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I. INTRODUCTION

1. At its 97th plenary meeting, on 8 December 1977, the General Assemhly, on the
recommendation of the Sixth Committee, !/ adopted resolution 32/45, which read as
follows:

"The General Assembly,

"Recalling its resolutions 992 (X) of 21 November 1955, 2285 (XXII) of
5 December 1967, 2552 (XXIV) of 12 December 1969, 2697 (XXV) of
11 December 1970, 2968 (XXVII) of 14 December 1972 and 3349 (XXIX) of
17 December 1974,

"Recalling also its resolutions 2925 (XXVII) of 27 November 1972,
3073 (XXVIII) of 30 November 1973 and 3282 (XXIX) of 12 December 1974 on
the strengthening of the role of the United Nations,

"Recalling especially its resolution 3499 (xxx) of 15 December 1975, by
which it established the Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations
and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization, and its resolution
31/28 of 29 November 1976,

"Having considered the report of the Special Committee, ?J

"Noting that the Special Committee has examined in detail the
observations received from Governments contained in the Secretary-General's
analytical study concerning suggestions and proposals regarding the Charter
of the United Nations and the strengthening of the role of the United Nations
with regard to the maintenance and consolidation of international peace and
security, the development of co-operation among all nations and the promotion
of the rules of international law in relations between States, 1/

"Considering that the Special Committee has not yet completed the mandate
given to it,

"Reaffirming its support for the purposes and principles set forth in the
Charter of the United Nations,

"1. Takes note of the report of the Special Committee on the Charter of
the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization;

1/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-second Session, Annexes,
agen~ item 116, document A/32/338.

?J Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-second Session,
Supplement No. 33 (A/32/33).

1/ Ibid., annex 11, document A/AC.182/L.2.
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"2. Decides that the Special Committee should continue its Iwrk in
pursuance of the following tasks with which it is entrusted:

~- -- ----
" .' l

"(§;) To list the proposals which have been made or will be made in the
Committee and to identifY those which have awakened special interest;

"(.:Q) To examine proposals which have been made or Ivill be made in the
Co~mittee with ~ view to according priority to the consideration of those
areas on which general agreement is ~ossible;

"3. Requests the Special Committee to be mindful of the importance of
reaching general agreement whenever it has significance for the outcome of
its lolOrk;

"4. Urges members of the Special Committee to participate fully in its
work in fulfilment of the mandate entrusted to it;

"5. Invites Governments to sUbmit, or to bring up to date, their
observations and proposals in accordance with General Assembly resolution
3499 (XXX);

"6. Reguests the Secretary-General to render all assistance to the
Special Committee, including the preparation of summary records of its
meetings;

li7. Reguests the Special Committee to submit a report on its lolOrk to
the General Assembly at its thirty-third session;

li8. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its thirty-third
session the item entitled 'Report of the Special Committee on the Charter of
the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization'."

2. In accordance with General Assembly resolutions 3349 (XXIX) of 17 December 1974
and 3499 (XXX) of 15 December 1975 the Special Committee on the Charter of the
United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of the Organization was composed
of the following Member States:

Algeria
Argentina
Barbados
Belgium
Brazil
China
Colombia
Congo
Cyprus
Czechoslovakia
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Finland
France

German Democratic RepUblic
Germany, Federal Republic of
Ghana
Greece
Guyana
India
Indonesia
Iran
Iraq
Italy
Japan
Kenya
Liberia
Mexico
Nepal
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New Zealand
N~geria

Pakistan
Philippines
Poland
Romania
Rwanda
Sierra Leone
Spain

Tunisia
Turkey
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland
United States of America
Venezuela
Yugoslavia
Zambia

s

3. The Special Committee met at United Nations Headquarters from 27 February to
24 March 1978.

4. The session was opened by Mr. Erik Suy, Under-Secretary-General, The Legal
Counsel, who represented the Secretary-General. Mr. Yuri M. Rybakov, Director of
the Codification Division of the Office of Legal Affairs, acted as Secretary of
the Special Committee and represented the Secretary-General at the later part of
the session.

5. At its 22nd meeting. on 28 February, the Special Committee agreed upon the
composition of the offieers of the Committee as follows:

Chairman: Mr. Bengt H. G. A. Broms (Finland);

f
, "

1974

ased

Vice-Chairmen: Mrs. Shirley Y. Gbujama (Sierra Leone),
Mr. Jose Luis Lovo-Castelar (El Salvador),
Mr. Siegfried Zachmann (German Democratic Republic);

Rapporteur: Mr. Sumaryo Suryokusumo (Indonesia).

6. At the same meeting, the Special Committee adopted the following agenda
(AlAC .182/L.17):

1. Opening of the session.

2. Election of officers.

3. Adoption of the agenda.

4. Organization of work.

5. Consideration of the observations of Governments pursuant to General
Assembly resolutions 3499 (XXX) and 32/45.

6. Adoption of the report.

7. The Special Comnlittee had before it the documents submitted at its previous
sessions. It also had before it documents A/32/58/Add.2 and A/33/65' containing
additional observations submittod by Governments in accordance with General Assembly
resolutions 31/28 of 29 November 1976 and 32/45 of 8 December 1977.

8. In accordance with the decision taken at its 26th meeting, on 2 March, the
Special Committee established an open-ended Working Group which would concentrate

-3-



on discussing the topics specified by Mexico (A/AC.182/L.13); first priority would
be r;iven to the topic concerning the "peaceful settlement of disputes!l. The
Working Group carried out its w·ork under the chairmanship of
~tr. Bengt H. G. A. Broms, Chairman of the Special Committee. There were also
eight meetings of informal consultations of the members of the Working Group.

9. At the 27th, 28th, 29th and 30th meetings, held respectively on 10, 16, 22
and 24 March, the Chairman of the \{orking Group made statements on the work
carried out by the Group durinG its 15 meetings, held between 3 and 24 March.
The Chairman also reported on th~ work of the informal consultations. The texts
of those statements are reproduced in section 11 of the present report.

10. The Special Committee expressed its view that progress had been made in
fulfilling its mandate, although it was unable to complete its work.

11. Some members of the Special Committee felt that its mandate should be renewed.
Some members felt that that was a matter falling within the competence of the
General Assembly.
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II. STATEHENTS HADE BY THE CHAIRMAN ON THE HaRK CARRIED OUT
BY THE HaRKING GROUP

A. Statement made at the 21th meetinf.t

12. At the 21th meeting, on la Harch 1918, the Chairman made the following
statement: !!J

"1. At its 26th meeting, held on 2 Harch 1918, the Special Committee
on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role
of the OIganization decided to establish an open-ended Working Group to
begin the study of various topics. It 1vas agreed that the Working Group
would concentrate on discussing various topics, taking up first the question
of the 'peaceful settlement of disputes', followed by a consideration of
other questions, such as the 'rationalization of existing procedures' and
the 'maintenance of international peace and security'. It was fU~her

understood that the plenary meetings of the Special Committee would be
convened from time to time, upon request, to assess the progress made in
the 1-Torking Group and to allOW for the possibility of members to make
statements which they would wish recorded in the summary records of the
Special Committee.

112. As of today, the Working Group of the Special Committee has held
five meetings from 3 to 9 Harch 1918. The Working Group, following the
recommendations of the Special Committee, devoted its attention mainly
to the topic of the peaceful settlement of disputes.

"3. At the Is-:'· meeting of the 1-Torking Group, the delegation of Mexico made
a statement on the pe~ceful settlement of international disputes and submitted
a working paper on the SUbject which was subsequently revised
(A/AC .182/HG/l/Rev. 2) . When introducing the working paper the representative
of Mexico referred to Article 33 of the Charter of the United Nations and
to the principle of the non-use of force. Ze mentioned the four recommendations
(see A/605, pEra. 63) which had been adopted in 1948 by the Interim Committee
of the General Assembly - but never acted upon - with respect to:

lI(a) The restoration of the full effect of the General Act for the
Pacific Settlement of Disputes, 1928;

"(b) Amendments to the rules of procedure of the General Assembly,
providing for a rapporteur ~r conciliator;

"(c) The performance of conciliation functions by a rapporteur or
conciliator of the Security Council;

"(d) The establishment of a panel for inquiry and conciliation.

4/ For a summary of the Chairman's statement, see A/AC.182/SR.21,
paras-: 1-26.
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I;He further referred to the inclusion in the agenda of the eleventh session
of the General Ass~mbly, at the request of Argentina, of an item entitled
'DrRft Convention concerning a system of consultation;, an initiative whi~h,

how~ver, had not resulted in the adoption of any resolution. In add~tion,

reference was made to Gen~ral Assembly resolution 380 (V) entitled 'Peace
through deeds', to th~ various mechanisms listed in the report of the Secretary··
General (A/I0289), and to the Revised General Act for the Pacific Settlement
of International Disputes. That Act was viewed as suffering from serious
short-comings inasmuch as it left out a number of means of pacifi~ settlement
of disputes, provided for too complicated procedures and established what
was in fact an optional machinery. It had been noted that onlJr five States
had acceded to the Act. The conclusi.::.n of the representative of IIexico Ivas
that the document gave a somewhat negative impression of the existing means
and of the unwillingness of States to resort to them. The delegation of
}~xico therefore suggested that there was a need for an international
instrument for the peaceful settlement of international disputes. The first
step would be the draftinG and adoption of a declaration ,vhich could later
lead to the preparation of a treaty. In accordance with the working paper,
the declaration should include the follmving elements:

n, (1) The obligation to settle all disputes by peaceful means.

'" (2) Exclusion from the application of the declaration of all
matters already governed by other treaties or means.

Iq (3) The procedures enUluerated in Article 33 of the Charter of
the United Nations do not imply any particular order, and the
parties may resort tc the procedure that best suits their
interests.

n'(4) This declaration shall not be applicable to matters of internal
jurisdiction. If the parties disagree as to vrhether a matter
is one of internal jurisdiction in the light of the decision taken
with regard to paragraph 8, the International Court of Justice
shall decide.

11, (5) States shall have an obligation not to make diplomatic
representations to protect their nationals or to invoke
international jurisdiction for that purpose when the said
nationals have means of recourse to competent national courts
available to them.

11'(6) Recourse to means for the peaceful settlement of disputes shall
not limit the right of self~defence under Article 51 of the
Charter of the United Nations.

"'(7) Inclusion and elaboration in the declaration of all means for
the peaceful settlement of disputes provided for in Article 33
of the Charter of the United Nations.

11 9 (8) Competence of the International Court of Justice with respect
to specific disputes, which will be defined in the declaration.

11 9 (9) Hore frequent recourse to the advisory opinions of the
International Court of Justice.
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11'(10) Notification by States of situations which may give rise to
international tension; enumeration of situations, which should
not be considered exhaustive.

'" (11) Reaffirmation of the general prohibition regarding the threat
or use of force and any form of coercion.'

"4. Later, in response to various requests for clarification, the delegation
of ~1exico gave additional information concerning the individual provisions
of the declaration. Questions concentrated partly on the form of the
document. Some delegations suggested that there should be a treaty rather
than a declaration. Others, however, supported the idea of a declaration,
which could later be replaced by a treaty in accordance with the Mexican
proposal. Paragraph 6, inclUding what had been characterized as a Calvo
clause, had given rise to certain criticism, and the delegation of Hexico
indicated that the following week it would make a fuller statement on the
implications of that provision. It was also argued by some delegations
that it was not so much the need for further legal instruments that had to
be looked into, but rather the lack of confidence in the already existing
ones. One representative went on to say, at a later meeting, that that
conclusion could be reached, especially in relation to the resolutions of
various United Nations organs. He pointed out that many resolutions, even
those adopted unanimously, were never implemented. His argument was to the
effect that the Special Committee should not concentrate on proposals to I
amend the Charter until such time as the collective security system had
been fully developed. That would mean the conclusi.on of military agreements
under Article 43 of thE' Charter and the creation of a permanent United
Nations force which could act as a deterrent. ~fuile agreeing with the main
contents of the workin~ paper, that renresentative concluded that the
Special Committee should first cuncentrate on J.etermini~"lg hOl. the various
resolut ions" of the UniteJ IJations ore;ans could be illlplemented.

115. At the 2nd meeting of the ilorking Group, the delegation of Romania
submitted a working paper (A/AC.182/lvG/2). In introducing the working
paper, the representative of Romania stressed the practical importance of
diplomatic negotiations by referring to the words of Charles De Visscher.
He also referred to document A/I0289 and regretted the fact that the United
Nations had never undertaken any extensive study in the field of peaceful
settlement of international disputes and that there had never been a
plenipotentiary conference in that field. Furthermore, he described the
situation 1nth respect to arbitral proceedings as being at a standstill.
He mentioned the work of regional organizations in that field as described
in a study pUblished by UNITAR. He made reference also to the work
undertaken by the International Law Association in that field, which had
led to the adoption of a resolution by the Association.
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11, (1) The establishment of a permanent commission of the General
Assembly to fulfil the functions of mediation, good offices and
conciliation;

_w-

"6. The representative of Romania then referred to previous proposals
submitted by his delegation, as reflected in earlier reports of the Special
Committee, and submitted a working paper aiming at:
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ill (2) The adoption of measures to accelerate the process of codifying
the principles and standards relating to the peaceful settlement
of disputes, in order to ensure the effective functioning of the
1fays and means of peaceful settlement. The adoption, in the
longer term, by the United Nations of an international instrument
aimed at establishing specific procedures to deal with and solve
disputes between States. I

1:7. The representative of Romania then pointed out that a pre-·condition of
the success of the Special Committee was that all the members should be
interested in the results of the 1·Tork. He finally expressed the hope that
the Special Committee would be a laboratory to investigate various
proposals.

"8. At the 3rd meeting of the Workin@: Group. one representative stated
that the study of document A/I0289 filled him with melancholy and that the
international community and the United Nations seemed more adept at
stopping fighting than at solving disputes before they reached the stage
of hostilities. Once fighting had begun, the record of the United Nations
was qui~e good. but such was not the case when one looked at results
achieved prior to that stage. However, that was not because of the lack
of n:achinery, but rather m-Ting to the fact that the machinery was not made
use of to a satisfactory extent. Past history offered no hope of a change
of attitudes. The failure had been caused by two factors. One was the
reluctance of the parties to bring in a third party to their negotiations
and their desire to keep the solution in their own hands. The second
factor was that the parties frequently did not 1-Tant to solve their disputes.
If the present time was not favourable, the dispute would be postponed
until a more suitable moment. The representative recalled the words of
Lord Palmerston on the Schleswig-Holstein dispute and went on to say- that
the problem was not so much the machinery but how to give impetus to use it.
The impetus was there once the fighting had begun, not before. The parties
should resort to the various modes for the peaceful settlement of disputes
before the dispute got out of hand. He referred to certain regional
solutions, such as the Peace Committee of American States which, at one
stage, had operated at the request of one party and later at the request of
two parties. He stated that his Government had not found the Romanian
1vorking paper entirely acceptable. However, it might be possible to create
something at the Security Council level. The United Nations organs should
become involved at a far earlier 5tage. States should resort to Article 35
of the Charter more often. Periodic meetings of the Security Council could
be called in accordance with Article 28, paragraph 2. The United Nations
Secretariat would be used for the purposes of Chapter VI of the Charter. In
general, States should adopt a more responsible attitude towards the
settlement of international disputes.

"9. The next speaker at the 3rd meeting recalled the principle of the
non-use of force and referred to General Assembly resolution 32/150 of
19 December 1977 establishing the Special Committee on Enhancing the
Effectiveness of the Principle of Non-Use of Force in International
Relations with the goal of drafting a world. treaty on the non-use of force
and in international relations as well as the peaceful settlement of
international disputes. He stressed in particular the interrelationship
of the two principles both embodied in Article 2 of the Charter. In the
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op~n~on of that representative, the system of fact-finding and conciliation
could be developed and the provisions drafted at the Third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea in that respect could be also investigated
as an example. He pointed out that Article 33 was not exhaustive and that
the various means mentioned in it were on the same footing. The International
Court of Justice should play a more important role and more use should be
made of it. As to the Mexican working paper, it was said that, although a
declaration might suffice, a treaty was possibly needed. Points 4, 8 and 9
of the Mexican working paper were found to be good. Point 4, in particular,
ivas acceptable as it was similar to point 9 of the combined Italian and
Spanish working paper of 1977, 5/ although broader in scope. States parties
to disputes should be given the-opportunity to ask for advisory opinions of
the International Court of Justice and a procedural machinery should be
established therefor. With regard to point 3 of the Mexican proposal~ the
delegation in question had felt that resort to one of the means should not
relieve the party from the principle that one suitable method must in any
case be found. On point 5, the reaction was one of doubt, but more
information was needed. Point 7 was acceptable and, on point 10, the
delegation reserved the right to speak later.

"10. The third speaker at the 3rd meeting said that the Mexican proposal had
much merit, although it also gave rise to questions. Constructive spirit in
the Special Committee had been found good and a strong United Nations was
said to be the goal for all. In the opinion of that representative, the idea
of a declaration in that field had been covered in various existing documents,
notably in Chapter VI of the Charter, the Declaration on Principles of
International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among
States in accordance ,nth the Charter of the United Nations /General Assembly
resolution 2625 (XXV), annex7, the Declaration on the Strengthening of
International Security /General Assembly resolution 2734 (XXV)! and the
Declaration on the Deepening and Consolidation of International Detente
/General Assembly resolution 32/1557. In his view the problem of the
peaceful settlement of disputes was a consequence of the cornerstone of the
Charter - the renunciation of the threat or use of force. The same delegate
welcomed the fact that the Mexican delegation conceived of the question of
the notion of the use of force also in the context of non-military instruments
of pressure, including economic aggression. He recalled what his delegation
stressed a year before that while a pacific settlement of disputes represented
a posteriori action, the notion of non-use of force constituted a priori
action. Hence, he first saw the need for strengthening the principle of
non-use of force in order to make pacific settlement of disputes easier.
The same delegate thought that the idea of non-use of force as functioning
today went even further than its classical notion. It combined into one all
other and perhaps older notions, like renunciation of force, refraining from
the threat or use of force, prohibition of the use of force. It consolidated
and as such contained in itself other legal principles of the comity of
nations, especially those of territorial integrity of States, political
independence, territorial inviolability, non-interference in interpal
affairs, sovereign equality of States, equal rights, self-determination of
peoples as well as the peaceful settlement of disputes. With reference to
the Mexican proposals, he traced in them some kind of a 'regionalist
approach'. He also wondered about the relationship between the principle

5/ See Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-second Session,
Suppl~~ent No. 33 (A/32/33), annex 11, sect. J;
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of national sovereignty and the peaceful settlement of disputes as contained
in and against the backdrop of the Mexican proposals. As to the suggestion
of a permanent commission of the General Assembly, he remarked that the idea
might violate the sovereign right of every State to determine, in aecordance
with the Charter, its own means for the peaceful settlement of disputes and
was rather difficult to be reconciled with Articles 12, 24 and 29 of the
Charter.

