fejn qal li kien hemm fraud, imbagħad kien hemm madwar żewġ rapporti oħra fejn he pinpointed the fraud.  Ir-rapport ta’ qabel – the fourth report – semma’ n-nies mis-segretarjat fejn tnejn minnhom ġew indicted u - kif fhimtu jien - was a kind of follow up iktar fuq il-firms.  Safejn naf jien se jkun hemm a final concluding report in the near future.  Nibża’ li f'dak ir-rapport forsi jista’ joħroġ xi ħaġa that would be a surprise on the administration of the UN imma the fourth report was a face cut off.  Ma naħsibx li kien intenzjonant li joħroġ three or four days qabel is-summit.  

Dwar is-security council.  You are right l-Amerikani ssapportjaw lill-Ġappuniżi imma in the meantime kien hemm iżjed rapporti u fl-aħħar meeting-  kemm inti kif ukoll l-Onor. Vella - rreferejtu għal xi formulas tas-Security Council.  Fl-opinjoni tiegħi naħseb li meta l-Amerikani raw li tliet ġimgħat qabel is-summit iċ-Ċiniżi ħarġu b'rapport li ma kienux issapportjaw lill-Ġappun, naħseb li the best alternative għalihom kienet li ma jagħmlu xejn fuq is-security council.  

Il-kelma “postponed” mhux tiegħi, mingħalija s-secretary general semmiha fl-ispeech u naħseb li kienet ukoll fis-summit.  Il-kelma “postponed” inti tifhem ħaġa u jiena nifhem oħra imma naħseb li t-tnejn naqblu li “postponed” forsi m'hijiex il-kelma eżatta.  Jien ma naħsibx li l-kwestjoni tas-security council se terġa’ tiġi daqshekk malajr.

Il-Human Rights Council kważi mhux ħażin daqs is-security council imma ma rridx inkun pessimist imma naħseb li kont naf li se jkun hemm dak il-kumment.  Għal dik ir-raġuni qassamtilkom dik in-newspaper extract.  Fil-fatt ġiet ippubblikata l-bieraħ u hemm il-kummenti ta’ two outstanding personalities, the former President of Ireland, Mary Robinson li kienet Head of Human Rights u ta’ Nader Mousavizadeh li kien jaħdem fit-38th floor ma’ Kofi Annan.  That is pessimism and more or less I cannot say that they are not right.  Naħseb li the Human Rights Council will also be shelved għax min se jkun jagħmel parti mill-membership tal-Human Rights Council?  Ħafna mid-developing countries iridu lill general assembly għax hemmhekk għandhom il-vot.  Biex ma nibqgħux insemmu pajjiż wieħed, xi pajjiżi żviluppati jridu lis-security council allura naħseb li din id-darba mhux se tkun faċli għal General Assembly biex isolvuha.  

Rigward Gingrich.  Naħseb l-appointment ta’ ambaxxatur li għandu reputazzjoni li mhuwiex kontra l-UN huwa sinjal li l-president irid riforma.  Forsi dan l-Ambaxxatur mhuwiex kontra l-UN.  Għax jekk jien għandi f'moħħi kif irridha li tkun il-UN u mhux kif tridha int, ma nistax ngħid li jekk jiena se nikkritika l-UN m’iniex qed nikkritika l-UN li rrid jien jew il-UN li trid int.  Naħseb li fil-każ ta' Bolton dan irid li l-UN ma tinbidilx ħafna minn kif inhi issa.  

THE CHAIRMAN:  L-onor. Vella.

ONOR. GEORGE VELLA:  Mr Chairman, kieku ma kienux dawn il-conclusions ta’ Dr Bartolo naħseb li ma kontx nitkellem f’dan is-sens għax tiġi labelled anti-American.  Naħseb li l-iktar ħaġa li hemm telling hu f'dak li qalet Le Monde meta qalet:

"The Americans don’t want the UN to die.  They want an organisation that does not bother them - the status quo suits them.”  

Din hija xi ħaġa li ilna naraw żmien twil, però nerġa’ ngħid wieħed joqgħod kawt kif jitkellem għax ma jridx li jiġi labelled anti-American.  Il-fatti huma fatti u naħseb li l-iktar ħaġa interessanti u umana kienet dak li qalet Mary robinson f'dan l-artiklu u nikkwota: 

"…As the leaders headed home, the world's desperate poor were left largely where they had been at the beginning of the week." 

