communication order has been relaced by the practical co-operation which characterizes the work of
the international program for the development of communication, in meeting the real needs of develop-
ing countries.

The essential outlines of the human rights, peace and disarmament program are still somewhat un-
focused, | admit. Agreement by the board on its main principles was difficult. Harder still was the task
of setting priorities for actions to give effect to these principles. More work is required in this area
before we can be certain that it will be a process that evolves so as to match Canadian interests and
correspond strictly to UNESCO’s mandate. For example, Canada agrees — although with some reserva-
tions — that program 13 might include a seminar to examine the contentious issue of the link between
human rights and the rights of peoples. This is a necessary step towards the proper understanding of
human rights in its individual and collective dimensions. The proposed meeting should take into account
the work done and the difficulties encountered on this issue by other UN bodies.

In further support of what | said earlier concerning the usefulness of UNESCO'’s activities, | want to
underline the importance Canada attaches to the organization’s endeavours in the fields of science,
of status of women, and of education.

Looking just at the major programs in the sphere of education — adult education, literacy programs,
democratization and improvement in basic education, equalization of access for girls and women,
education of the handicapped, and so on — Canada has participated actively in defining these programs,
and supports them with enthusiasm. | would like to mention in passing that Canada is a candidate to
the governing councils of the International Bureau of Education, the World Heritage Committee, and
the International Hydrologica! Program.

Canada also believes that reform means compressing and at the same time strengthening UNESCO’s
programs, not only to match its reduced financial circumstances but also to ensure its future vitality.
We understand that expenditure cuts may at first be seen to conflict with the aspirations of some
countries. However, the entire executive board has shown its desire to deal maturely with this conflict
by adopting a compromise solution and putting it forward in good faith. They believe that UNESCO
needs to work better and that it can be improved. Canada has an important stake in its proper func-
tioning and so we shared in the consensus.

As one speaker here has said: “‘this consensus was built on sacrifices on every side . ... We will not go
back . .. on our concessions because it is a matter of integrity.” Canada is of the same mind. Let me,
on behalf of Canada, say this: we will take pains to see that the compromise, adopted by consensus by
the executive board in Paris and expanded as necessary in Sofia, is protected in our debates here. The
compromise is not perfect. But one could not reasonably hope for more at a time when the process of
reform is scarcely under way.

Canada has worked hard to help bring UNESCO this far, to show that the test case can be won. If we
fail to maintain, indeed accelerate, the existing momentum for reform, the loss will not be confined to
UNESCO. The United Nations family as a whole will suffer. If we succeed, it augurs well for the future
of the multilateral system as a whole — and for continued international co-operation in all of UNESCO'’s
areas of expertise. The next few weeks will be exciting. | wish us all good luck.
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