"11. At the 4th meeting, one delegate referred to the positive experiences of
his Government in providing a meeting-place for a mediation group on the
problem of Zimbabwe. He also made reference to the system created by the
Charter of the Organization of African Unity. He went on to analyse the
various Charter provisions on the settlement of international disputes, taking
up also the problem of the difference between a 'situation' and a 'dispute'.
He referred to a statement ~y Sir Hersch Lauterpacht to the effect that it was
difficult to differentiate between political and legal disputes. Legal
disputes should be brought before the International Court of Justice. The
international community was not totally lacking in modalities and what was
needed above all was greater political will. The principle of the non-use of
force had been said to be important. The proposals of that representative were
as follows: negotiations in good faith, even if no precedence should be given
to them. should be stressed over other methods. If States negotiated in good
faith, that was bound to have a positive effect. Regional arrangements should
be made more use of, but should be brought into line l.n.th the general United
Nations system. The importance of the peaceful settlement of international
disputes should be continuously stressed. The integrity of the individuals
involved was an important factor. If they had been found neutral, they had
credibility. The services of the Secretary-General might be reinforced.
Advisory opinions of the International Court of Justice should be more readily
used. A treaty in this field or declaration should be carefully studied and
welcomed.

"12. Another representative questioned the value of a new declaration, in view
of the fact that it was necessary to stop the aggression first and then to
bring about the peaceful settlement of international disputes. In his opinion,
the Charter provided for enforcement action, and such action was needed between
nations. If the Charter was to be made more effective, attention must be given
to enforcement action. The horse should be put in front of the cart.

1113. Also at the 4th meeting, one representative said that the peaceful
settlement of international disputes was a vast and difficult field.
International disputes or situations which might lead to a breach of peace
must be settled by peaceful means. The Security Council was given by the
Charter an important part to play in this respect. The Charter not only
indicated which means were to be used but also provided for the necessary
machinery. The Charter emphasized that in so far as local disputes -w:ere
concerned, the Security Council 'should encourage the use of regional machinery.
According to the Charter, the parties to the dispute had a duty to settle tbeir
dispute by peaceful means and had a free choice of means for this purpose.
Failure of one of the means did not relieve the parties from the duty of
trying other means. Direct negotiations between the parties to the dispute
were most important. No State could, however, be forced to the peaceful
settlement by a third party without its consent. States had a duty to refrain
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from action 1.hich meant endangering of the international security. A
reference was made to the Constitution of' the country of' the representative
concerned, which included a provision on the peaceful settlement of disputes.
The speaker also mentioned in this connexion the Final Act of the Conference
on Security and Co-operation in Europe. £/ Clauses on settlement of disputes
were often inserted in international treaties. The 1vork of the Third United
Nations Conference on the Law of' the Sea provided an example in that respect.
The task of the Committee was not to set up new bodies. It was preferable to
con~entrate on why the existing machinery had not been fully resorted to and on
how to make it more effective. The relaxation of international tension
created more favourable conditions for peaceful settlement of disputes. There
were vast possibiliti.es and reserves in the Charter and the obligation of all
Member States was to concentrate their efforts not on review of the Charter,
but on ensuring strict and consistent compliance with it. The importance of
the draft world treaty on the non-use of force in international relations
which was put forward by the Soviet Union was emphasized in this connexion.
The representative concerned said he would carefully examil'le the Mexican
working paper without prejudice to the final position of his delegation with
regard to the idea of working out a declaration on the subject. Questions 1.ere
raised especially in relation with points 1, 4 and 5 of the working paper.

°14. In replying to some of the questions put to him, the delegate of Mexico
said that the regional settlement of disputes had been unsuccessful in the
case of Latin America and that regional bodies often failed. As a result,
regional bodies should never be given priority. The main emphasis should be
put on the United Nations. The American States, for their part, had no
obligation to solve their disputes through the Organization of' American
States. The representative of Mexico also considered as correct the view
expressed by another representative on the need to implement the resolutions
of the United Nations organs. He had then made a statement on the
rationalization of United Nations procedure. His working paper on that topic
(A/AC.182/WG/3) read as follows:

III (1) A limit should be imposed on the number of subsidiary bodies
which may be set up by the principal organs of the United Nations.

"'(2) The General Committee of each General Assembly should consider,
as a matter of priority, the advisability of eliminating from the
provisional agenda any items not taken up in the past two years.

1l'(3) The General Committee should be given broader authority to
combine items and abolish unnecessary bodies so as to avoid duplication
of effort.

"'(4) The general debate in the General Assembly should be done away
with and replaced by a document setting forth the positions of States on
the world situation in general and on agenda items in particular. This
document should be widely circulated not only within the United Nations
but throughout the world.

6/ Final Act of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe.
Cmnd.-G198 (London, H.M. Stationery Office, 1975).
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t:, (5) There should be a single general debate on all agenda items
of Committees, the practice of holding a general debat~n each item thus
being discontinued.

11 I (6) A recommendation should be adopted providing for a ·period of
not more than three weeks each year known as iannual ministerial
consultations' during which it would be ~ecommended that the Head of
State or Minister for Foreign Affairs of every Member State should be
present at the site of the General Assembly session.

III (7) A recommendation should be adopted calling for representatives
to subsidiary bodies to be appointed at the highest possible level
(ambassador, minister or counsellor), without prejudice to the right to
appoint lesser diplomatic officials as alternates or advisers.

III (8) There should be a more equitable distribution of professional
and senior posts within the United Nations Secretariat and the
secretariats of other United Nations bodies.

t1
1 (9) Over-all machinery should be set up to supervise the

implementation of resolutions of the principal organs of the United
Nations. I

1115. At the 5th meeting of the Working Group, the representative of France
submitted a working paper (A/AC.182/WG/4) and said that his country had
consistently supported the peaceful solution of international disputes. In
addition to its general commitments, France had concluded treaties including
provisions in that respect. It was pointed out that the system established
by the Charter of the United Nations was in that respect clearly superior to
the provisions of the Covenant of the League of Nations. The Security Council
could exert the necessary political pressure on the parties in order to
ensure that they resorted to the means available for the peaceful settlement
of international disputes. More confidence was needed in order to make full
use of the existing system. It was also pointed out that document A/I0289
was not encouraging, because of the non-use of the facilities offered by the
United Nations. On that basis, the working paper made the following proposals:

"I (1) Articles 33 and 37 of the Charter should be implemented.

ay (2) Provision should be made in bilateral and multilateral
conventions for a system of binding settlement of disputes.

11'(3) When there has been voluntary recourse to a 'binding procedure
for the settlement of disputes, the decision rendered should be complied
with.

11
1 (4) Wider use should be made of regional machinery: the functional

decentralization provided for in Article 52 of the Charter.

11
1 (5) Ad hoc and specialized settlement procedures should be

developed further.

al (6) A list should be prepared of authorities which would be
willing to appoint arbitrators or chairmen of arbitral tribunals.

-12-
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'" (7) A practical United Nations manual on the settlement of disputes
should be prepared. '

"16. Also at the 5th meeting, one delegation pointed out that the history
of the peaceful settlement of international disputes undertaken by the United
Nations had been marked by successes and failures. However, in the view of
that delegation sufficient machinery existed in that respect. In its view,
the working paper submitted by Mexico should be supported, since some
international instrument, whether in the form of a declaration or a treaty,
would be needed. The document shoulci cover the principles governing the
peaceful settlement of disputes. It should include, especially, a reference
to regional means, although States should not be obliged to resort to the
regional means before bringing their dispute to the international level.

"17. The same delegation added that it could also agree to the proposal to
establish a commission of the General Assembly in accordance with the Romanian
working paper. The General Assembly should establish that Commission, even
though the Commission would indirectly help the Security Council as well' in
that field. Perhaps States would find it easier to approach that new organ
than the Council in those matters. The suggestion was also made that the
members of the Security Council should refrain from using the right of veto in
the peaceful settlement of international disputes. That representative
supported the idea, expressed by France, of preparing a manual, or what was
called a blueprint, on the various methods that existed in the field. States
would then be better aware of the existing possibilities. It was further
pointed out that the position of the International Court of Justice should be
strengthened by amending the Statute to permit States to ask for advisory
opin10ns. An effective ban on the use of force was also to be hoped for.

il18. Another representative said that disputes could explode at any moment as
a result of such events as an assassination or even a soccer match, so that it
was dangerous to let disputes remain unresolved. It was therefore proper to
remember that the Secretary-General or any Member could bring disputes to the
attention of the Security Council. Perhaps the Security Council should
consider various ways of dealing with such disputes. As an example, he
mentioned the holding of informal meetings w~th the members of the Security
Council, as well as periodic meetings as envisaged in the Charter. The
establishment of committees of the Council could also be considered.
Furthermore, the Council could set up fact-finding missions. The
representative concerned infvrmed the members of the willingness of his
Government to give all the necessary help it could provide for such missions
through its advanced technology. Members should make far greater use of the
International Court of Justice, which would allow the Court to become a major
source of law. One way of strengthening the position of the Court would be to
grant all agencies, including principal organs of the United Nations, the
possibility to ask for advisory opinions. The same delegation also suggested
the following classification as a general approach to the problem of
preparing a list of the various proposals that had been presented:

"(a) Exploration of the reasons why greater use had not been made of the
existing machinery for the peaceful settlement of international disputes;

"(b) Ways and means needl;d to facilitate a greater use of the existing
machinery;
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,; (c) Elaboration of new instruments,

n\-rith regard to point (a), it was pr,)posed that the Secretariat could be asked
to draft a questionnaire addressed to all Members, asking them to e~plain the
reasons why they did not trust the existing machinery to a greater extent.

"19. Another representative said that there were two aspects to be stressed:
the strengthening of United Nations functions in fact-finding and the
strenGthening of the role of the International Court of Justice. Fact-finding
should be established by the General Assembly and the Security Council; the
right of veto should not be resorted to in that context. The Secretary
General could also consider that possibility. In so far ~s the Court was
concerned, there was a need to widen the use of advisory opinions. States
should also accept the compulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice to a greater extent .than was the case now. In the opinion of that
representative. the Working Group should concentrate on the listing of the
various proposals. That task should not be left to the Secretariat.

1120. Also at the 5th meeting, the representative of Romania replied to comments
made on the working paper submitted by his delegation. First he noted that
all those who had made statements had adopted a constructive approach.
Secondly, in view of some doubts expressed by previous speakers, he explained
that the establishment of the commission of the Gen\~!'al Assembly to fulfil the
functions of mediation, good offices and conciliaticn, as suggested in the
working paper, could be done fully in accordance with the existing Charter.

'121. In that connexion, he observed that Article 33 of the Charter did not
preclude the resort to a subsidiary organ or the General Assembly for the
settlement of disputes. He added that the establishment of such an organ was
in full conformity with Article 22, pursuant to which the Assembly could
establish such subsidiary organs as it deemed necessary for the performance
of its functions. As to the relationship between the proposed commission and
the Security Council, he drew attention to paragraph 93 of the report of the
1977 Working Group which stated, inter alia:

li i jjh!:..7 proposal to establish a permanent conciliation
commission was not designed to deprive the General Assembly or the
Security Council of powers vested in them by the Charter. . •• the
Security Council did not act until a situation had deteriorated to the
point where it was endangering international peace and security. Action
was needed before matters reached that point. The proposal ••. was not
an attempt to reduce the sovereign right of States to choose the means of
settling a dispute. Negotiation was, of course, the most logical manner
of settling an international dispute ..• However, .•• when negotiations
were not successful or when there was disagreement as to the law to be
applied, then the united Nations should step in to assist. It was
therefore not true that those who were submitting proposals were trying
to impose one system regarding peaceful settlement. The aim was to
diversify existing methods and enable States to choose from a range of
means. 1 1/

7/ See Official Records of the General Assembly. Thirty-second Session,
?upPlement No. 33 (A/32/33), para. 93.
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ilThe same representative added that~ as some other speakers had mentioned, the
regional organizations should be utilized. In that connexion, he had referred
to a study §j by a private group (the Davies Memorial Group), ~n 1966, on the
peaceful settlement of disputes within the United Nations; that study had
referred to the system of the Organization of African Unity, which included a
permanent commission to help the consultative Assembly in the settlement of
disputes. Experience had proved that that had not caused any difficulties with
regard to the position of the consultative Assembly. Similarly, the existence
of a commission such as the one proposed by the delegation in question would
not necessitate amending the powers of the General Assembly and of the Security
Council. Mention was also made of the need for a new international instrument
condemning the use of force and stressing instead the duty of Members to make
use of means for the pacific settlement of disputes. Reference was made to
the Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly
Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the
United Nations and to the Declaration on the Strengthening of International
Security. Similarly, the Declaration on the Deepening and Consolidation of
International Detente was mentioned as stressing the need to resolve all
international disputes speedily. That delegation supported the suggestion to
draft a manual on existing facilities. A decision on the future organization
of work would have to be tkaen by the plenary.

"22. Another representative supported the ideas contained in the working paper
submitted by Mexico. He saw no harm in being repetitive and felt that a ne1Y'
treaty could fill a need. The Constitution of that representative I s country
had renounced the resort to war as a means of national policy, and a
declaration along the lines proposed in the working paper could be useful.
The International Court of Justice should play a more important role. That
should also be guaranteed by making, in case of need, amendments to the
Statute of the Court or to the Charter of the United Nations. In particular,
the Court's jurisdiction should be widened. The suggestion to establish a
commission of the General Assembly should be supported and past Presidents
of the Assembly should be invited to become members of the commission, in view
of their wide experience in international affairs. The States of South-East
Asia weTe currently engaged in efforts to strengthen the system of peaceful
settlement of disputes, with a view to regional solution.

"23. Another delegation found attractive the idea of drafting a manual on the
various existing systems for the settlement of disputes. States should make
greater use of the International COUI't of Justic~ 'by not using the principle.
of sovereignty in an anachronistic wa;y. It wus said that recently the African
states had turned more to the International Court of Justice, especially in so
far as the use of advisory opinions was concerned.

ff24. One delegation had considered records very important and felt that members
should be able to speak the same way in the Working Group as they did in the
plenary regardless of summary records. Another delegation also felt that
records of the meetings were important. Mere working papers could be
misleading, as their premises were not indicated. Members who so desired
should be able to speak for the record in the plenary at any time.

8/ Study Group on the Peaceful Settlement of International Disputes, Rel=ol't
(London, David Davies Memorial Institute of International Studies, 1966), 289 pp.
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"25. One representative suggested drafting a list of proposals and then
proceeding on the basis of the topics mentioned in the list. One delegation
supported the views expressed previously concerning the importance of the
records. Another delegation felt that records were not needed. Members should
take notes and work towards the preparation of a list.

"26. Before closing may I mention a few' facts which have made it somewhat
difficult to draft this l'eport. A::s you may recall, we were informed by the
Committee Secretary, when the Working Group had already been set up, that there
was absolutely no possibility of having the precis writers work with us this
year the way they did last year, Therefore it was necessary for me and one or
t'ioJ"o of the younger secretaries to take notes of the meetings. We have made
some comparison of the notes but there may very well be misunderstandings.
This is even more so because, in spite of several requests, not a single
delegate has submitted the text of his statement to us. Only those delegates
which have presented working papers - and I take this opportunity to thank
them warmly - have submitted their proposals in a written form. I am not
asking for any leniency, but it seems to be fair to point this out. Also, may
I remind all members of the possibility always open to everybody to speak for
the summary record in the plenary. Corrections may also be made this way.
Do allow me to say that the d~bate has been interesting to follow and I do
hope that you all have enjoyed it to the same degree as I have. I should like
to thank those who have particip~ted in the debate for their co-operation and
for their open and frank attitudes."
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B. statement ;'1.ade at the 28th meetinfi

13. At the 28th meeting, on 16 March 1978, the Chaim.an made the followinS
statement: 2!

i;l. I should like to report to the Special C01JllJlittee on the further work of
the Working Group. You will reca.ll that at the 27th neeting of the Special
COIllIUittee ~ on 10 March ~ I made a statement on the 1vork of the Working Group
during its first five meetings. Toda;y I should like to report on the 6th, 7th
and 8th meetings of the Horl~ing Group, held on 10 3 13 and 14 ~.farch.

"2. At the 6th meeting, one representative who, because of his forthcoming
departure from iIevT York, had asked for special permission to deal already at
this s+.age with the question of the maintenance of international peace and
security, stressed that the question of peace-keeping and the maintenance of
international security could not be divorced from the other aspects of the
Charter and th~ work of the Organization. The Members of the Organization were
faced with a crucial choice if they 1.;anted the United Nations to remain a
relevant force in the modern world. He referred to t'VTO opposing concepts of
the Organization which had been outlined by the late Secretary-General.
Dag Hammarsl~jold: one view of the United Nations was that it was a static
conference mechanisn for resolving conflicts of interests and ideologies 'Vrith
a view to peaceful coexistence, within the C'harter, to be served by a
Secretariat which was to be regarded not as fully internationalized but as
representing 1rithin its ranks those very interests and ideologies ~ a second
view held that the Orga~nization should be a d3!lamic instrument of Governments
through which they should try to dev,:lop forms of executive action, undertaken
on behalf of all Hembers, aimed at forestalling conflicts and at resolving
them, once they had arisen, by appropriate diplomatic or political means, in
the spirit of objectivity and in implementation of the principles and purposes
of the Charter. He believed that the first view' was grounded in the
nationalist traditions of the past, 'VThile the second pointed to the
requirements of the present and the future.

il3. Wishing to make a contribution to efforts to improve the conceptual
framework and the maChinery for peace-keeping m;.d the maintenance of
international peace and security> that representative I s delegation had joined
a number of other countries in submitting document A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l in
which the addition of four principles to Article 2 of the Charter 'VTas proposed.
The first principle, namely non-intervention by a State in the domestic affairs
of another State, was deemed necessary since Article 2, paragraph 7, referred
only to the non-intervention of the United Nations in matters within the
domestic jurisdiction of States. The inclusion of the second principle,
international co-operation for development, 'VTould serve to ackn01'11edge the
importance of economic affairs and reflect the realization that peace-keeping
was not simply a matter of keeping hostile armies apart but also involved
eliminating the causes of conflict between countries J chief among 1"hich "t'Tas
the poverty of many countries. The third principle was that of collective

9/ For a summary of the Chairman's statement, see A/AC.182/SR.28 and Corr. 1
and 2: paras. 1-28.
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economic security. That principle represented a radical change in
international law, since the Charter recognized only the principle of
collective security in an exclusively military context. The fourth principle
was that of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control, whereas the concept of disarmament currently embodied in th.e Charter
focused on arms limitation and reduction.

