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Thank you Madam Co-Facilitator, 

Let me start by thanking both of you and your teams for the new draft of the modalities 
resolution.  

We believe that the new draft brings us much closer to an agreement on modalities and we do 
hope that we would be able to complete this process soon.  

We thank Ambassador Donoghue for the initial clarifications that he offered at the beginning 
of this meeting. 

Madam Co-Facilitator, 

On the logistics side, we can broadly go along with the main part of the resolution in this draft.  

We support the comments made by several delegations earlier this morning. We do appreciate 
your difficulties in crafting an inclusive programme within a very short time available for this 
meeting.  

On this issue of the opening ceremony and the revised list of speakers in it, we are sympathetic 
to the comments made by some delegations. It does seem a bit odd to leave out the 
representatives of the international organizations which are on the forefront of addressing 
these challenges.   

Perhaps one way to include them would be to give them a speaking slot in the plenary sessions 
so that the length of the Opening Ceremony could be kept short.  

We also take note of your suggestion and clarification regarding plenary sessions of equal 
status. We would like to note that the venue of the plenary sessions is a part of this status. This 
is the understanding which you were also perhaps trying to convey and we have taken a note 
of that.  

Madam Co-Facilitator, 

On paragraph 9, we concur with others who have said that the phrase “to be led by the Co-
Facilitators of the high level meeting” may be a little confusing.  The intention is perhaps to 
have both of you lead the process, i.e. the Co-Facilitators of the IGN process and not the Co-
Facilitators of the high-level meeting. Some clarification in this paragraph may thus be in 



order, perhaps taking into account the earlier resolution on the modalities for the 2030 Agenda 
negotiation process.  

We are broadly supportive of paragraph 10.  We note that this is in line with the earlier 
resolution on 2030 Agenda.  

In paragraph 11 we have taken note of some suggestions regarding the latter part of the 
paragraph. Some of those concerns are, in our view, well-founded given that this formulation 
can be rather open-ended. One way of addressing it could be to just say ‘as well as relevant 
United Nations summits and high level meetings’.  

Madam Co-Facilitator, 

Let me now turn to the themes. 

We feel that with the new proposal, we are quite close to an agreement and therefore at this 
stage, we should only look at surgical improvements.  

We would respectfully caution against wholesale changes which have been proposed. We note 
the good spirit in which they have been proposed and we understand and appreciate those 
changes. But at this stage, if we were to completely rework the themes, it might lead to a 
prolonged discussion.  

On the themes, first of all we take note for the record of Amb. Donoghue’s affirmation that 
only the titles will remain in the GA resolution.  This is an important clarification and we thank 
him very much for it. 

From our perspective, we have some very minor suggestions, almost editorial and with the 
intention of clarifying the titles and preventing misunderstanding for our Leaders.  

For theme 1, we would like to echo some of the comments which were made. We are not 
supportive of having a reference to IDPs here. Again to reemphasize that this not because this 
issue is not important. On the contrary, it’s very important. But we think at this stage we will 
not benefit from expanding the ambit of this event which is predominantly aimed at 
addressing international movement of migrants and refugees. 

In theme 2, we find the inclusion of ‘large movements of migrants’ an unnecessary caveat.  The 
idea is to address migration as a whole and as a process in itself. Prefacing it with ‘large 
movements’ gives it an avoidable negative connotation. This, as other delegations have also 
said, detracts from the fact that we need to look at migration as a positive force for 
development.  

We would, therefore, suggest a very minor editorial suggestion to say ‘assessing drivers of 
migration’ instead of ‘assessing drivers of large movements of migrants’. 

Also in theme 2, while we do note that the key words will not remain as part of the resolution, 
but we find that the sequencing of keywords is a bit odd. Climate change and natural disasters, 



which have been placed upfront, are not the predominant drivers of migration. Therefore, if 
these are to be included in the key words, it will be useful to put them at the end. 

In theme 4, we would prefer a slight reformulation of the title.  

From our perspective, it is very important to emphasize the fulfillment of international 
obligations when it comes to refugees. That is the prerequisite. Only thereafter comes the idea 
of ‘responsibility sharing’, an idea which is new and something that we are still trying to fully 
understand.  

We would, therefore, propose that this is reworded to say “Respect for international law and 
responsibility sharing on refugees”.  

We can go along with theme 5, although we would note that when you talk about a global 
compact, it is not just aimed at protection of the human rights of migrants. It is also a process 
aimed at promotion of well-managed migration. So, perhaps in the key words, we could add 
the words ‘promotion of safe, regular and managed migration’.   

And finally, in theme 6, we are not sure why we are stressing specifically ‘transit’ in the title of 
the theme.  

In our view, this unduly narrows the scope of the roundtable.  The issue of transit is important 
but what we are perhaps trying to address here is the issue of vulnerabilities and these 
vulnerabilities exist across the entire chain of movement of refugees and migrants, not just in 
transit.  

For example, when we talk about reception, arrival and refer to unaccompanied minors, 
women and children - their vulnerabilities exist across the entire chain, not just in transit.  

We would suggest therefore to remove the words ‘in transit’ and simply call the roundtable 
“Addressing vulnerabilities of refugees and migrants”. It is bit more generic and will give the 
Heads of delegations the necessary bandwidth to address these issues as they deem fit.  

These are some of our specific comments. The intention is to just make some surgical changes 
at this stage. 

We believe that with the incorporation of these changes will be ready to adopt the resolution 
very soon.  

And then of course, we look forward to moving on to very substantive discussions, under your 
guidance. 

Thank you very much. 

***** 

 