Jiġifieri fl-opinjoni tiegħi qegħdin nitilfu l-iskop tal-UN.  Dan sar sempliċiment a big talking shop, bla saħħa u mhux kapaċi jikkontrolla x’se jiġri fid-dinja u lanqas jiċċensura lil min imur kontra r-regolamenti tiegħu jew jaqbżu, kif ġara fil-kwestjoni ta’ l-Iraq.  Dan qed ngħidu mhux biex inkun negattiv fuq il-UN però tant ilna nisimgħu fuq dan il-format.  Għax it has been going on for the last 20 years u l-format li twieledet fiha wara l-gwerra m’għadux japplika għas-sena 2000 let alone għas-sena 2010, 2015, 2020.  

Filwaqt li l-kummissjoni li ppreparat ir-rapport tal-High Level Panel fuq Stress Challenges and Change, kienet qed turi ħafna affarijiet li setgħu kienu promettenti għall-aspetti kollha tal-ħajja ċivilizzata f’din id-dinja - anke il-ħajja demokratika - il-fatt li bagħtu persuna bħall-Ambaxxatur Bolton - li jien ma ngħidx kif qal sieħbi li kienet subtle għax ma kienet subtle xejn - din kienet ċara kif jagħmel ħafna drabi Pannella fil-Parlament Ewropew li jieħu tliet faċċati ta’ riżoluzzjoni u jagħmel 1,200 emenda fihom.  Just to kill it.  U l-ammont ta’ amendments li għamel Bolton mhux għaliex l-Istati Uniti jemmnu fihom.  Dawn la jemmnu f’Kyoto, la jemmnu f’li jkun hemm kontroll tas-security council, hemm ħafna affarijiet li qalu ċar u tond li ma jridux lanqas bl-International Court of Justice.
Jiġifieri aħna qegħdin nitkellmu fuq pajjiż li llum il-ġurnata - u dan ngħidu b’rispett għaliex dan għandu s-sabiħ, it-tajjeb u l-pożittiv tiegħu - f’dawn l-aspetti qed jgħid hands off, ħalluni nagħmel jien.  U ovvjament ma jridx xkiel tas-security council jew tal-General Assembly.  Jiġifieri jekk taraha minn dan l-att negattiv, tgħidli x’se jiġri?  Ngħidlek ma nafx.  Għaliex irid ikun hemm xi ħadd li kapaċi jarmi minn fuqu dan is-sens ta’ global cop, li jikkmanda u jara l-affarijiet hu biss, u li jħallu kollox f’idejh.  U mbagħad meta nqala’ dak kollu li nqala’ ġewwa New Orleans, sibna kemm internament hemm mankanzi u kemm in-nies ta’ hemmhekk li huma imsieken the lowest of the low spiċċaw kważi minsijin.  Imma ma nitkellmux fuq hekk għax dak huwa aspett differenti. 

Rigward l-aspett internazzjonali għalija huwa perikoluż għaliex il-mument li jkollok potenza ekonomika għada pitgħada - u din hija undeniable - l-istorja dejjem uriet li potenza ekonomika bilfors eventwalment, isir potenza militari u potenza ta’ ċertu saħħa bħalma hija ċ-Ċina.  Għada pitgħada mhux aħna imma forsi uliedna irridu naraw stand-off bejn l-Amerika u ċ-Ċina.  Għaliex xi ħadd se jiġġieled għad-dritt li jikkmanda d-dinja, u jekk llum qed jikkmandaw l-Amerikani, għada pitgħada jkun hemm xi ħaddieħor li jipprova jikkmanda.

Jekk mhux se jkollok an international body - li kien ideat wara d-dwejjaq tal-gwerra, u wara l-flaġell li d-dinja għaddiet minnu fi snin erbgħin - li pprova jgħid isma’, hawn se jkollna mezz kif nistgħu nikkontrollaw l-affarijiet.  Jekk illum we shot it down waqt li qegħdin naraw li anke l-fatt li kważi rdoppja n-numru ta’ nazzjonijiet indipendenti li jipparteċipaw fih, il-general assembly qiegħda hemmhekk.  It’s a one big talking shop.  