"4. That delegation had also urged the deletion of the so-called 'enemy
clauses' from Articles 53 and 107 of the Charter, on the ground that such a
course was not only logical but also in accordance with the spirit of Helsinki.
It was, however, aware of the objections raised by certain delegations that
deletion of the clauses might affect the status of Berlin, but it believed that
a solution could be found which would meet the concerns of such delegations
while at the same time permitting the deletion of the references in question.

"5. Turning to the operational aspects of peace-keeping, that representative
recalled that a number of arrangements for membership in the Security Council
had been considered prior to 1950. Two parallel efforts had been made in
subsequent years to enhance the effectiveness of the Security Council, by
changing its membership and modifying the application of the.so-called
'principle of unanimity'. The work of the Security Council had benefited
greatly from the increase in its membership as a result of pressure brought by
non-aligned countries following the Bandung Conference. Developing countries
had not been alone in advocating change; two permanent members had called for
specific changes in the Organization at various times in its history. In the
view of that delegation, a further slight increase in the membership of the
Security Council was called for at the present time. The Special Committee
should also endeavour to work out a clear definition of what were procedural
matters and eliminate the use of the veto with respect to such procedural
matters as the admission of new Members and the establishment of fact-finding
missions. In that connexion, he had drawn attention to the proposal in
document A!AC.182!L.12!Rev.l that the permanent members of the Security Council
should apply their Joint Declaration of 8 June 1945 on the non-use of the veto
to matters concerning the admission of new Members and reach an understanding
on the non-use of the veto on matters pertaining to the peaceful settlement of
disputes. 10! His delegation would welcome the comments of the permanent
members of~he Security Council on that proposal.

i16. With regard to the General Assembly, which, he said, had residual powers
for peace-keeping, he drew attention to the proposal in document
A!AC.182!L.12!Revol that all Member States should demonstrate their faith in
the Organization by referring to it any matter or situation which, according
to the Charter, fell within its competence. It was a matter of concern to his
delegation that important negotiat ions, such as the Strategic Arms Limitation
Talks (SALT) and the North-South dialogue, had taken place outside the
framework of the United Nations. Consideration should also be given to the
Romanian proposal for the preparation of a, universal code of conduct covering
the rights and duties of States.- The question of the machinery for
implementing United Nations decisions was viewed as a delicate one since even
resolutions of the Security Council could be recommendatory. It was thl:S
necessary, he stressed, to take into account the nature of the resolutions
adopted by a United Nations body when considering arrangements for
implementing them.

10! See Official Records of the General Assembly, Thirty-second Session,
Supplement No. 33 (A!32!33), annex 11, sect. H, para. 17.
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I, 'ELIMINATION OF OUTMODED PHRASEOLOGY
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tl 'PRINCIPLES OF THE CHARTER
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lliL Membership. The membership of the Security Council should be
sliGhtlyerllarged and the criteria governing the election of members
of the Coun~il should be modified in the light of the proposals
appearing in document A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l.

\; 'Security Council

il 10PERATIONAL QUESTIONS

"I (a) A resolution should be adopted enumerating those
questions which are to be regarded in the Security Council as
procedural in nature (Double veto);

!iiII. !l-pplication of the rule of unanimity of permanent members:

n, (c) Collective economic security.

\, '(b) International co-operation for development;

11, (a) Non-interference by one state in the internal affairs of
another,

11 I General Assembly

,;: (b) An appeal should be made to the permanent members to abide
by their Joint Statement of 8 June 1945 concerning the non·-use of the
veto in questions relating to the admission of new Members and to
reach an understanding on the non-use of the veto in questions
relating to the peaceful settlement of disputes.

il'I. Member States should be urged to demonstrate their faith in the
United Nations by referring to it any matter or situation w'lich,
under the Charter, falls within its competence.

HilI. An item concerning the preparation and adoption of a universal
code of conduct embodying the fundamental rights and duties of
States should be included in the agenda of the General Assembly.

11 i (d) General and complete disarmanent under effective
international control.

" 'Delete the reference in Articles 53 and 107 of the Charter to
ilenemy State".

;f 'Additions should be made to Article 2 so as to incorporate into it
thp following principles:

'7. That speaker had submitted a ...-orld...·'1g paper on the maintenance of
interaational peace and security (A/AC.182/HG/6. Hexico) which read as foll01's:



,; I Ill. Over·-all machinery should be set up to s~pervise the
implementation of resolutions and decisions ",dopted by United
Nations boll.ies. I

<18. At the 7th meeting of the \'lorking Group, one representative said that it
was essential to establish an effective mechanism for the settlement of
disputes in order to prevent them from escalating into warfare. In that
connexion, it 1vould be useful to develop point 10 of the Mexican working
paper on that topic and elaborate on Article 33 of the Charter. It was also
important to establish a mechanism for controlling the application of the
basic principles of the Charter and the implementation of the decisions and
recommendations of the United Nations. particularly those adopted by
consensus. In that connexion, the General Assembly, at its regular sessions;
could include in its agenda an item entitled 'Consideration of the
implementation of the resolut.ions of the main organs of the United Nations i •

The non-use of force in international relations and the peaceful settlement
of disputes; as provided for in Article 2 of the Charter, represented the best
means of preserving world peace and'security.

;19. The role of the Securi 'cy Council in promoting the peaceful settlement of
disputes was very important and it was therefore essential that the Council
should be more actively involved in the implementation of its mm resolutions
8l1d that Article 33 of the Charter shoulll. be applied more freq,uently. In that
connexion. it might be useful to hold certain Security Council meetings at the
ministerial level and to convene periodic meetings of the Security Council to
review progress on the elimination of tensions and international crises. The
Romanian proposal to establish a permanent commission of the General Assembly
was interesting, but req,uired further discussion. The speaker supported the
proposals made in the French 1vorking paper and, generally speakine;, also
supported the Mexican working paper, although the wording in some places could
be clarified. Hith respect to point 5 of the latter paper, his country could
not deny diplomatic protection to its nationals in other countries. Its
understanding of point 5 was that it included the req,uest to States to refrain
from the use of force as a means of protection of their nationalS. Hith
regard to the International Court of Justice, the number of Judges should be
increased to ensure a better representation of all legal and political systems
of the world in the Court. which could make the International Court of Justice
more attractive and result in more freq,uent recourse to its advisory opinions.
The Special Committee should recommend to the Assembly that it include the
q,uestion of the peaceful settlement of disputes in its agenda for the
thirty-third session. Once Member States b-;.d made their views knovID, the
Assembly could. decide whether to draft a Ci..:claration. A working paper
(A!AC.182!WG!12, Yugoslavia) was subseq,uently submitted by that speaker's
delegation, which read as follows:

;I i (1) To define an international dispute;

11'(2) To elaborate the role of the United Nations in the process of
prevention of disputes or conflicts;

11 i (3). To include in the agenda of the General Assembly the item:
"Consideration of implementation of the resolutions of the main
organs of the United Nations ' ! 0
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ii , ( 4) To urge a more active role of the Security Council in applying
Article 33 of the Charter more frequently;

\1'(5) To hold ministerial meetings of the Security Council"

11 , (6) To convene meetings of the Security Council in the place of some
unresolved international dispute which endangers peace and
security in the world)

11, (7) To hold periodical meetings of the Security Council in order to
review the progress achieved with regard to the elimination of
tensions and international crises;

.f , (8) To enlarge the number of Judges of the International Court of
Justice by electing a certain number of new Judges from different
leeal and political systems of the world> which should result in
more frequent recourse to the International Court of Justice for
its advisory opinions;

11 f (9) To include in the agenda of the General Assembly the item:
"Peaceful settlement of disputes. f

"10. The second speaker at the 7th meeting said that his delegation \'Telcomed
the constructive a~titude behind the Mexican representative's suggestions and
the balanced and business-like manner in which they were presented, although,
in some cases they required further clarification J particularly with respect
to points 8, 9 and 10. The extension of the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice might limit States' choice with respect to the
peaceful settlement of disputes. The French suggestion concerning the
preparation of a United Nations manual on the settlement of di3putes had great
merit.

"11. Full use had not been made of the provisions of Chapter VI of the
Charter. Disputes between States could be settled in the various ways
contemplated in that Chapter if the parties lTere prepared to abide by the
Charter's principles. Greater emphasis must be placed on the principle of the
non-use of force in international relations. as had been done by the General
Assembly in resolution 32/150. In addition. the decision-making process in
the Security Council would be facilitated if provisions contained in the
Declaration on the Strengthening of International Security and the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations
and Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United
Nations were embodied in a convention that was binding on all States and if
the Security Council itself decided to regard those provisions as binding
w'ith respect to its own activities. The Romanian proposal to establish a
permanent commission of the General Assembly seemed unnecessary, since no
additional machinery was required.

"12. The third speaker had said that most of the nations that had participated
in the drafting of the Charter had opposed the idea of giving the United
Nations the authority to promulgate binding laws. Accordingly. the Charter
had allowed the parties to a dispute to select the negotiating framework
within which they wished to try to settle the dispute. The efforts of the
General Assembly to establish machinery for the settlement of disputes had
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mostly been unsuccessfUl, first, because States had been reluctant to submit
to binding arbitration, secondly, because it had been impossible to establish
a body that could deal with all problems impartially and, thirdly, because
existing procedures had not been sufficiently practical or effective: The
best way for States to settle their disputes was through direct negotiation.

"13. The Mexican working paper 'Was very constructive and he had agreed with
its basic idea. Points 2 and 3 were qnite acceptable, but point 4 was
superfluous and point 5 seemed inappropriate. He also had had serious
reservations with respect to points 8, 9 and 10. He could not support the
Romanian proposals but had found the proposals in the French 'Working paper
very realistic and intersting.

"14. Reviewing the record of the United Nations in the field, the same
representative said that it was thanks to the Organization that disputes
arising from decolonization had been settled satisfactorily and that delicate
and thorny problems, such as the Congo and Suez crises, had been prevented
from deteriorating into world-wide conflicts. If the burning issues of the
Middle East, Southern Rhodesia, South Africa and Namibia had not yet been
solved, that was not because of failure of the United Nations or its Charter
but because of the interests of certain Powers which were blocking efforts
to solve them.

"15. The proposed General Assembly declaration on the peaceful settlement of
disputes should provide: first, that States have the obligation to settle all
disputes by peaceful means; secondly, that the United Nations should intervene
only in situations which endanger international peace and security; and thirdly,
that direct negotiations between the parties to the dispute are the most
practical, simple and effective of the means provided for in Chapter VI of the
Charter. In addition, the United Nations should encourage Member States to
conclude bilateral agreements to solve potential disputes in certain specific
fields, and a United Nations manual should be prepared on the settlement of
disputes. Those ideas were reflected in a working paper submitted by Turkey.
(A/AC.182/WGI7/Rev.l), which read as follows:

'" (1) Reaffirmation of the principle of international law,
confirmed by the provisions of Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Charte~.

concerning the settlement of international disputes by peaceful means.

'" (2) Under the terms of the Charter, the United Nations should
be seized only of disputes or situations the continuance of which is
likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and security.

'" (3) Direct negotiation between the States parties to a dispute
is the simplest, most effective and most practical of the ways and
means provided for under Ch~pter VI of the Charter.

", (4) The United Nations should encourage Member States to
conclude bilateral agreements, with a view to the settlement of any
disputes which might arise in the futur~ in certain specific fields.

"'(5) Preparation of a practical United Nations manual on the
peacefUl settlement of international disputes.'
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"16. The last speaker at the 7th meeting said that any effort by the
international community to strengthen the procedures for the peaceful
settlement of disputes would have a direct impact on the closely related
issue of the maintenance of international peace and security.

"17. The proliferation of ideological and other disputes was nothing new,
but the Organization needed to reconsider the matter in the light of the
major changes that had occurred since the drafting of the Charter for, with
decolonization, the United Nations had virtually tripled its membership.
There was an endless potential for future disputes and it was therefore
imperative to devise binding arbitration procedures for the settlement of
disputes.

"18. As was clear from Article 33 of 'the Charter, bilateral negotiation was
the first important step in seeking to settle a dispute. However, if one
party was much more powerful than the other or was acting in bad faith, a
solution could be imposed by the stronger on the weaker, or negotiations
could be dragged on ad infinitum to prevent any solution being found. An
order of progression should therefore be established with respect to the
various means referred to in Article 33, and states should be required to
make a declaration obliging them to move on to the next stage when a
particular stage had proved unsuccessful.

"19. There was also a need to establish machinery for peace observation.
Suggestions had already been made that the Secretary-General should have the
power to dispatch his own personal observers, at the request of a Member
State, to an area under that State's jurisdiction, with a view to providing
the Secretary-General with objective information for possible referral to
the Security Council.

"20. The same representative was strongly of the opinion that the advisory
function of the International Court of Justice should be strengthened and
that more consideration should be given to methods whereby conflicting
States could obtain advisory opinions from the Court. He said in conclusion
that he was largely in agreement with the proposals submitted by Mexico,
France and the United States of America.

"21. At the 8th meeting of the Working Group, the first speaker stressed
that a strong international organization, capable of taking action, was
undoubtedly the common objective of all Members. The discussion that had
so far taken place on the proposals submitted had testified to the common
endeavour by States to contribute to the strengthening of the r.ole of the
United Nations by means of measures that would gain general support. He
mentioned differences of opinion on certain questions under discussion
which deserved further consideration, such as whether additional bodies
should be established within the United Nations, the roles of the
Secretary-General and the International Court of Justice, the part the
regional organizations should play in the settlement of disputes~ and the
manner in which third parties should enter into and participate in the
settlement of a dispute. He stressed that the Working Group must
simultaneously examine not only proposal.s for concrete measures but also
a number of complicated theoretical questions on which opinions still
differ. For example, a common definition of the term 'international
dispute' must be found. Even negotiations might contain elements
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incompatible with the interests of international peace and security. He
mentioned that the use of force in international relations, as a means to
resolve disputes,constituted another set of problems that have to be
considered. His delegation also believed that the requirement to p~ceed in
the peaceful settlement of disputes in the most effective way, in other words,
to eliminate the dispute effectively and definitively and to prevent its
recurrence, must be respected. Surely it was not the aim of the United Nations,
nor was it in the interest of peace and security, to preserve the seeds of
disputes and conflicts in a viable state. Finally, he stressed that, without
underestimating the importance of the legal, institutional and iilethodological
prerequis:i.tes for the settlement of disputes, what was decisive 1vas the
political will of the parties to settle the dispute in the first place and to
do so by peaceful means and by making use of the wide scope of the
possibilities that were offered by international law and by the organizational
structure of the international community for the peaceful settlement of
conflicts. He did not perceive the problem as one of institutions, but rather
as a problem pertaining to their functioning. The reasons why the existing
possibilities were not being utilized must be examined. He was convinced that
the crux of the matter was in the lack of political will of the parties in a
dispute, but also, at the same time, in the insufficient authority of the
United Nations in individual cases, namely at the level of adopting, pushing
through and implementing concrete measures aimed at the peaceful settlement
of a given dispute. In conclusion, he was of the opinion that all questions
relating to the missjon and to the functioning of the United Nations and its
Charter must in the first place be considered from the standpoint of their
broad political aspects and that only in the second place should the machinery
and the procedures be examined.

!
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(
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"22. The second speaker said that his delegation favoured the integral
application of all the provisions of the Charter, including those relating to
threats to the peace, breaches of the peace and acts of aggression. The
Charter contained ample provisions ..rhich, if they had been implemented, would
have enabled the Organization to enforce its decisions relating to the
maintenance of international order. The working papers on the peaceful
settlements llf disputes which had been submitted by France, Mexico, Romania
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland (A/AC.182/WG/5)
contained useful suggestions and could be a starting-point for serious efforts
to find ways and means of applying the Charter provisions on the peaceful
settlement of disputes. His delegation welcomed, in particular, the proposal
in point 1 of the French working paper concerning the implementation of
Articles 33 and 37 of the Charter because international legal order could be
guaranteed only through the implementation of the decisions of the Security
Council, the organ which had primary responsibility for the maintenance of
international peace and security. Points 1, 7, 8 and 9 of the Mexican working
paper also contained useful suggestions. His delegation itself had suggested
the preceding year that Member States should conclude an agreement laying down I
rules for the implementation of-the provisions of the Charter relating to the 11

peaceful settlement of disputes and providing for the enforcement of decisions
taken by United Nations bodies. With regard to the judicial settlement of
disputes, his delegation strongly supported the strengthening of the role of
the International Court of Justice. In that connexion, points 2, 6 and 7 of
the French working paper contained constructive proposals.
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"23. The third speaker said, in presenting a 'forking paper
(A/AC.182/WG/8/Rev.l, Tunisia), that while, on the whole, the Charter had
functioned well over the years, the Organization had been shown to be somewhat
ineffective in encorcing its o.Yn decisions. Like any other human product, the
Charter, was susceptible of improvement and the founding fathers of the
Organization themselves had included provisions for bringing the Charter up to
date and amending it. He said that the Special Committee had originally been
established for the purpose of considering the possibility of further amendments
but that consideration should first be given to ways of strengthening the
Charter and increasinB the effectiveness of the United Nations which would not
require formal amendments:

lI(a) The interest which his country had in the strengthening of the role
of the United Nations in the peaceful settlement of disputes was shared by all
Members of the Organization, but the small and medium-sized Powers wished the
Organization to be more effective in resolving disputes which might arise
between them. While many complained that the Security Council was to some
extent ineffective in its role of resolving disputes, the Charter offered a
possibility which might prove to be operative: .vith regard to the strengthening
of the role of the General Assembly, Article 10 gave the Assembly the power,
except as provided in Article 12, to discuss a.ny questions within the scope of
the Charter, in particular the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes.
An edifying example had been provided 'by Assembly resolution 377 (V) of
3 November 1950 entitled 'Uniting for peac.e'. In the event of the Security
Council being paralysed by a veto, the Organization should not be paralysed
and blocked.

