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FINI,AND

As a State l"{emb er of the United Nations !'inland has a stronq interest in
strengthening the united Nations as the centre for harmonizing the actions of
nations in the attainrnent of the ourDoses and rrrinciples set fo-rth -in re un-lted
llations charter. rn its efforts to contribute to this end the Government of
Fin-Iand has consistently been guided by the belief tLrat the United ltrations Charter
in its present form remains a sound and workabJ.e international instrument through
vhich l,4arb er nations can hole to strengthen international peace and security,
and promote economic and social advancement and resrect of human rishts and
flrndanental freedoms.

The United Nations has shovn a ctear ability to adapt itself to changing
concitions and requirements. This has, hovever, hanpened nainly through evolution
of practice rather thar throuqh formal constitutional reforn. The finnish
Government believes that the effectiveness of the Charter is orinarily not
dependent upon constitutional deficiencies but on the degree of willingness on the
xart of l,lember nations to abirte by the decisions the United I'lations is takins under
the Charter.

I^lith regard to the provisions of an institutional cha"acter of the charter.
adjusLments to meet ner,r requiremcnts have, on the other hand, been made.
Amendments cf charter provisions concerning the enlargement of the mernbership of
the security councir and the Economic and social council could be mentioned in
this regard.

The Finnish Government believes that there is futher room for increasing
the effective use of the Charter in general, and thus nake it correspond more
fu1ly to the requirements of present tirires. This coufd be achieved" holqever 

"primarily through a better utilization of the working methods of the princinaf
organs of the Orqani zation and through a greater villingness by Member srates to
meet their obligations under the Charter.

The Finnish Government believes that a qeneral review of the Charter at the
present time could not meet with sufficiently broad. support among its Member
states. The initiation of a process of a constitutional revier.r would therefo"e
be r:n1ike1y to lead to a strengthening of the United Nations.

The Finnish Government remains " however, villing to co-operate rith a view
to revieving provisions of tlle charter of an institutional character if such
amendments can be considered to strengthen the united Nations and r,/ould receive
a broad support among its rtembership,
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I'lhif e, on the whole" the Charter has stood the test of time and many of the
r:rinciples embodied in it are stifl valid today as they were ?J years ago' it is
neve-rthe]ess necessaJy to look at specjfic articles which may need updating' It
is, therefore r not the intenlion of the liliqerian Government to suggest a blanket
review cf the Charter but to undertake an exercise akin to that undertaken by the
Slecial Committee on the Rat ional-i zation of the Procedures and Organi zation of
the Genera"l Assembly. ft would be recalled that that Conmittee 'was able
successfully to discharge its functions throu{h a realization that its Job lras
not to radically revise the rules oi procedure of the Ceneral Assenbly but'
r--4-.i-- i- -i-^ r-1.6 ,aor-'+j ^^ ^"^u rofifications as vould ma]1e thevcdr !116 uu ru6Eqru 5uu! !l

practices of the Asser0bly more efficient. In the case of the Charter, what is
intended is to anend such aJticles as are either out of date or require
rnodifications to take account of Dresent-dav realities.

Bearing in mind that the chief purpose of the United llations is to rnaintain
international peacc and securjty, it is necessary to ensure th,t the or4an
entrusted with the prirnary responsibil i tie s for aehi eving this purr,ose is
ccnstituted in a way to enabie it ',,o function effectively. Paragraph 1 of
Article 23 esdablished the system of lermanent menbershin of the Security Council
reserved for five Member States. Argunents have been adduced whether it is
wise in present-day circurnstances to continue to naintain a privileged position
for these countries, particul:rly sincc lel.ncncnt nenbership of the Council also
carries with it the veto power, as indicated in Article 2f, paragraph 3.
3asically, the Nigerian Covernrdent believes that the conditjons prevalent at the
fima nf the deeirnation of the fivp rrcyrnpnent fie'nha?a .f the Scer)ritv Council
ca:: no longer be held ta be the same at the present tine, and that, ideally'
democratization of the Organi zation should apply to a democrati zation of the
Securitv Council . This would mean that no ldemb er State would enioy any special
privilege and that menbership of the Security Couneil voulal be for all States on
a non-perma-nent basis. On the other hand, if it is thoug,ht that there is need
to continue to maintain the system of permanent membership " then there is need
t.^r J-hA evrnn<inn ^f err.h lrpirri I es,= 1-.n innlrrdc m^ra "namhar"q lrc:rino in mind thec^t @rr rvrl

changes in the centres of power that have occu*ed since the creation of the United
Nations. The Government of Nigeria believes that the cfinate of opinion among
the present permanent members of the Security Council is such that their agreenent
to abolish their privilege r,ri 11 be inpossible to obtain. Article 1OB ensures
that vithout such agreenent, no amendment, however lfidely supported by the Members

of Lhe United Nations, can be susLained. Therefore, the next best thing is to
expand the membership so as ro ensure represenration of all ?egions among the
n6Fh'h6h+ Marhafe
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Certainly there is need to consider anending Article 21, paragraph I so
as to remove the veto power vhich has proved a major hindrance to Council
action and effectiveness.

Fina.l lv. thc flovpr"raent o' Ni-eria. hcl'ipves that there is need for a nojcst
increase in the over-al1 nembership of the Security Council to provide a fairer
representation of the geoqraphical regions.