Jien fil-Ġnus Magħquda kelli esperjenza antipatika.  Darba mort u indirizzajt lil assemblea u you might as well do it from home fuq big screen għaliex tant hija impersonali, cold, la reazzjoni, qisek mort qrajt il-biċċa li ridt taqra, tidħol min-naħa u tibqa’ sejjer id-dar.  Jiġifieri m’għandek assolutament xejn.  It’s one big talking shop.  Jekk kemm-il darba mhux x’se jkun hemm xi ħadd li jgħid li din trid tinbidel.  Kif?  I don’t know u ħadd m’għandu s-soluzzjoni.  Mhux billi tbiddel il-membri tas-security council, għaliex anke jekk trid tagħmel riforma fl-assemblea trid tiġi approvata mis-security council.  U jekk is-security council ma jaqbilx magħha, ma ssir qatt.  Mela dan tawtoloġiku, jibqa’ għaddej, iddur, iddur jorbot fuq min għandu l-veto f’dan l-imbierek security council.  It is flawed.  Minnha nfisha kkundannata.  

Jien ma nara xejn ħlief l-iżmantellament komplet tal-United Nations u l-bini mill-ġdid ta’ sistema differenti li trid tinkorpora ġo fiha regolamenti ġodda li jappartjenu għas-sena li qegħdin fiha llum il-ġurnata, milli ta’ l-1945.  Il-bqija se nibqgħu fejn aħna, flus mormija, korruzzjoni bħalma smajna u nepotiżmu li ilu ż-żmien jissemma fil-United Nations fejn terz min-nies impjegati hemmhekk qegħdin għal xejn u daħlu sempliċement għax kien hemm min impjegahom.  

Sa ċertu punt meta l-Amerika ddeċidiet li ma tħallasx il-miżata tagħha għal żmien twil kellha biċċa raġun.  Però mbagħad għandek ukoll l-istess pajjiż, li bis-saħħa kollha jikkmanda kważi min ikun qiegħed segretarju ġenerali u jikkmandaha x’tagħmel, imma jekk ma jogħġbux jaqbiżha.  Jiġifieri things are not what they should be.  
THE CHAIRMAN:  Ma tistax ma taqbilx miegħek.   

ONOR. GEORGE VELLA:  Dan qed ngħidu bir-rispett lejn kulħadd għax dan mhux qed ngħidu to despite the United States.  Setgħet qed tagħmlu r-Russja u ngħid l-istess ħaġa.  Dan bħalma għedna meta l-Istati Uniti qabżet lis-security council u għamlet dak li kellha tagħmel.  Ngħidu isma’, where is the rule of law?  Jekk kemm-il darba r-Russja jagħmlu l-istess li jagħmlu fiċ-Chechnya nistgħu nikkundannawhom?  Jekk iċ-Ċina tagħmel l-istess fuq t-Taiwan, nistgħu nikkundannawha b’dik il-miżura?  Issa ħalliha jekk kenitx tajba jew ħażina, mhux tgħid jekk għandhomx dritt iċ-Ċeċeni, mhux tgħid li t-Taiwan għandu dritt li jitlaq miċ-Ċina, f’dan l-istadju mhux se nidħol f’dak l-argument.

Però kif nista’ jien imbagħad dak li għamel wieħed ngħidu u jekk jagħmlu l-ieħor ma jkunx tajjeb?  Dan l-argument li rridu nagħmlu b’mod spassjonat.  Mhux kemm inħobbu l-Amerika jew ma nħobbux l-Amerika.  L-Amerika nħobbuha u nobogħduha fl-istess ħin, for its good u tobgħodha għal dak li hu ħażin, bħalma jagħmel kull pajjiż ieħor.  

DR. MICHAEL BARTOLO:  Naqbel miegħek hundred per cent. 

THE CHAIRMAN:  Jekk m’hawnx iktar kummenti jew rimarki, nirringrazzjak ħafna Dr. Bartolo.  Much food for thought u sakemm nerġgħu niltaqgħu filwaqt li nawguralek bon lavoro minn qalbi ngħidlek grazzi u prosit.

DR.  MICHAEL BARTOLO:  Thank you.

Fit-8.00 p.m. il-Kumitat aġġorna għal data li kellha tiġi komunikata aktar tard.
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