11 (b) \'Tith regard to the election of the SecretarY-General, he was, under
Article 97, appointed by the General Assembly upon the recommendation of the
Security Council. At present, he was elected in the absence of a veto. The
representative in question proposed that the Security Council should
recommend at least two names, or a list of names, to be voted upon by the
General Assembly.

11 (c) vJith regard to the admission of new Members, the General Assembly.
which tended towards universality, should be able to decide on the admission
of new Members.

HAs to the proposals on the peaceful settlement of disputes, his delegation
'felcomed those put for.Tard by the delegations of Mexico, Romania and France.
It also welcomed the Mexican proposal for an appeal to the permanent members of
the Security Council to abide by their 1945 Joint Statement concerning the
non-use of the veto in questions relating to the admission of new Members and
to reach an understanding on the non-use of the veto in questions relating to
the peaceful settlement of disputes. A declaration on the peaceful settlement
of disputes should emphasize the role of regional mechanisms. It should be
possible for a dispute to be submitted to a regional body before being
submitted to the General Assembly or the Security Council. He was of the view
that Article 52 of the Charter was quite clear in that respect and should be
applied more often, there being no need to amend the Charter. The Secretary
General should be given greater scope for action with respect to identifying
disputes that could endanger international peace so that measures could be
taken before disputes escalated into war. His delegation could support the
Turkish proposals, and also the French proposals to prepare a United Nations
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manual on the settlement of disputes and to make provision in bilateral and
multilateral conventions for a system of binding settlement of disputes.
Fjnallyo his deler,ation also supported point 5 of the United Kinr,do~ proposal.
The w'orking pC'.1)er submitted by Tunisia read as follows;

;1 '1. Strenp;theninp; of the role and powers of the General Assembly

tl' (a) By maldng optimum use of Article 10, as 1·ras done by General
Assembly resolution 377 (v) of 3 November 1950;

'11, (b) A greater role for the General Assembly in the appointment of
the Secretary-General in accordance with Article 97 of the Charter;

",(c) Admission of new Members: the General Assembly should be able
to decide the question 'of admitting new Members; agreement by the five
permanent members not to use the veto in such a case (avreement of
3 June 1945).

"'2. Expansion of the Security Council with a view to maintaining the
initial proportion and to making the-Council more representative.

"'Creation of a subsidiary organ of the Security Council in
accordance with Article 29 of the Charter. This organ would be called:
"Committee for the Supervision of l?eace-keel'ing Operations".

11;3. ytilization of regional machinery in the ~eaceful settlement of
disputes; in accordance with Article 52 of the Charter, provision for
priority of recourse, in the future treaty, to regional machinery in the
peaceful settlement of disputes. '

"24. The fourth spea.l~er said that his delegation shared many of the concerns of
the Mexican delegation and, in particular, supported points 1, 2, 3, 6, 7 and 9
of the Mexican working paper on the peaceful settlement of disputes. However,
his delegation had reservations with respect to the other points, in
partic~uar, point 5. In general, a General Assembly declaration on the
peaceful settlemen~ of disputes might not prove very useful, since the
problems that had arisen in connexion with the settlement of disputes were
the result of a lack of political "Till on the part of Member States. Similarly,
he believed that the Romanian proposal to set up a permanent commission of the
General Assembly would not guarantee respect for the Charter. The French
proposals were in general acceptable, particularly points 2 and 4. The
proposals of the United Kingdom were also constructive. His delegation hoped
that the Committee would make every effort to strengthen the International
Court of Justice, but in view of the current under-utilization of the Court
there 1.as no justification for increasing the number of judges. He stressed
that international treaties should include a clause stipulating that disputes
arising in connexion with the treaties should be referred to the International
Court of Justice.

"25. After the conclusion of the debate on the peaceful settlement of disputes,
four delegations which had spoken previously submitted working papers.

"26. One i'Tas the 1\TOrking paper submitted by the United Kine;dom, which read as
follows:
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"11. Where it appears that the continuation of a dispu·te or situation is

likely to endanger international peace and security, Member States which

are not directly involved should be mindful of the possibilities of takinG

an,initiative to encourage the parties to seek a solution utilizing the

methods indicated in Article 33 of the Chaxter of the United Nations and,

in appropriate cases and having regard to Article 35 of the Charter,

should themselves be prepared to bring the matter to the attention of the

Security Council.

tI'2. In order to facilitate the implementation of Article 33, further

consideration should be given to the proposal made in 1965 (in draft

resolution A/SPC/L.123 and Add.1-3) that a s~mmary or handbook should be

prepared which would describe all means by which the peaceful settlement

of disputes may be promoted and would list all existing mechanisms and

facilities for this purpose.

"'3. In order that steps may be taken to mlnlmlze any threat to the peace

or the possibilities of a breach of the peace or act of aggression, the

members of the Security Council should be en~ouraged to review situations

uf potential crisis and to this end should bear in mind the opportunities

for such a review provided by Article 28, paragraph 2, of the Charter of

the United Nations and the capacity of the Secretary-General to provide

relevant information.

11'4. To the same end, the Secretary-General should be encouraged to

utilize fully the machinery available to him under the Charter.

"'5. As a further measure to assist the Security Council, having regard to

Article 29 and the provisions of Chapter VI of the Charter, in particular

Article 33, paragraph 2, members of the Council should be encouraged to

consider the establishment of a standing committee of eA~erts in the

techniques of fact-finding and mediation. The Security Council should

also be encouraged to bear in mind the use of sUborgans, established in

accordance with Article 29, in individual cases.'

"27. The second was a "rorking paper submitted by Sierra Leone (A/AC.182/1-TG/9),

which read as follows:

till. The General Assembly should prepare a declaration on the peaceful

settlement of disputes.

n'2. The proposed declaration, while not glvlng preference to ~ny

procedure for peaceful settlement, should nevertheless emphasize the

advantage which negotiation, if and when conducted in good faith, has over

other methods of settlement.

"'3. States must choose the most appropriate means for resolving their

disputes peacefully. The failure of one method of solution should not

preclude the utilization of another while the dispute remains unresolved.

11'4. The declaration should also state that although disputing States are

obliged to first use the means set out in Article 33, they, nevertheless,

can submit to the Security Council or the General Assemtly any dispute

dangerous to peace and international security which they cannot settle

peacefully.
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"15. The proposed declaration should also emphasize thE; need to restore
the inteerity of the decision-making processes or organs. llliere a
decision is seen to have been arrived at equitably and objectively, such
a decision is likely to command respect and implementation.

:1'6. The United Nations should give greater support to specialized or
~e~ional organizations in resolving disputes) but these should be brought
into an appropriate relationship with the central institution of the
United Nations system.

"17. The role of the Secretary-General under Article 99 should be
enhanced and also in the field of fact-finding and mediation.

"18. The declaration should stress the close connexion between disarmament
and the peaceful settlement of disputes. The existence of effective
international tribunals with extensive powers to deal with all kinds of
die~~t€8 will enable nations to disarm completely.

"19. Increasing use should be made of the advisory opi~ion of the
International Court of Justice.

"110. The obligation to settle disputes peacefully and at all times should
be emphasized.'

li28. Another working paper, submitted by the United States of America,
(A/AC.182/WG/lO) read as follows:

1I 1Some suggestions for consideration in connexion with
the task set forth in paragraphs 2 of General Assembly

resolution 32/45

nIl. Exploration of reasons why States do not make greater use of
existing machinery:

"'(a) Questionnaire;

"I(b) Study;

" , (c) Manual.

"IH. Hays of improving existing possibilities that should be considered:

"lA. Hake greater use of Security Council:

11 1 (a) Urge States to bring matters to Security Council;

11 I (b) Urge all Members to make greater use of right to call
meetings;

11
1(c) Urge 8ecretary-General to make greater use of his

ability to bring matters to the attention of the
Security Council.
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niB. Security Council should consider:

"'(a) Periodic meetings;

n, (b) Greater use of informal consultations to consider
possible difficulties before they get out of hand;

",(c) Greater use of committees;

ll'(d) Exploring means of enhancing fact-finding capacity.

n,C. Greater use of International Court of Justice as dispute
settler and source of law:

'" (a) Contentious cases ~

11 , (b) Advisory opinions:

n'Expand parties entitled to request.

n'III. Elaboration of new instruments:

Ii 'Enhance acceptance by States of third-party dispute settlement

* * *
"'It is suggested that the Committee might wish to consider recommending
that it concentrate on areas I and 11 and that the Committee established
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 32/150 consider area Ill.'

1129. A fourth working paper, submitted by the Philippines (A/AC.182/WG/ll),
read as follows:

nil. Elaboration of Article 33 specifically to provide a procedure for
higher levels of third-party involvement.

"'2. More frequent recourse to the International Court of Justice and
expansion of its competence to render advisory opinion.

"'3. Establishment of a commission of the General Assembly for the
peace~il settlement of disputes.

"'4. Establishment or creation of regional machinery in the pacific
settlement of disputes.'"
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c. Stat~~n"t mad~ _aj; th.e g~h_!1).eeting

14. At the 29th meeting, on 22 March 1978, the Chairman made the following
statement: 11/

"1. At the 27th and 28th meetings of the Special Committee, I reported on
the work carried out by the Working Group during its 1st to 8th meetings, held
between 3 and 14 March 1978. Today I should like to report on the 9th to
14th meetings of the Working Group, held between 16 and 21 March. At its
9th meeting, the Working Group decided to hold informal consultations among
interested members of the Working Group to undertake a preliminary inventory
of the proposals on the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes.

"2. At the 11th meeting, the first speaker, referring to the rationalization
of procedures, said that the annex to General Assembly resolution 32/197 of
20 December 19·(7 contained recommendations which should be talren into account
by the Special Committee. The United Nations had an important role to play
in the establishment of a new international economic order and it was
important that the Assembly serve as the main body for identifying and
co-ordinating the policies to be followed. Many proposals put forward in the
Ad Hoc Committee on the Restructuring of the Economic and Social Sectors of
the United Nations System were relevant to the work of the Special Committee:
one representative, speaking on behalf of the Organization of African Unity,
had emphasized the need for an integrated interdisciplinary approach at the
conceptual and institutional levels; 12/ another representative, speaking on
behalf of the Group of 77, had pointedout that most of the developing
countries had had no part in the establishment of the United Nations or in
the early evolution of the system and vere now seeking an adequate place in
the decision-making process; 13/ one representative had stated that a
successful restructuring operation would encompass: an enhanced planni!!e;,
programming, budgeting and evaluation capability for the Secretariat with a
view to the more efficient and productive utilization of the United Nations
system's increasing resources; strengthened policy analysis, research and
data-gathering capabilities in order to provide the inputs required for more
effective consideration of international economic and social issues by the
General Assembly and ~he Economic and Social Council; and the streamlining
of structures and management improvement so as to reduce fragmentation and
duplication of effort. 14/

"3. In order to attain the Organization's goals and increase its prestige
and authority, it was essential to ensure the Organization's universality, in
terms of both its composition and its capacity to deal with global problems,
and to improve its structure and working methods. The rationalization of
procedures was intimately linked with the democratization of the activities

11/ For a summary of the Chairman's statement, see A/AC.182/SR.29, paras. 1-97.

12/ See Official Records of the General Assembly. Thirty-second Session,
Supplement No. 34 (A/32/34/Add.l), 35th meeting, para. 1.

13/ .!l?iE:.., 39th meeting, para. 20.

14/ ~., 38th meeting, para. 10.
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of United Nations bodies. Because the United Nations was the only forum in
which global problems could be discussed openly, it was essential that the
Organization ensure the effective functioning of the entire United Nations
system. The establishment of new bodies and the conduct of multilateral
negotiations of general interest should be the responsibility of the United
Nations. In that connexion, the United Nations must improve its performance
with respect to co-ordination, the establishment of a new international
economic order, disarmament and the expansion of co-operation among States.
The small and medium-sized states and the non-aligned States had an important
role to play in that respect.

"4. Referring to the working paper on the rationalization of United Nations
procedures submitted by his delegation (A/AC.182/WG/13, Romania), he pointed
out that the first proposal was based on the idea that, in order to fulfil
its responsibilities, the General Assembly must make every effort to act on
the basis of consensus and, to that end, existing structures should be used
as far as possible. Subsidiary bodies should make every effort to fulfil their
respective mandates and should not merely pass on unresolved problems to the
Assembly. With respect to the second proposal, the trend towards
decentralization was developing and should be encouraged. An excessive degree
of centralization would prevent the Organization from fulfilling its functions
effectively. With respect to the third proposal, the election of members of
bodies was particularly important in the case of certain small ad hoc bodies,
since the appointment of members by the Presidents of the Assembly and the
Economic and Social Council could delay the establishment of the bodies in
question. With regard to the fourth proposal, the Secretary-General himself
had emphasized the need for constant reorganization and for improvements in
the geographical distribution of posts. The fifth proposal was intended to
help make better us e of the human material resources available to the
Organization. Great care must be taken with regard to the establishment of
new ad hoc administrative units. The working paper submitted by Romania
read as follows:

a'(l) Organization of discussion in depth of agenda items, first
of all in the existing committees and subsidiary bodies, efforts being
exerted to reach a consensus so as to be able to submit to the General
Assembly specific conclusions and solutions acceptable to all parties.
To this end, the necessary steps should be taken to ensure the direct
participation of all interested States in the work of those bodies and
in the elaboration and discussion of draft resolutions.

'" (2) Expansion as much as possible of the practice of holding
meetings of the United Nations and its bodies in different Member States.
and expansion of the geographical distribution of the headquarters of
certain international bodies and secretariats •

.0", (3) Consequent application of the principle of the equitable
geographical distributiOn of seats in all United Nations organs. and
generalization of the democratic method of appointing by election the
States members of those organs.

'" (4) Improvement and rationalization of the working methods of the
Secretariat and ensuring proper representation in it of all States, on the
basis of criteria derived from the present membership of the United
Nations.
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,I, (5) Reduction of the ever-increasing staff and expenditure of the
Organization by constantly improving the worI" of the Secretariat,
distributing and utilizing ftmds more judiciously, adopting firm measures
against "oureaucracy and routinism, keeping the apparatus to rati.onal
dimensions and avoiding unjustified expansion of its structures.'

"5. The second speaker at the 11th meeting said that all the remarks and
proposals which had been submitted to date to the Special Committee on the most
important subject of the rationalization of procedures had their merits and
deserved the greatest attention. However, they were often so far-reaching
that it seemed doubtful whether they w'ould meet with the general approval of
Member States. He felt that if the Special Committee was to tackle this
matter effectively, it might be preferable to start with less ambitious goals
than, for instance, the suppression of the general debate in the General
Assembly. He thought it 1vould be highly useful if the Assembly decided on
some clear set of guidelines 'for the direction of the Committees and strongly
recommended that the Chairman and bureaux should stick to them 1Vhenever
possible. In the opinion of his delegation, the following guidelines s if
recommended by the Assembly, might prove somewhat useful:

n(l) The Mexican proposal, for instance, that every Committee should
hold a single general debate en all items of its agenda was too radical. It
would be awkward for representatives in the First Committee to give the vie1Vs
of their Governments on disarmament and the Ileaceful uses of outer space in
the same context. Representatives in the Third Committee might find it
difficult to cover in one single statement and in a rational way such different
items as racism, 1Vomen, the protection of human rights in some countries,
crime prevention and control, and freedom of information. However, the First
Committee held a general debate on disarmament and another on outer space,
and in other Committees as well numerous items could be grouped and a single
general debate held on them with a considerable gain of time. Chairmen might
be urged to take the initiative of making proposals to this effect during the
organization of the work of their Committees.

n(2) It would prove highly useful if the Chairmen were invited to close
the list of speakers at a very early stage of the debate on a particular
item. That would reduce the number of meetings at which only One or two
representatives, if any, took the floor and would probably allow a more
rational and orderly distribution of speakers in the days allotted to the
discussion of a specific item.

n(3) Chairmen might also be urged to set a time-limit for statements
from the start of the work of the Committees. The imposition of such a limit
was a usual practice when it became apparent that a Committee would be unable
to complete its work. But, normally, when the decision was taken it was too
late to recover the time previously lost. The need for exceptions might be
recognized on a case-by-case basis, but the adoption of a general rule would
probably stimulate many delegations to be more synthetic in their statements.

n(4) It would also be advisable if Chairmen were urged to ensure
implementation of rule 110 of the rules of procedure, if necessary by
interrupting speakers who had started to address their congratulations to the
bureau. A special responsibility for observance of ' that rule should, in his
vie.r, be :?laced by the General Assembly on the officers of United Nations
bodies.
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116. He expressed his delegation's reservations on the proposal :put fO!'1,rard in
point 2 of the :lfexican \lorkin~ paper. Many items on the aeenda of the General
Assembly might ;)e deleted without ma.jor damage and thE' Secretariat might be
entrusted with the task of putting forward proposals in that respect. However,
the criterion suggested in the Hexican paper seemed to have rather danEerous
implications. The item on freedom of information, for instance, had not been
dealt with in the last two years but he firmly believed that it should continue
to be included in the agenda of the Assembly until it was taken up.

"7. At the 12th meeting, the first speaker said that the work of the Special
Committee on any of the topics before it would not be effective if the system
as a whole did not function reasonably efficiently. In that connexion, the
working paper submitted by the Mexican delegation on the rationalization of
existing procedures contained a number of positive and thought-provoking ideas.
The idea of a limit on the number of subsidiary bodies was worthy of
consideration since the proliferation of such bodies had placed Fin intolerable
burden on Member States, which were frequently unable to prepare adequately for
meetings or send representatives to them. Committees and conferences often
failed to achieve results because too many of the participants had to use the
period of the meeting as a learning experience instead of a negotiating
opportunity. Careful study was needed to determine whether the best solution
was an arbitrary across-ihe-board limit or a limit by area. Giving the
Committee on Conferences more authority might be a partial answer. In any
event, the proliferation of subsidiary bodies must not continue unchecked.

"8. His delegation endorsed the Mexican suggestion that the General Committee
should play a greater role in organizing the work of the General Assembly by
meeting before the opening of each session. During the session, the General
Committee might make greater use of rule 42 of the rules of procedure to keep
the status of the Assembly's work under constant review and make specific
proposals for expediting it. The Mexican proposal on the elimination of the
annual general debate could not be lightly dismissed. Little of what was
said at the general debate each year was new. On the other hand, the general
debate provided a valuable opportunity for policy-makers to come together.
That same purpose might, however, be achieved more efficiently and economically
by adopting the suggestion in point 6 of the Mexican working paper. It might
at least eliminate the practice of some States of using the general debate to
propose an annual propaganda item of little novelty or urgency. Consideration
might be given to making a general debate a biennial or triennial rather
than an annual event. With regard to the Main Committees, it might be useful
in some cases to have a single general debate, whereas in others two or three
mini-general debates might be more appropriate. In other cases, the general
debate might well be abandoned entirely in favour of brief specific comments
on ongoing work.

"9. The suggestion that States should be represented at a reasonably senior
level was compelling. However, it might first be necessary to control the
proliferation of meetings so that there would be enough senior personnel to go
around. His delegation therefore was prepared to support a proposal along the
lines of that contained in point 7 of the Hexican working paper if it was
slightly emended to include persons of exceptional profession expertise. His
delegation had a fundamental and strong objection to the Mexican proposal
regarding geographical distribution in the Secretariat. It would be impossible
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to build a Secretariat of international civil servants if the criteria for
recruitment was not excellence and competence but nationality and political
acceptability. Obviously, it would be wrong if most of the Secretariat came
from anyone country. But did delegations believe that competence .ras so
ill-distributed in the world that the rigid application of the criterion of
))rofessional excellence wOlud result in such a monopoly? The best guidance for
tbe recruitment of Secretariat staff members was still to be found in
Article 101, paragraph 3, of the Charter. If Member States were serious about
the United Nations they must be serious about having the best possible
Secretariat by ensuring that recruitment was on the most objective basis
possible. To that end consideration might be given to the establishment of
a panel of'outside experts to advise on recruitment and to more effective
vacancy announcement procedures, the greater use of competitive examinations
and more intensive search procedures. The Secretary-General must be freed of
the political pressure to which he was currently subjected for almost every
significant post in the United Nations. Member States should recognize that
career international civil servants were more likely to resist outside
pressures than short-term or seconded officials. No one Government could be
expected unilaterally to stop pressing its candidates for posts if it knew
that other Governments ,·rere pressing theirs and would succeed' if no counter
pressure was brought to beaT. The suggestion contained in point 3 of the
Romanian working paper was even more unacceptable to his delegation than the
Mexican formulation.

"10. His delegation doubted that machinery to oversee the implementation of
resolutions was as simple a matter as the somewhat glib two lines of point 9
of the Mexican working paper seemed to suggest. Many resolutions w'ere vague
and general in nature, and most were only recommendations. ~1ember States
should hesitate to establish new bodies when political will and responsible
conduct was what was needed. His delegation agreed with the first sentence
of point 1 of the Romanian working paper. Ways must be found of ensuring that
matters were given careful consideration if resulting resolutions and
decisions were to be entitled to respect, and the current state of
development of international institutions req,uired that every effort be made
to attain general agreement at all stages of work in the United Nations. l?hile
the Organization must guard against the proliferation of bodies, it must also
find ways of ensuring in-depth analyses. Perhaps the United Nations should
recognize that it could not do everything and should alloyr detailed work on
some problems to be done outside the system in ad hoc bodies, which would
submit their completed work to the United Nations for approval or rejection.
Efficiency and effectiveness would not be served if the notion of direct
participation of all interested States was slavishly followed. Beyond a
certain size, bodies were no longer capable of efficient detailed work. Some
delegation of authority was, therefore, essential so long as the general
membership was given an opportunity to accept, modify or reject the results.
The Romanian proposals regarding the holding of meetings in different Member
States and the geographical distribution of headq,uarters would result in great
expense and a lack of central direction and would take considerable human
toll. His delegation was puzzled at the use of the work 'democratic' to
describe the method which should be used in appointing members of United
Nations organs and believed that all delegations should voluntarily foreswear
the USe of cant words which obscured more than they clarified. His delegation
endorsed the thrust of the suggestion in point 5 of the Romanian working
paper.
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"11. Attention lllust be given to pruning the agenda of the Assembly if items
were to be considered carefully. Items which had lost their urgency or
relevance Or were not ripe for consideration should be deleted or deferred.
Other items which had become hardy perennials but which did not involve
critical problems might be discussed only every other year. Related items
should be grouped together and, where possible be handled by one Committee.
Agenda items should be rationally distJ'.'ibuted among the Committees, and debates
which had taken place in other bodies should be reflected upon and not rehashed.
Finally, delegations must begin to take seriously the specific requirements
of importance and urgency laid down in rule 15 of the rules of procedure.

"12. The second speaker at the 12th meeting said that while the question of
the rationalization of existing procedures seemed somewhat pedestrian, the
United Nations must operate efficiently at its workaday level if it wanted to
be effective. The rationalization of United Nations procedures was, therefore,
an important and practical way of strengthening the role of the Organization.
It was necessary to recognize that an international organization by its very
nature had many built-in causes of inefficiency which, for political reasons,
Member States could not and would not wish to change. If was, in fact,
remarkable that the Organization functioned as well as it did, given the
number of its working languages and the diverse nature of its staff. There
were, nevertheless, a number of practical measures which could be taken to
increase the general level of efficiency, and her delegation had circulated
unofficially a number of proposals which it would put forward officially in
a "Horking paper. A number of those proposals were based on ideas put forward
in the Special Committee on the Rationalization of the Procedures and
Organization of the General Assembly which either had not been included in its
recommendations or had not been implemented. A number of other proposals
were designed to reduce the workload of the General A~sembly by rationalizing
and reducing its agenda and streamlining existing procedures.

"13. Hith regard to punctuality at meetings, her delegation recognized that
some representatives, particularly from small missions, were sometimes late
for reasons beyond their control. However, many representatives were late
more often than was necessary because they knew that United Nations meetings
almost inv-ariably started late. That was the vicious circle which must
somehow be broken. Despite a number of useful measures which had been taken
in recent years, the proliferation of documents continued unabated. The
conscientious permanent representative who wished to keep abreast of all
United Nations affairs would have to be prepared to read some 2,000 pages of
documents each working day. It was clear that the Organization was getting
beyond the human scale. It was in the interests of all to heed the Secretary
General's appeal to delegations to keel? documentation within bounds sO that
really important documents were not drowned in the daily flood of paper.

"14. In order not to duplicate the work of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Restructuring of the Economic and Social Sectors of the United Nations System,
her delegation had not included any proposals in its working paper on economic
and social subjects. Hith regard to the Hexican proposal for a limit on the
number of subsidiary bodies vrhich might be set up by the principal organs of
the United Nations, she noted that annex V of the rules of procedure
recommended that the General Assembly should review periodically the
usefulness of it s subsidiary organs and she doubted the wisdom of imposing in
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advance a definite limit on the number of subsidiary bodies without having
regard to their possible merits. The proposals in points 2 and 3 of the
Mexican working paper were to some extent already covered in paragraphs 20
and 21 of annex V of the rules of procedure. Her delegation therefore
doubted whether it would be necessary to give broader authority to the
General Committee with respect to combining items although it had no
objection to the two proposals. It had reservations over the suggestion in
point 3 that the General Committee should be given authority to abolish
unnecessary bodies, as such action was outside that Committee's terms of
reference. There were technical difficulties in convening the General
Committee prior to the General Assembly session since the General Committee
of the preceding session had completed its mandate. It might instead be
possible to establish an intersessional committee similar in composition
to the General Committee for the purpose of rationalizing and, if possible,
reducing the number of items,on the agenda.

"15. Her delegation had reservations with regard to the proposal to abolish
the general debate and in its place to circulate a written document or
documents setting forth the position of Member States on worrd affairs. A
general debate at the Head of State/Foreign Minister level was valuable.
It was not clear whether the Mexican proposal for annual ministerial
consultations was a separate proposal for a multilateral conference at the
highest level to consider world problems or was merely implicit recognition
of the value of bilateral contact which customarily took place during the
General Assembly session. Her delegation had also long held reservations
about the proposals to replace oral statements by written texts, since
speaking to a live audience imposed some restraint on length. There would
also be problems in the case of States wishing to exercise their right of
reply. The most serious objection to the proposal was that it would be
much more expensive than the eurrent system of producing verbatim records.
With regard to the Mexican proposal for a single general debate on all agenda
items of Committees, her delegation believed that much depended on the
Committee and the nature of its agenda. The proposal would not be helpful
in the Sixth Committee, for example. The recommendation in point 7 of the
Mexican working paper seemed to be encroaching on the prerogative of
Governments. Her delegation also had reservations with regard to points 8
and 9. Finally, her delegation was still considering the proposals put
forward in the Romanian working paper, on which it had certain reservations.
The working paper submitted by her delegation (A/AC.182/WG/14, United Kingdom)
read as follows:

"'(1) It has been suggested that the General Committee might meet some
time ahead of the General Assembly to rationalize and, if possible,
reduce the number of items on the agenda. This proposal presents
difficulties since the General Committee of the preceding Assembly has
completed its mandate and there would be difficulties in electing the
new General Committee a sufficient time in advance of the next session
to undertake this. It might however be possible to create an
intersessional committee for the purpose, assimilating its composition
to that of the General Committee.

"'(2) In order to reduce the workload of the General Assembly,
consideration should be given to the staggering of items over two or more
years and also to the grouping of related items under the same title.
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"'(3) Consideration should be given to a fuller implementation of the
recommendation in paragraph 28 of annex V of the rules of procedure of
the General Assembly. (In allocating items, the General Assembly should
ensure as far as possible that the same questions, or the same aspects
of a question, are not considered by more than one committee.)

" , (4) Steps should be taken to distribute more equally the workloads
of the First Committee and the Special Political Committee.

"'(5) In applying rule 15 of the ~ules of procedure of the General
Assembly (relating to the inscription of additional items less than
30 days before the opening of the Assembly) the Assembly should have
regard to the criteria there provided.

" , (6) In order to enable the Fifth Committee to finalize the approval
of the budget within the 13 weeks of the General Assembly, all other
Main Committees should aim to complete work which needs to be
considered by the Fifth Committee within 10 weeks.

"'(7) Proposals for the circulation of additional papers which add to the
bUdget appropriation of a committee should not be agreed until the
financial implications have been stated. The decision should then be
taken after a careful weighing of the costs and benefits.

" , (8) A further attempt should be made to ensure that meetings start at
the scheduled time. With this aim in view the quorum for meetings of the
General Assembly was reduced from "a majority" to "one third"; and of
committees from Ilone third" to "one quarter" on the recommendation of the
Special Committee on the Rationalization of the Procedures and
Organization of the General Af::sembly. Since this has not proved
effective, consideration should now be given to further reducing or
abandoning the quorum for the start of meetings while retaining a
requirement that a majority of the members should be present for any
decision to be taken. The President of the General Assembly and committee
chairmen should in future open all meetings at the scheduled time unless
there are specific reasons for not doing so.

" , (9) In order to fulfil the intention of rule 99 of the rules of
procedure, the bureau of each Main Committee should review its progress
every week and, if the work is found to be behind schedule, additional·
meetings should be held as necessary at night or on Saturday morning.

'" (10) The list of speakers on any item in the Main Committees of the
General Assembly should be closed at an earlier stage of the discussion
than has been customary.

"'(11) A call for a roll-call vote should not be made when an electronic
voting system is available for recording votes. Rules 87 and 127 of the
rules of procedure of the General As·sembly should be amended accordingly.
Consideration should be given to installing a third electronic voting
system in the United Nations in order to further reduce the occasions on
which voting takes place either by the unsatisfactory practice of a show
of hands, or by the time-consuming method of voting by roll-call.
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l', (12) A limit of 10 minutes should be imposed on statements made in
explanation of vote, as is already done each session in respect of rights
of reply by a decision of the General Assembly. (Annex V to the rules of
procedure of the General Assembly recommends in both cases that statements
should be Has brief as possible". See paragraphs 74 and 7,.)
Consideration should be given to the installation of an electronic timing
device in the General Assembly Hall and in the committee rooms to
facilitate the task of the Chairman in enforcing time-limits imposed on
speakers. '

"16. The third speaker said that the oral proposals made by the second speaker
at the 11th meeting on rationalization which would strengthen the
effectiveness of the United Nations was a step in the right direction. Serious
consideration should also be given to the conclusions of the Special Committee
on the Rationalization of the Procedures and Organization of the General
Assembly. It was important, however, that Member States should clearly define
what was expected of the United Nations in the present-day world and what
were the procedures best suited to achieve those purposes. .His delegation
believed that the United Nations represented a unique platform at the world
level for the considerations of major problems in the political, economic,
technological and scientific fields. The Organization represented a mechanism
through which necessary changes might be achieved. Many representatives had
pointed out that the United Nations had not met its responsibilities.
Nevertheless, the United Nations was an Organization which, with some success,
had taken up major issues concerning the world during the past 20 years.
Among current tasks, special mention might be made of the Third United Nations
Conference on the Law of the Sea, in which a great deal was at stake in
connexion with the determination of rules covering the resources of a large
part of the planet. The question at issue was to determine how rationalization
of procedures could cont~ibute to a reduction of confrontation and to progress
towards a more just world society. The United Nations had a special,
moderating role, in the heterogeneous modern world. A progressive society
should seek to obtain progress with the consent of the parties concerned.

"17. The working paper submit-i;ed by his delegation contained some suggestions
for improving the day-by-day working of the Organization. Other suggestions
in the working paper were intended to facilitate the negotiating process
within the Organization. His delegation's first proposal called for the
regrouping of items on the agenda of the General Assembly with a view to
rationalizing their consideration and reducing the number of resolutions. That
proposal accorded closely with the first oral proposal made by the second
speaker at the 11th meeting and with the third Mexican proposal. A reduction
in the number of resolutions would be a major factor in increasing the
effectiveness of the United Nations. Currently the number of resolutions
adopted was so vast that most finished in the waste-paper basket. A smaller
number would be easier to implement. His delegation's second proposal called
for an increased role for the Sixth Committee on the legal aspects of items
before other Committees. The problem was not new and on 6 November 1952 the
General Assembly had adopted resolution 684 (VII), which had been annexed
to the rules of procedure. That resolution required review so that the
Sixth Committee could play its proper role. His third proposal included two
mutually exclusive alternatives. The first was that the First Committee
should deal exclusively with the question of disarmament. The second vas
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that a Disarmament Committee should be re-established within the General
Assembly. Currently the First Committee was not in a position to do its
work properly because it was overburdened; during the thirty-second session,
24 separate resolutions on disarmament had been adopted by the First
Committee. Of the two alternative solutions, his delegation would prefer the
first, namely that the First Committee should deal exclusively with disaI'mament
questions. His delegation's fourth proposal called for the intrcduction of
procedures for the reaching of consensus in the General Assembly; that
proposal accorded with the first proposal contained in the Romanian working
paper. If it should prove impossible to reach consensus, then the rules of
procedure should apply. His delegation's fifth proposal called for the
amendment of rule 86 of the rules of procedure so that, in a vote, account
could be taken of delegations abstaining from voting. Such an amendment
would make it more difficult for resolutions to be adopted when abstentions
outnumbered approvals. One result would be to reduce the number of
resolutions and consequently to make the implementation of those which were
adopted somewhat more practical. His delegation i s sixth proposal called for
the establishment of negotiating procedures and methods which would encourage
increased participation by States. Current procedures were adapted to the
discussion of political items but were not necessarily those best suited to
negotiation on technical issues. The result was that blocks of States
adopted the same positions on many items so that individual States, which
might have a particular interest or view on a subject, vrere eliminated from
the discussion. The individua~ contribution of every State was necessary as
no results could be achieved except by joint action .

n18. He welcomed the proposals of Mexico, most of which 1rere well conceived
and. 'with minor changes which would provide for increased flexibility. could
be accepted. He agreed with those delegations which were opposed to the
abolition of the general debate, as such a change would lietract from the
role of the General Assembly. With regard to the proposals of Romania,
particularly on the question of equitable geographical distribution, he
believed that the question required further analysis. A priori he had
reservations, as geographical distribution could be governed by mechanical
criteria and consequently become inflexible. No a priori rigid rules should
be imposed. 1?ith regard to the composition of the Secretariat, competence
should be the overriding consideration. The working paper submitted by his
delegation (A/AC.182/WG/15, France) read as follows:

"'(1) Topics should be combined so as to rationalize their consideration
and reduce the number of resolutions.

!1, (2) The Sixth Committee should be consulted more extensively on the
legal aspects of questions under consideration by other Committees.

"'(3) Alternative No. 1: the First Committee should deal exclusively
with disarmament questions.

tl'Alternative No. 2: a Committee on Disarmament should be
established.

n'(4) The concept of seeking a consensus should be incorporated into the
rules of procedure of the Assembly.
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" , (5) Rule 86 of the rules of procedure should be amended to make the
w·ord IIvoting" refer also to delegations 1vhich abstain from voting.

"'(6) There should be negotiating procedures and machinery suited to
each type of subject so as to encourage participation by States.'

"19. The fourth speaker said that the Mexican working paper contained a
number of important suggestions regarding the rationalization of procedures
which merited serious consideration. He attached ~articular importance to
the proposal in point 1, the aim of which was to limit the number of
sUbsidiary bodies which might be set up by the principal organs; that proposal
not only would contribute to the smooth functioning of the Organization, but
also would reduce the financial burden of Member States. The proposal in
point e, which called for a more equitable geographical distribution of
Professional and senior posts within the Secretariat, was essential in so far
as it was necessary to have a genuinely international and competent
Secretariat, in accorde~ce with Article 101, paragraph 3. of the Charter. The
provisions of resolution 3417 B (XXX) of 8 December 1975 mu~t therefore be
implemented fully. It was, of course, ~qually important that the standards
of efficiency, competence and integrity of individual members of the
Secretariat should be maintained,

H20. Certain other proposals contained in the Mexican paper presented
difficulties for his delegation. The proposals in points 5 and 6, the aim of
which was to abolish the general debate of the General Assembly and to set
aside a certain period for annual ministerial consultations, contained bold
ideas, but represented radical departures from practices which had been
developed through long years of experience; they might not, therefore. prove
very practical. He also supported the suggestion that the General Committee
should be strengthened and given broader authority as it was essential to
have a central body of the Assembly to keep an eye on the smooth and
efficient functioning of its various Committees.

1121. The General Assembly's decision-making process needed improvement. There
were many instances where totally opposing resolutions were adopted on the
same subject or a resolution was adopted with relatively small support. Such
··e~;olutions not only were difficult to implement rout also were prejudicial to
the prestige of the Assembly. The Assembly might study proposals to utilize
small consultative groups or to establish a more efficient consulting system
in order to achieve real consensus amc~g ~ember States. The present rules of
procedure concerning the meaning of 'Members present and voting' might also be
modified to include those delegations which had abstained. Equally, the
opposition of a Member State to a resolution should not ju~tify non-payment
by that Member of assessed contributions or expenses made necessary by the
resolution in question. On the question of the rationalization of
procedures. the equitable composition of the various organs of the United
Nations was essential for the efficient functioning of the Organization. On
the initiative of the Asian group. the Assembly had established a contact
group through its decision 32/427 of 15 December 1977. His delegation hoped
that the gr0"',? would be able to commence its task as soon as possible so as to
be able to .port to the Assembly at its thirty-third session on the results
of its de~iberations.
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"22. The first speaker at the 13th meeting said that his delegation sUIPorted

the general idea behind the Mexican working paper although it could not

agree "l"ith certain of its proposals. In particular, the general debate in

the General Assembly should not be abolished as was suggested in point 4, as

it provided an opportunity for the most competent political personalities to

review the international situation. Their f:' -'atements represented the best

indications of trends in international relations and were the platforms for

the political stands of individual delegations. During the general debate,

Governments introduced new ideas for strengthening the Organization and

appraising past results. Furthermore, it provided an opportunity for

Ministers to meet and discuss the most important current problems in

international relations. In the opinion of his delegation, the general

debate should be supplAmented and not replaced by ann~al minis~erial

consultations.

1123. His delegation supported points 7, 8 and 9 of the Mexican working paper,

but wished to study the other proposals further. It also supported points

7., 3, 4 and 5 of the Romanian working paper and considered them to be useful

dnd constructive. It would like to discuss point 1 with the Romanian

delegation in order to obtain a clearer idea of its consequences.

"24. His delegation found no difficulty in accepting points 3, 4, 6, 8 and 9

of the United Kingdom working paper. Point 5 should be considered within

the context of the importance and urgency of certain problems and should not,

therefore, be applied too strictly. His delegation would, however, prefer

that the last sentence in point 7 should read as follows: 'The decision

should then be taken at~er a careful weighing ef the political importance,

costs and benefits.' In the case of point 10, it was the responsibility of

the Chairman of the Committee to decide those special cases in which the

right to speak after the list of speakers had been closed should be granted.

His delegation supported the first sentence of point 10, but did not think

that an electronic timing device would be necessary. It was up to the

President or Chairman to decide when to stop the speaker after he had used up

the time allocated to him. His delegation would study the other proposals

and comment on them at a later stage.

!l25. His delegation welcomed point 3 in the French working paper and believed

that its possible implementation should be discussed. Points 1, 2 and 6 did

not cause any difficulties for his delegation, which would, hovlever, like to

study points 4 and 5 further.

"26. The EgYiltian working paper embodied many useful and constructive

proposals. His delegation would like to agree with all of them but wished

to review carefully the first proposal, concerning the agenda. In conclusion

his delega~ion hoped th~t it would be possible to recommend to the General

Assembly that some of the proposals contained in the various working papers

could be implemented. That would reaffirm the value of the Commit-cee and

the need to continue its work.

"27. The second speaker at the 13th meeting said that existing procedures

for organizing the work of United Nations bodies were based on fully

justified rules and on the most rational practice that had emerged during

life of the Organization. Consequently, the question of rationalizing
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procedures should be approached with due caution. The existing rules of
procedure did not suffer from any fundamental short-comings; it was rather
a question of their more effective application, as had been pointed out by
the Special Committee on the Rationalization of the Procedures and.
Organization of the General Assembly. There should also be stricter
regulation of meetings, greater financial economy and curtailment of
documentation, but without detriment to the solution of the major political
issues.

1;28. United :Tations activities could be subdivided into the work of
intergovernmental bodies and the work of the Secretariat. With regard to the
practical organization of the work of the General Assembly, the
represente.tive concerned noted that the large number of items on the agenda
greatly complicated their c0nsideration and limited the possibilities of
focusing attention on the really vital issues. It would seem to be difficult
to restrict the rights of States to introduce items which they considered
essential; however, the General Assembly, in preparing its agenda, should take
into account the importance of items in the light of the fundamental purposes
and principles of the Charter, especially the maintenance of international
peace and security. The expansion of the agenda in recent years could be
ascribed to the inclusion of economic and social questions that might well be
considered by the Economic and Social Council without further need for their
consideration by the Assembly. That approach was reflected in Assembly
resolution 32/191,

1129. In the Sixth Committee of the General Assembly his delegation had stated
its views on improving the work on the codification and progressive
development of international law, in which field it was possible to enhance
the Sixth Committee's role. Draft conventions prepared by the International
Law Commission could be consldered not at special United Nations conferences
but directly by the Sixth Committee, thereby reducing expenditure and
increasing efficiency. The Third Committee could function in a similar
manner.

"30. The work of the United Nations would also be improved by eliminating
duplication in the consideration of issues. For example, the same issues were
considered by the Commission on the Status of Women, the Economic and Social
Council and the General Assembly in succession, entailing a waste of effort.
Furthermore, nei, bodies had proliferated to the point where G~vernments found
it difficult to follow the work of those bodies or to prepare serious
proposals for them. Such proliferation entailed much wastage of -'-ime and
often led to duplication in the resolutions finally adopted. That problem
existed in a number of fields, including narcotics control and human rights.
In addition, many questions were referred from one organ to another without
adequate justification, Such irrational duplication and lack of
co-ordination reduced the effectiveness of the work of those organs and
entailed unjustified expenditure. The closest attention should be given to
that aspect of rationalization.

1l31. I'Tider use of the practice of establishing informal, open-ended working
groups, where properly organized, could yield positive results, fostering a
greater in-depth consideration of questions. Fuller account could be taken of
the various views of the participants, and effort and time could be saved. The
establishment of such working groups should be decided on a case-by-case basis.
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"32. The practice of grouping agenda items made it easier for delegations to

consider the items and ensured better co-ordination. In his dele~ation's view,

many of the recommendations in General Assembly resolution 32/197 were useful

and wouid tend to enhance the effectiveness of the United Nations.

"33. His country continued to favour the restructuring of the economic and

social sectors in strict accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and

on the basis of the most effective use of resources and the elimination of

duplication. The process of restructuring should not entail an increase in the

bUdget, the number of bodies or the size of the Secretariat staff; on the

contrary, it should lead to a more rational use of existing resources.

"34. The effectiveness of the "lvork of the United Nations was to a large e:.rent

dependent on the commendable work of the Secretariat~ especially the timely

submission of documentation and proper conference servicing. Sometimes,

however, documents were submitted with great delay, thereby hampering the work

of the United Nations bodies.

"35. Recruitment of staff should be carried out in strict accordance with the

principle of equitable geographical distribution of posts. While a number of

measures had recently been taken to that end, up to four times the permitted

quota of Professional staff from certain countries had been appointed.

Furthermore, one group of countries had almost as many posts at the Assistant

Secretary-General level as the developing and socialist countries together.

"36. The granting of permanent contracts to Secretariat staff seriously impeded

the representation of Member States in the Secretariat. Such contracts

constituted about two thirds of the total number of contracts subject to

geographical distribution and impeded improvement in the quality of the staff

through the appointment of young, highly qualified candidates. He therefore

proposed: first, that staff recruitment should be strictly governed by the

Charter and basic General Assembly resolutions concerning equitable

geographical distribution, with due regard to qualifications; secondly, that

there should be an end to the appointment of Professional staff from

overrepresented countries; thirdly, that the granting of permanent contracts

should be phas~d out in favour of the system of fixed-term contracts and that

no permanent contracts should be granted to st~ff from overrepresented

countries; and fourthly, that the retirement of staff members upon attaining

pensionable age should be strictly enforced to create new openings for the

appointment of Professional staff from the underrepresented countries.

"37. His delegation fully shared the view concerning the need to reduce the

expanding staff and expenditure of the Organization th!1ough the rationalization

of the work of the Secretariat.

"38. With regard to the United Nations budget, his delegation considered that

resources should be utilized rationally and economically and above all directed

towards fulfilling the Organization's fundamental tasks. With regard to th~

high budgetary growth rate in recent years, it was particularly'disturbing that

contributions were sometimes used for purposes other than those for which the

Organization had been founded, indeed, for purposes that contradicted the

Charter. Furthermore, his country could not agree to the continued use of

United Nations funds in an. inefficient and sometimes profligate manner. About

80 per cent of the United Nations budget was consumed by administrative costs.
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The inflation of the overbloated staff, already substantially under-utilized,
and the unjustified raising of various allowances to staff members bore no
connexion to the vital developmental needs of Hember States. For example,
the bUdget for the period 1978-1979 was nearly one third higher than that of
the precedinr: biennium, without taking into account supplementary
appropriations arising from decisions taken at the thirty-second session of
the General Assembly. A number of States, whose contributions to the budget
had together exceeded 57 per cent of the total, had not supported that budget.

1139. His delegation believed that the follmTing measures would assist in
enhancing-the efficiency of the Organization: first, in any United Nations
activity. a strict order of priority must be observed, taking into account
the importance, urgency and actual possibility of implementation in the set
time period; secondly, it was essential that all new activities approved by
the General Assembly should.to the maximum extent be financed out of resources
freed as a result of the curtailment of certain programmes. the elimination of
duplication. and the raising of the productivity of the Secretariat and the
efficiency of all United Nations activities; thirdly, meetings of new organs
and conferences should be financed from funds freed as a resUlt of the setting
of priorities. the curtailment of the number of the United Nations organs.
reductions in the length of their sessions. a more rational organization of
meetings, and a reduction of expenditure on documentation; fourthly, there
should be a further reduction in costs incurred on experts and consultants,
travel and commlL~ications. equipment and building maintenance; and fifthly. the
budget should be stabilized through the imposition of a ceiling on annual
budgetary grmvth to be agreed by Member States with due regard to the positions
of the main contributors.

"40. With regard to the Mexican working paper. this representative noted that
the imposition of a limit on the number of SUbsidiary bodies which might be set
up as provided for in point 1 was attractive in itself and had been reflected
in General Assembly res01ution 32/197, but. in his delegation's view. the
setting of definite limits would hardly be desirable, since a numerical
limitation might impede fulfilment of the mandate of such bodies. The proposal
in point 2 to eliminate items not taken up in the past two years deserved
attention, but a purely mechanical approach to that question was not justified.
since the question should be approached from the standpoint of the actual
situation, the substance and political significance of the item. In any case.
the General Committee had the opportunity to consider each item on the agenda
and to decide on its retelition in the light of the criteria which he had just
mentioned. With regard to giving broader authority to the General Committee
to combine items and abolish unnecessary bodies as provided in point 3, his
delegation considered that that was not a function of the General Committee and
was hardly appropriate.

"41. His delegation felt that t1}e abolition, as suggested in point 4, of the
general debate, which many ~inisters for Foreign Affairs and Heads of State or
Government used to make foreign policy statements or to propose major
initiatives, would not enhance the effectiveness of the United Nations. On the
contrary, the political weight of the Gener~l Assembly would be greatly
undermined. The proposal in point 6 concerning annual ministerial consultations
was superfluous, since such a practice already existed. The question of the
more equitable distribution of posts had rightly been raised in point 8, the
formulation of which could, however, be made more specific and expanded. As to
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the idea in point 9 of setting up over-all machinery to supervise the
implementation of resolutions, it gave rise to serious doubts. The
implementation of resolutions should be supervised by the organs that adopted
them; the setting up of additional machinery would hardly enhance the
implementation of those decisions, which above all depended on the political
will of Member States.

"42. Turning to the Romanian working paper, he asked whether the specific
conclusions and solutions referred to in point 1 took the form of draft
resolutions, and said he was not clear about the steps that should be taken to
ensure the direct participation of all interested States: did that mean that
all bodies shoLu~ be open-ended or their membership enlarged? Furthermore,
he did not fully understand what was meant by 'meetings of the United Nations
and its bodies' in point 2. His delegation supported the proposals in
points 4 and 5.

"43. The thirn, representative at the 13th meeting said that his delegation had
always supported proposals aimed at strengthening the role of the United
Nations and rationalizing its procedures. His delegation was in agreement with
a number of the proposals contained in the Mexican working paper. It supported
point 1, not only because it was necessary to stop the establishment of new
organs but also because there was an equal need to eliminate existing organs
which had outgrown their usefulness. A combination of institutional inertia
and the interests of certain member countries had hitherto proved obstacles
to such elimination. The Ad Hoc Committee on the Restructuring of the Economic
and Social Sectors of the United Nations System had done useful work in that
field and had made a number of suggestions which merited the greatest
attention. His delegation could support points 2 and 3 of the Mexican working
paper, which were particularly relevant to the Sixth Committee where a /Sreat
deal of time was being lost by putting off certain questions year after year.
His delegation shared the reservations of other delegations regarding point 4:
speeches by Chiefs of State or ~linisters for Foreign Affairs were directed not
only to the 149 delegations of the General Assembly but were also of importance
with regard to the domestic policy of individual countries. Furthermore,
public opinion was often ill-informed regarding United Nations activities and
such statements, reported in the national press, could stimulate interest in
the Organization. Point 6 stressed the importance of the conversations and
negotiations undertaken by Ministers outside the context of the Assembly. His
delegation believed that it was essential to retain the general debate while
stressing that the three weeks at the beginning of the Assembly should be a
period reserved for the debate and fer consultations. Point 5 would be
difficult to implement; on the other hand, some limitations should be accepted
with regard to the general debate in Committees and the length of speeches.
Point 7 would be difficult for the many countries which were not in a position
to send substantial delegations. Furthermore, it was necessary to adhere to
the principle that representatives on Committees were entitled to state the •.'.1
positions of their Governments, no matter what their own personal _
administrative rank might be. Point 8 was contrary to the views 'of his i

delegation, which held strongly that Secretariat officials shoulQ serve the ~,'
Organization and not their countries of origin. Competence should be the ~
principal criterion for selection. Geographical distribution was desirable 1
in order to reflect ~he universality of the United Nations but the Mexican
suggestion placed too much stress on that criterion, which should be
secondary. On the question of mechanisms for impJementing United Nations
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resolutions, his delegation believed that such responsibility should lie with
existing organs, such as the General Assembly, the Security Council and the
Economic and Social Council.

"44. With respect to the Romanian working paper, his delegation reserved its
position on the suggestion contained in point 2 calling for meetjngs of the
United Nations and its agencies in different l'4ember S'tates. That proposal
contradicted point 5, which called for a reduction in the costs of the
Organization. Additional difficulties could arise, in so far as the missions
of smaller states would not have the facilities to cope with such meetings in
different locations.

"45. His delegation supported the suggestions contained in the ,vorking paper
of the United Kingdom, He sympathized with the suggestion for organizing
meetings at night or on Saturdays, although it did not provoke his
enthusiasm. He hoped that the menace implicit in that proposal would
encourage delegations to accomplish their task in a more effective and speedy
manner. He welcomed the reappearance of several proposals made by the United
Kingdom in 1971.

"46. His delegation had noted with interest the working papers submitted by
France and Egypt. His delegation had the same reservations on the points made
regarding the Secretariat as it had on the similar point made by Mexico.

"47. In conclusion, he wished to draw attention to the frequently excessive
length 01~ meetings. A recent example had been the United Nations Conference
on the Establishment of the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization as a Specialized Agency. Following meetings spread over several
weeks, only on the last two days had there been real negotiations, which,
reoreover, had ended in deadlock. He felt that the four weeks allotted to the
Special Committee itself was somewhat excessive. Furthermore, the length of
meetings often tended to reduce the level of representation and expertise of
delegations participating in the discussions.

"48. The fourth speaker at the 13th meeting said that his delegation attached
great importance to the rationalization of work of the United Nations, whose
image could only benefit from such a development. His delegation was in
agreement with the aims and purposes of points 1, 2 and 3 of the Mexican
working paper but had reservations regarding the mechanical approach
suggested. The number of sUbsidiary bodies should be examined carefully, as
should the nuniber of existing bodies, but the imposition of a numerical limit
would not be appropriate. There was certainly a need to reduce the ever
increasing nuniber of items on the provisional agenda of the General Assembly,
as suggested in point 2, but his delegation would not question the right of a
State or group of States to put forward an item which it believed to be of
importance, although a degree of political restraint was to be recommended.
A mechanical means of abolishing items which had not been active for years
should be found. If interest in such items revived at a later stage, they
could always be reintroduced. In connexion with points 2 and 3 of the
Mexican working paper, it would be beneficial if the General Committee could
start to organize the work of the Assembly at· an earlier stage, as the United
Kingdom representative had suggested. It might be worth considering
continuing the mandate of the General Committee of the previous Assembly
until the work of the next session had actually started.
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17 54. The fifth speaker at the 13th meeting said that there \Vas general
recognition of the need to shorten the agenda of the General Assembly. His
delegation therefore proposed that the mmber of new items added each year
should be kept to a minimum and that as many items as possible should be
eliminated. The precise means of achieving those goals could be agreed upon
in consultations.

-- --- - - - - -~ ~-- - ~ .,..,...,.. ... '" - -' _.......... } ..~~- - -- ~ .. -- -..........-
~ . . . .

1149. The same representative agreed with those delegations which had expressed
reservations regarding the suggestion in point 4 of the Mexican working paper
that the general debate in the General Assembly should be done awa:y with.
Hhen Ministers for Foreign Affairs came before the Assembly. their statements
were addressed not only to delegations but also to world pUblic opinion and
thus provided a means of attracting that opinion to what the United Nations
was actually doing. The suggestion in point 5 was currently implemented
in practice as Ministers for Foreign Affairs spent most of their time at the
Assembly in bilateral discussions which. while not necessarily related to items
on the agenda, were nevertheless within the general context of the United
Nations. Point 5 was inoperable so far as the Sixth Committee was concerned.
It would be better to structure as many items as possible within the
framework of some of the larger items such as, for example, the report of
the International Law· Commission. The implementation of point 7 \oI"as within
the competence of individual Governments. There was merit in the United
States proposal that Committee Chairmen should have previous experience
in the field of work of their Committees. He agreed with the represent~tive

of the Soviet Union on point 9 and could not see how such over-all machinery
would really work.

"50. The same representative considered that there was already an increasing
tendency for decisions to be reached by consensus both in the General
Assembly and in the Security Council and to that extent the concern reflected
in point 1 of the Romanian working papel:' was already being met. He would
await the comments of the representative of Romania on point 4 but found
himself in full agreement with point 5 although it seemed to be in conflict
to some extent with points 2, 3 and 4.

1151. He supported the United Kingdom working paper. The rules of procedure
of the General Assembly were already quite comprehensive but were not
always implemented. The staggering of items over .a period of several years
might be considered. It was desirable that duplication of work by Committees
should be avoided so as to avoid a situation in which an item was treated
in different Committees with contradictory results. Consideration might be
given to abandoning the need for a quorum at the beginning of meetings but
a quorum must be present when decisions were taken. It was essential that
the progress of different Committees should be kept under constant review.

1152. In connexion with the French working paper. his delegation was strongly
in favour of United Nations resolutions being more concentrated. His
delegation agreed with the proposal of France on rule 86. also made by the
fourth speaker at the 12th meeting. No resolution should be adopted unless
votes in favour outnumbered the sum of negative votes and abstentions.

1'53. The reference to the Secretariat in section II of the Egyptian working
paper (A!AC.182/WG/16) should not be taken as a criticism. Frequently
delegates were at fault in making the task of the Secretariat more difficult.

I .
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"55. Statements by delegations should be limited to a maximum of 20 minutes
as a rule because one of the chief reasons for delays in the work of the
General Assembly and the Economic and Social Council was the sometime~

excessive length of statements.

"56. An arrangement w'hereby the Vice-Chairmen were entrusted ,vith the
co-ordination of informal negotiations and consultations had proved to be
useful in the Second Committee of the General Assembly and deserved to be
generalized.

"51. As to matters involving the Secretariat ~ his delegation had stressed
its satisfaction with the way the Secretariat was carrying out its work but
thought that there was room for improvement, for instance the necessity
of taking measures to ensure the timely distribution of documents. Every
effort must be made to meet requests for the servicing of informal
negotiations and consultations so as to avoid difficulties which had arisen
in the past in providing meeting rooms and interpretation services.

"58. Some delegations concluded from the geographical imbalance which existed
in the Secretariat that competence could be found only in some geographical
areas or States. That was obviously not the case; many qUalified candidates
existed throughout the world. A second criterion was therefore needed for the
selection of staff and that criterion should be equitable geographical
distribution. In the view of his delegation~ there need be no incompatibility
between the criteria of competence and equitable geographical distribution.
Those views were reflected in the Egyptian working paper~ which read as
follows:

n'I. GENERAL

'" A. Agenda: Combat the tendency of proliferation of items in
the General Assembly and the Economic and Social Council by
considering ways and means of:

"'1. Limiting to the minimum the number of additional items
every year;

"'2. Eliminating as many items as possible.

"'B. Interventions: Should be limited to a maximum of 20 minutes
as a rule~ with exceptions left to the decision of the
Chairman with the consent of the Committee.

"'C. Negotiations: The Vice-Chairman should be entrusted with
the co-ordination of informal negotiations and
consultations (example of the Second Committee).

11 'D. Resolutions:

11 '1. To combat the proliferation and repetition of
resclutions;

11 '2. Should be shorter and more concise.

T
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11 1E. ~eetin,e;s '

1111. Should start on time;

11 1 2. Combat their cancellations;

11 1 3. Hore respect of plan of >v'ork (number of meetings
allocated to each item etc.)

:t IF. Reports: Hoderation in the number of reports to be
prepared by the Secretariat.

!i I II. SECRETARIAT

11 'A. Documentation:

fill. Review of format and content w'ith the objective of
makinr:: them more concise ~ more clear, more
directly to the main points;

11 '2. Timely distribution and elimination of delay;

11, 3. Combat the proliferation of unnecessary documentation;

;r '4. Improvement of the standard and qUality of translation.

fI lE. Conference facilities:

11 '1. Haximum attention to informal negotiations and
consultations;

:112. Improvement of the standard and quality of
interpretation.

11, C. Personnel: More equitable balance between developed and
developll1g countries, especially in hiv,h-rankinr. posts.'

!i59. The same representative expressed reservations with regard to the
Mexican proposal to abolish the general debate in the General Assembly and
its Main Committees, but agreed with the general thrust of the Mexican
working paper, in particular, points 8 and 9.

1I

J

1
j

1160. Turning to the Romanian working paper, he agreed that while consensus
should be sought to the greatest extent possible, he believed that it was
not necessary to achieve consensus at all costs. Particularly where it was
essential to take action, the Assembly might abandon the requirement of
consensus" His delegation agreed with the Romanian proposals, on the whole 9

and in particular with point 5.

"61. The proposal in point 12 of the United Kingdom working paper for the
installation of an electronic timing device to facilitate the enforcement
of time-limits of statements was interesting.
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"62. His delegation had reservations with regard to the interpretation which
the French delegation wished to seegiven to the ,verd 'voting' in rule 86
of the rules of procedure. It supported~he---stressexpressed by the French
propo3als on informal negotiations and consultation but woutawelcQ111~~re

detailed sum::;estions from the French delceation as to precisely what Idnds------
of methods were suited to the various subjects dealt with in the United
~h.tions•

"63. 'The last statement at the 13th n:eeting related to the peaceful
settlement of disputes, 'The representative concerned said, that procedures
for the peaceful settl.eJ.lent of disputes were of p;reat importance in view'
of the proliferation of conflicts throughout the world~ a phenomenon which
reflected the profound changes occurring in the contemporary world as a
result of the decolonization process, which had great::'y increased the number
of States in the international community. In addition~ the large-scale
revision of international law that was currently being carried out in such
fields as the law of the sea could result in new conflicts. His delegation
had therefore put forward a number of proposals on the peaceful settlement
of disputes in a ,vorkinr; paper (A!AC.182/WG/17/Rev.l, Spain)', which
read as follow's:

"'(1) The General Assembly should include in its agenda an item
entitled "Peaceful settlement of disputes 11 in order to formulate
appropriate guidelines with a vis" to the preparation of a generally
acceptable treaty on this matter.

11 , (2) I f after the lapse of a determined period of time the parties
involved in a process of negotiation have not been able to reach
agreement, they should have recourse to means of settlement with the
participation of third parties the mandatory acceptance of which they
would agree upon in advance in the case of certain types of controversy.

11 1 (3) The parties to a dispute which is made subject to any method of
peaceful settlement should refrain from engaging in any act which
might make the solution more difficult or aggravate the controversy.

III (4) At the request of a Member State, the Secretary-General may send
observers to the territory of the requesting Member State which
considers that a situation or controversy may exist the prolongation
of which may endanger the maintenance of international peace and
security. These observers would keep the Secretary-General continuously
informed so that he could use more effectively the machinery provided
for in Article 99.

" , (5) 'The ad'n.sory function of the International Court of Justice should
be strengthened and, to that end, methods should be studied which would
enable States parties to a dispute to avail themselves of an opinion
of the International Court of Justice. I

"64. The sponsor of that working paper had stressed that points 1 and 5
restated proposals contained in document A/AC.182/L.15, 15/ submitted the

, 15/ Ibid., SUP'plement ]\To. 33 (A!32/33) , annex II, sect. J.
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preceding year. Consideration should be given to ways of enabling parties
to a dispute to seek an advisory opinion of the International Court of
Justice, perhaps through the General Assembly. The proposal would not
require any amendment of the Statute of the International Court of Justice.

"65. The other proposals in the working Ilaper were aimed at preventing
bilateral negotiations from dragging on indefinitely or being used by a more
pow"erful party in bad faith to obstruct a solution. In point 2, it ~lTas

proposed that a specific time-limit should be established for each set of
negotiations, after which the parties ~"lould have to submit to a settlement
procedure involving third parties. The proposal in point 3 ~lTas intended
to prevent unilateral action after the outbreak of a conflict from making
the solution more difficult.

1166. The proposal in point 4 would empower the Secretary-General to send
observers to the territory of a.l"ly Member State at its request if the latter
felt that such action might be useful in dealing with a situation which it
deemed to constitute a threat to international peace and security. Such
observers would keep the Secretary-General continuously informed so that
he could use more effectively the machinery provided for in Article 99.
The Security Council. for its part, could, in exercise of its responsibilities
for the peaceful settlement of disputes under Articles 34 and 36 of the
Charter, request the Secretary-General to provide it with any information
gathered by the observers, which it could use in its own consideration of the
situation and in the fcrmulation of recommendations. The observers would thus
have a dual purpose: their presence would serve as a deterrent to potential
aggressors and they could also help in the fact-finding effort.

"67. An additional working paper on the peaceful settlement of disputes
was submitted by Greece (A/AC.182/WG/18). It read as follows:

11, (1) Chapter VI of the Charter related to pacifi c settlement of disputes
should be integrally implemented.

i1, (2) The procedures enumerated in Article 33 of the Charter do not
imply any particular order, and the parties mey resort to the procedure
that best suits the settlement of disputes.

'" (3) A collateral treaty must be concluded which ~cill include rules
indicating means and methods for the implementation of the Charter's
provisions and the enforcement of decisions adopted by the Security
Council under Article 37 of the Charter.

" , {4) The role of the International Court of Justi ce in the solution of
disputes should be strengthened. A binding system of pacific
settlement o~ disputes should be established.'

"68. An addendum to the working paper on the peaceful settlement of
disputes, submitted by the Philippines (A/AC.182/WG/ll/Add.l) was also
circulated and it read as follows:
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"'(I) Article 33 shoul~ be redravm, in the first instance to provide a
speci fie procedure for moving sequentially from two-party negotiations to
hiGher levels of third-party involvement in intractable disputes.
Further, parties to a dispute should agree in advance to accept
arbitration or judicial settle..TUent ,-There negotiation, inquiry, mediation
or conciliation may prove i~suf~icient.

"'~e International Court er Justice,

III (2) Referral of disputes. Disputes containing adjudicable legal
elements and having proved intractable under the voluntary aspects of
the revised Article 33 (as suggested above) on peaceful settlement of
disput es will, in accordance with that Article, be referred
automatically to the International Court of Justice for judicial
settlement.

fI'The Statute of the Court should be amended to make this
responsibility expli cit; thus, Article 36, paragraph 1) of the Statute
would read:

"'The jurisdiction of the Court comprises all cases \vhich the
parties refer to it and all matters especially provided for in the
Charter of the United Nations, in treaties and conventions in force.
In particular, the jurisdiction of the Court includes any dispute
submitted to the Court by one or more parties pursuant to a request
of the United Nations under provisions concerning peaceful settlement
of disputes considered to be a threat to international peace and secuTity.

"'(3) Empowering the United Nations to bring cases before the Court. The
United Nations, in the effective discharge of its duties, should itself
be enabled to bring a case before the Court. At the present time it
can only seek an advisory opinion. The affected Articles could be
worded as follows:

"'Article 94 of the Charter - add a new paragraph to read:

"'The United Nations and any Member may at any time agree to
submit to the International Court of Justice legal aspects of
disputes between them concerning the interpretation or
application of the Charter.

11 'Article 34 of the Statute, paragraph 1: States and the United
Nations may be parties in cases before the Court.

"'These amendments, if adopted, would add substantially to the
effectiveness and prominence of the International Court of Justice
in upholding the observance' and implementation of international legal
justice.

'" (4) Advisory opJ.nJ.ons. At the present time proVJ.sJ.ons for use of the
Court for advisory opinions are too restrictively drawn with the result
that little use has been made of the Court in this respect. The
Charter now authorizes the General Assembly or the Security Council, and
any United Nations organ or specialized agency so authorized by the
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General Assembly, to request advisory opinions. It is suggested that
in addition, regional organizations, individual States and the
Sec,retary-General be so authorized. Wording for the affected Articles
'vould read as follows:

" 'Article 96, paragraph 1, of the Charter ~ The General
Assembly, the Security Council or the Secretary-General may
request the International Court of Justice to give an advisory
opinion on any legal question.

'" Article 65, paragraph 1, of the Statute: The Court may
give an advisory opinion on any legal question at the request of
whatever body may be authorized by or in accord-mce with the
Charter of the United Nations to make such a request, and also at
the request of regional organizations and individual States.

'" (5) Article 37 will be revised to provide for the creation of a
conciliation and arbitration commission which should be composed of a
small group of persons universally accepted, such as past Presidents
of the General Assembly. '

1169. The first speaker at the 14th meeting of the Working Group, introducing
working paper AIAC .182/WG/19 (Philippines), said that his delegation had
included in that working paper a variation on the Mexican proposal concerning
the general debate in vie\oT of the fact that several speakers had argued
against the latter proposal. His proposal was that the texts of policy
statements in the general debate should be distributed two days in advance
of delivery and that a IQ-minute summary of the statement should be
delivered for the record, the full text being annexed to the record of the
particular meeting. Such a practice would save a considerable amount of
time and would be helpful to those delegations wishing to exercise their
right of reply. The General Assembly usually devoted approximately
13 working days to the general debate and the time that would be saved if
his delegation's proposal was adopted would enable the Main Committees of
the Assembly to begin their 'fork much sooner than they currently did, thereby
making it possible to conclude the work of the session earlier. An exception
to the proposed procedure would be made in the case of Heads of State or
Government.

"7Q. The Mexican delegation had also made a proposal regarding annual
ministerial consultations duri..l1g the period of the General Assembly. His
delegation proposed that Ministers for Foreign Affairs should endeavour
to stay for three weel\.5 during the Assembly in order to provide an
opportunity for consultations among themselves, which was one of the most
valuable aspects of the general debate. The proposals in the United
Kingdom working paper concerning the General Committee would promote a
more effective preparation for the Assembly. His delegation suggested that
the Secretary-General should convene a meeting of the chairmen of the
regional groups as early as possible after the beginning of each year
in order to reach agreement on the composition of the General Committee for
the next session of the Assembly. In the past, failure to reach agreement
at the beginning of the Assembly session on the chairmanships of the
Main Committees had resulted in delays in the work of the General Committee
and in the opening of the general debate. The emphasis of his delegation's
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proposal was on early informal agreement on the composition of the General
Committee since the actual election of officers at the Assembly session was a
technical formality. Machinery 'Ivould then be devised reflecting the
composition of the General Committee which could begin consideratio~of
organizational and other matters in advance of the opening of the Assembly
session. Adopting such an arrangement could save four or five days at the
beginning of each session and would avoid the need to extend the session
beyond its scheduled closing date.

"71. The vTOrking paper submitted by the Philippines read as follo>ls:

'" (1) General debate on policy statements:

'" (a) Distribution of the text of the speech two days in advance
of delivery.

11 , (b) A lO-minute summary of the speech should be delivered for
the record. The full text of the speech should be annexed to the
record of the particular meeting.

"'The proposals in (a) and (b) should not apply to speeches of a
Head of State or Government, which should be treated according to the
existing arrangement and procedure.

i1 'Foreign Ministers should be available to stay for three weeks
during the General Assembly in order to have an opportunity for
consultation among themselves.

ill (2) General Committee:

111 (a) Informal consultations at the beginning of the ne'IV year
between the Secretary-General and regional groups to achieve agreement
as early as possible on the composition of the General Committee for
the next General Assembly.

i1, (b) Devise machinery reflecting composition of the General
Committee which could begin consideration of the organizational and
other tasks in advance of the opening of the General Assembly.'

1172. The second speaker said that the success of the United Nations was
contingent on the provisions of its Charter, the structure and working methods
of its organs and the dedication, competence and integrity of its staff.
The Special Committee had, therefore, acted 'Insely in deciding to give a
degree of priority to the question of the rationalization of United Nations
procedures. Given the great diversity of its activities, the United Nations
was bound to suffer from ineffectiveness and bureaucracy. The time had
come, therefore, to concentrate ~ the efforts of the Organi zation on a number
of well-defined objectives. Accordingly. the number of subsidiary bodies
should be lindted and their functions clearly spelt out in order to avoid
overlapping and duplication.

"73. The areas on which the United Nations should concentrate its attention
should be chosen vTi.th due regard to the needs of the international community
and the international situation. The Organization should concentrate first
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and foremost on decolonization, a field in which it had already made a
valuable contribution, with a view to the final elimination of colonialism
wherever it persisted. It should also direct its efforts towards two
interrelated goals, namely disarmament and the development of the under
developed countries. Every year hundreds of billions of dollars were spent
on arms w"hile poverty, hunger and disease still existed in many parts of
the world. The solution of almost every major international political or
economic question depended on the achievement of general and complete
disarmament, 1-1hich would free immense sums for the economic development of
poor countries. It would, moreover, continue to be impossible to establish
an equitable and lasting peace without first closing the gap between the
rich and the poor countries,

"74. The Secretariat of the United Nations must include individuals of the
highest professional calibre and integrity. In the recruitment of staff
every effort must be made to eliminate the influence exercised by
Governments on the Secretary-General in behalf of their nationals.

tl75. His delegation agreed with the Mexican proposals concerning a limit on
the number of subsidiary bodies and a reduction in the number of items on the
agenda o'f the General Assembly so as to make it more manageable. In that
connexion, consideration might be given to the establishment of a committee
of the General Committee to consider all requests 'for the inclusion of new
items in the agenda and make recommendations on such requests. Such an
arrangement would ensure that the importance and merits of each item proposed
for inclusion in the agenda were objectively assessed.

tl76. Referring to point 4 of the Hexican paper, he said that his delegation
felt that the general debate was very use'ful and helped 'facilitate finding
solutions to dangerous situations through direct contacts. It was difficult
to support proposals 5, 6, 7 and 8. The ninth proposal, concerning the
establishment of over-all machinery to oversee the implementation of the
resolutions of the main United Nations organs, was not 'feasible because
practically the only area in which the General Assembly had the power to
tmce binding decisions vis-a-vis those concerned was in the internal a'f'fairs
of the United Nations. Most General Assembly resolutions, partiCUlarly
those dealing with international peace and security or with the peacefUl
settlement of disputes were, in 'fact, merely recommendations. Obviously,
in a democratic community it was not possible to require and force the
implementation o'f a mere recommendation. As 'far as the Security Council
was concerned, according to the provisions o'f Chapter VI of the Charter, the
Council's resolutions relating to the peace'ful settlement o'f international
disputes were recommendations without binding 'force. As 'for Council
resolutions relating to a.ction in the event of a threat to the peace, a
breach of the pea.ce or an act of aggression, taken under the provisions of
Chapter VII cd t.he Charter, they could be implemented only by the Security
Council itself. If the Council itsel'f could not implement its decisions,
taken in accordance with rrovisions o'f the Charter, h01-1 could machinery be
expected to implement those same decisions? Would such a body be more
powerful than the S~curity Council or would it be above it? Unless the
Charter was revised and unless the United Nations was completely reorganized,
how would it be possible to set up a body with the power to oversee the
implementation of the resolutions of all the main organs of the United
Natio!!.s? A realistic approach must be taken, otherwise the efforts made
to strengthen the role of the Organization would be counterproductive.

-55-



.,-

"77. His delegation supported the proposals submi.tted by Romania
(A!AC .182/WG/13), the United Kingdom {A/AC .182/WG/14) , and France
(A/AC.182/WG/15) as being both realistic and practical. In the Egyptian
paper (AlAC .182/WG.16), it supported proposals I A, D and F as well as
II A and B. Referring to the first proposal in the paper submitt.=d by the
Philippines (A/AC.182/WG/19), he said that it would be difficult for the
foreign ministers to remain for three weeks in New York. The second part
of that proposal, however, was interesting and realistic and deserved
attention.

"78. The third speaker at the 14th meeting said that the Working Group must
keep in mi.nd what had previously been done in the United Nations with respect
to rationalization of procedures. He had drawn particular attention to
documents A/4776, 16/ A/8426 17/ and A/32/34 and Corr.1. 18/ The S-pecial
Committee on the Rationalization of the Procedures e.,.'"ld Organization- of the
General Assembly had concluded that existing procedures were satisfactory
and th9.t irmpovement could be effective through making better use of the
existing rules and thrOUgh a better climate in international relatione and
a day-to-day improvement in the work of the Organization. With respect
to the latter point, he drew attention to the Mexic an, French, Egyptian
and United Kingdom proposals. It was important to proceed with caution.
It was useful to combine related items but the six items on the agenda of the
General Assembly concerning the Middle East, for example, could hardly be
combined, and he drew attention in that connexion to rule 40 of the rules
of procedure. With respect to the Mexican proposal, he noted that the
Special Committee on the Rationalization of the Procedures and Organization
of the General Assembly had pointed out that most Member States were opposed
to the submission of written statements on substantive, technical and
financial grounds. The Mexican proposal, like the United Kingdom proposal,
also referred to a single general debate on all agenda items. That
proposal should not be given a rigid interpretation. There had to be
exceptions, such as the items before the Special Political Committee.
The general debate was very u.seful to the Main Committees and should
not be changed without consultation with the Committees concerned. The
United Kingdom proposal with respect to closure of the list of speakers
deserved consideration.

"79. The sixth and seventh Mexican proposals were not clear and required
clarification. As for the United Kingdom and French proposals concerning
the practice of consensus, his delegation favoured broader application of
consensus but not at the expense of prejUdicing the right of eve~J Member
State to make its views known. The French proposal regarding the
negotiating process required clarification. As to the Romanian proposal
on holding meetings hosted by Member States, his delegation felt that those
States which wished to hold meetings should have that opportunity. Equitable
geographical distribution of seats was fine, but the expression
I generalization of the democratic method I was not clear.

"80. As to the United Kingdom proposal that the General Committee should
meet before the General Assembly with respect to the number of items on
the agenda, he noted that the Special Committee on the Rationalization of
the Procedures and Organization of the General Assembly had not endorsed
that idea and had felt that it could not make recommendations regarding

-----
16/ Ibid., Sixteenth Session. Annexes. vol. I1, agenda item 61.

17/ Ibid., Twenty-sixth Session. Supplement No. 26.

18/ Ibid.• Thirty-second Session. Supplement No. 34.
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the General Committee. In that connexion, he noted the need to keep in
mind rules 22 and 40 of the rules of procedure.

°81. The Mexican proposal with respect to the limitation on the number of
sUbsidiary bodies had to be viewed in the light of ftxticles 22 and 29 of the
Charter. It ,vas also in conflict with the ninth Mexican proposal. As to the
United Kingdom proposal regarding the workload and the French proposal
concernine-; the First Committee and disarmament, he felt it would be better
to wait to consider them until the special session of the General Assembly
devoted to disarmament had convened. The First Committee "Tas essentially
a political one and should concentrate on peace ~ security and disarmament.
As to the Special Political Committee~ the thirty-second session of the
General Assembly shQlved that it could play an important role. The United
llingdom and French proposals concerning the Sixth Committee and the
allocation of items to not more than one Committee at a time contradicted
each other. His delegation did agree ~ however, that the same aspects of
the question should not be considered by more than one Committee. He endorsed
the references in the United Kingdom working paper to punctuality at
meetings, the holding of extra meetings and references to the budget~ but
felt that the abandoning of the quorum referred to in the eighth proposal
"I-TaS incompatible with democratic principles e As to the references in the
United Kingdom and Egyptian proposals to time-limits on speeches and
explanations of vote, he said that his delegation could agree in principle
but it nevertheless felt that delegations should not be deprived of an
opportunity to state their vie"IYs as comprehensively as possible. As to the
inscription of additional items on the agenda, he said that the 3D-day
limit had to be flexible. As to the Egyptian recommendation for fevTer and
shorter resolutions, the Special Committee on the Rationalization of the
Procedures and Organization of' the General Assembly had said that only the
delegations concerned should decide on their content, and his delegation
a.greed with that, although it shared Egypt's concern for moderation. The
Egyptian recommendation with respect to the Vice-·Chairmen was fine, but the
rule should apply to all Committee officers.

1182. As to the United Kingdom suggestion that the roll-call should not be
used when the electronic system was available, he noted that the roll-call vote
"lYas a ~olitical and psychological device, although he agreed that it should
not be used without good reason. The United Kingdom proposal concerning
the installation of a third electronic voting system would probably be
taken care of by the construction work in progress.

"83. His delegation fully agreed with proposals concerning the more equitable
geographical distribution of senior posts within the Secretariat. The
criteria established in Article 101, paragraph 3, of the Charter must be
given paramount consideration, but those criteria were in no way inconsistent
with the principle of the equitable geographical distribution of posts.
A more extensive use of fixed-term contracts would also benefit the United
Nations. It was to be regretted that candidates from the developing and
socialist countries were often recruited at lower grades than might be
expected and that no representative from the socialist countries was the
head of a specialized agency. In general, it was ess.e~tial that the
various regions~ cultures and political and economic systems be equitably
represented in the Secretariat; it was not just a question of the developed
and developing countries, as suggested by the Egyptian proposal.
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"84. With respect to the Romanian proposal to reduce staff and expenditure
and the United Kingdom proposal whereby proposals for the circulation of
additional papers would not be agreed until the financial implications had
been stated, it was true that not enough thought was being given to the
financial burden which Member states were prepared to accept, and his
delegation supported the Romanian proposal. In that connexion, it was
important that the provisions of General Assembly resolution 3534 (XXX) of
17 December 1975 be implemented. With respect to the Egyptian proposals
concerning documentation and conference services, his delegation 1vas on the
whole satisfied with the documents produced by the Secretariat.

"85. The fourth speaker, referring to the Mexican working paper, said that
his delegation sympathized with the propos als in points 1, 2 and 3, but
had some difficulty with respect to expanding the authority of the General
Committee, since the latter was basically an administrative organ. His
delegation could not egree with point 4, since the general debate in the
General Assembly was necessary and useful. With respect to point 5, a single
general debate in Committees would be impractical, but it might be possible
to group related items and hold a single debate for each group of items.
The proposals concerning annual ministerial consultations and machinery
to supervise the implementation of resolutions (points 6 and 9) deserved
consideration.

1186. His delegation supported points 3, 4 and 5 of the Romanian working
paper, and had no major difficulties with respect to points 3, 5, 6, 9 and 10
of the United Kingdom working paper. With respect to points 11 and 12 of the
United Kingdom paper, his delegation sympathized with the proposals concerning
the installation of a third electronic voting system and an electronic
timing device in the General Assembly Hall, but would find it difficult to
support the proposal to do away with roll-call votes when electronic voting
systems were available.

1187. "l-Tith respect to the French working paper, the first paragraph was similar
to point 5 of the Mexican working paper and point 2 of the United Kingdom
paper. Point 2 was noteworthy, and the related oral proposal of the
second speaker at the 13th meeting to the effect that the Sixth Committee
should be able to assume the status of a plenipotentiary conference for
the conclusion of international legal instruments drafted by the International
Law Commission should also be considered seriously. His delegation
sympathized with point 3 of the French paper, particularly the second
alternative, and considered that point 6 should be considered favourably.
Finally, his delegation had no major difficulties 1vith the Egyptian working
paper.

1188. The fifth speaker said that the question of the review of the methods of
work of the Organization in ge~eral and the General Assembly in particular
had been raised at the seventeenth session when the General Assembly had
established the Ad Hoc Committee on the Improvement of the Methods of Work
of the General Assembly. 19/ In its resolution 1898 (XVIII) of
11 November 1963, the General Assembly had taken note of the observations

19/ See General Assembly resolution 1845 (XVII).
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contained in the Ad Hoc Committee's report 20/ Qnd had approved the
recommendations contained therein. I~ the Committee's recommendations had
been implemented and full advantage taken o~ the rules o~ procedure, there
would have been no need ~or the General Assembly to establish the Special
Committee. One point made by the Ad Hoc Committee had been that the General
Assembly would Bain in e~~iciency i~ the possibilities o~~ered by its rules
o~ procedure were better known to, and applied regularly in letter and in
spirit by, those responsible ~or their application, includinv presiding
o~~icers, members o~ delegations and the Secretariat. The Ad Hoc Committee
had made speci~ic re~erence to the greater use o~ SUb-committees and
working groups and h~d expressed the opinion that the examination o~ agenda
items by committees would be greatly ~acilitated i~, as soon as possible and
especially when the main points o~ view had been expressed, a committee
decided to set up a sUb-comaittee or working groups, in con~ormity .nth
rule 102 o~ the rules o~ procedure (rule 96 in the case o~ the plenary
Assembly). Such a procedure might be particularly helpful when there was
general agreement on the Question under discussion but disagreement on
points of detail. Thus, instead o~ set speeches on, ~or example, the
reports o~ the International Law Commission and the United Nations Commission
on International Trade Law, e~~orts should be made to discuss individual
issues o~ the reports in depth. The Ad Hoc ~ommittee had pointed out that
under rules 35 and 106 presiding o~~icers .Tere responsible ~or directing
the discussion and that their role was by no means a passive one or con~ined

to calling upon speakers reQuesting the floor. Those provisions reaffirmed
that the presiding officer might propose limits on the time to be allowed
to speakers and the number o~ times each representative might l~peak on any
questipn, the closure of the list of speakers or the closure of the
debate. On the question of time lost because o~ late starts of meetings,
he had recalled that the President of the seventeenth ses~ion of the General
Assembly had made it the practice to open plenary meetings at the tjmes
scheduled and that most delegations had willingly submitted to that
discipline and had appreciated its advantages.

"89. Commenting on the working papers w'ni ch had been submitte.i, he wi shed to
emphasize that, when items were introduced, they should be relevant to
achieving the principles and purposes of the Charter. Accordingly he
supported proposals I and 2 in the Mexican working paper and section I A
of the EEYptian working paper.

"90. He considered that the [cneral debate had helped to create international
law in addition to providing an opportunity ~or States to state their position
on majo1" international issu.Js of the day. For example, in 1966, in the
South West Africa cases, Judge Jessup had found that the accumulation o~

condemnations o~ apartheid" especially' as recorded in the speeches and
resolutions of the General Assembly. l:q.d been of decisive practical and
juridical value in determining the international community's standard to
be used in the interpretation of the requirements o~ the Charter that
South Africa promote the well-being of the inhabitants; that, he had
said, was no longer a rebuttable presumption but conclusive. Commenting on

20/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Ei~hteenth Session, Annexes,
agenda item 25. document A/5423.
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point 7 of the Mexican working paper, he said that his delegation held
steadfastly to the concept of ostensible authority: if a representative was
given sufficient power to negotiate, his rank concerned the sending State
only. He agreed with point 8 in the Mexican 1vorking paper and section II C
of the Egyptian 'vorking paper that there should be a more equitable
distribution of high-ranking posts but 'Id.th the proviso that the conditions
of ft~icle 101 of the Charter be observed. His 01Yn approval of the concept
of appointing individuals 1.110 1vould be dedicated to the Organization for the
rest of their li fetime had been tempered by the twin dangers of smugness and
complacency, and he therefore found the suggestion by the second speaker at
the 13th meeting concerning the reduction of permanent contracts to be quite
in place. - He agreed with point 2 in the French 'Ivorkine paper that the Sixth
Committee should be consulted more extensively on the legal aspects of
questions under consideration in other Committees. He had welcomed the
proposals contained in the United Kingdom working paper which would go a
long 1vay towards facilitating the work of the Organization.

"91. The sixth speaker said that it wa::: important for the Organization to
consider the rationalization of procedures on a periodic basis. In that
connexion, it might be useful for former Presidents of the General Assembly
and Chairmen of the Main Committees to give their views on the matter
and for the Uuited Nations Institute for Training and Research to organi ze
a seminar of experts on the rationalization of existing procedures in order
to try to improve those procedures. The conclusions of the Special Committee
on the Rationalization of the Procedures and Organization of t~e General
Assembly were also important. However, there were very few new recommendations
that could be made, and the most important thing 1vas to abide by existing rules
of procedure and ensure that the President of the General Assembly and the
Chairmen of Committees had the necessary qualities to enforce strict
compliance with those rules.

1192. lrith respect to the United Kingdom working paper, the proposal in
point 1 had much merit, but it 'I'TaS important that the composition of the
intersessional committee be identical to that of the General Committee
of the previous session. Point 2 was closely linked with point I, since
the staggering and grouping of items would be one of the functions of the
intersessional committee. With respect to point 3, his delegation agreed
that the same questions should not be considered by more than one Committee,
but that should not prevent the consideration of legal questions by the
Sixth Committee. In that connexion. his delegation agreed with the proposal
in point 2 of the French working paper. Annex 11 to the rules of procedure
of the General Assembly already contaLned a provision to that effect. His
delegation agreed with points 4 and 6 of the United Kingdom paper. but with
respect to point 8, although it agreed that meetings should start at the
scheduled time, it was not sure that abandoning the quorum was the rig..h.t
approach. It was for the Chairman to ensure that delegations arrived on time.
With respect to point 9, machinery already existed, since the President of
the General Assembly held weekly meetings with the Chairmen of the Main
Committees during the General Assembly. However, additional meetings could'
be arranged if necessary. His delegation agreed with respect to the
desirability of holding meetings at night or on Saturday morning if
necessary. The proposal in point 11 concerning the installation of a third
electronic voting system had been rejected by the Fifth Committee but should
be reconsidered, since such a system would save time and the resulting
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savings might offset the initial cost of the system. His delegation agreed
with the proposal in point 12 to limit statements made in explanation of
vote to'lO minutes. The ~elated Egyptian proposal to limit statements to
20 minutes also deserved support.

"93. It had been proposed that draft conventions of a legal nature should be
dealt with by the Sixth Committee. The Special Committee for the Consideration
of the Methods and Procedures of the General Assembly had considered the
matter and had noted, in particular, that a Main Committee, if entrusted with
the detailed study of conventions, often did not have time to deal
satisfactorily with the other questions for vmich it was responsible.
In the work of the Third Committee, legal issues had tended to be treated in
a superficial manner. An example had been the convening of an international
conference to draw up a draft convention on territorial asylum.

"94 .. On the question of reducing documentation, particularly the records of
subsidiary organs, his delegation considered that it was very important that
members of main organs, before making decisions on items which had been
considered by subsidiary bodies, should know what had been said during the
discussion in the subsidiary body. Records were therefore very important.

"95. His delegation considered that emphasis should be placed on the
application of the rules of procedure which were already available. The mO'3t
important instrument for the implementation of the rules of procedure was
the President or Chairman, who must have experience of the United Nations
and a thorough knowledge of the rules of procedure, as well as the will to
apply those rules impartially and defend the powers stemming therefrom. His
delegation had observed how the atmosphere of a committee could change with a
change of chairman. Members therefore had a responsibility. when candidates
were submitted for the bureau and particularly for the post of Chairman,
to bear in mind the importance of the personality and character of the
individuals chosen.

"96. The seventh speaker said that he found many useful elements in the
working papers submitted by Mexico, France, the United Kingdom, Egypt and
the Philippines on the question of rationalization. In reply to comments which
had been made in regard to his working paper (:komania), he pointed out that
proposal 1 in that paper had been intended to broaden efforts to reach
decisions by consensus. During the thirty-second session of the General
Assembly, 256 resolutions had been adopted, of which 155 had been adopted by
consensus. The Commission for Social Development had adopted all its
resolutions in 1977 by consensus. Efforts to reach decisions by consensus
in a larger number of cases should be made in the other bodies also. In
that connexion, the Sixth Committee had set a good example. He agreed w'ith
the suggrestions of Egypt and 1'rance regarding the wider use of informal
consultations. Proposal 2 in his delegation's working paper had been aimed
at achieving wider geographical distribution with regard to the venue of
conferences and there were ample precedents in that respect, such as the
convening of conferences on population, environment, status of women and
habitat in various Member States. The United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development also had met traditionally in different Member States, while
in 1964 the Economic Commission for Europe had met for the first time away
from its headquarters. That trend should be encouraged. The first part
of his delegation's proposal 3, ~egarding the eg~itable geographical
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distribution of seats in all United Nations organs, was certainly not
applicable to the General Assembly, in which all Hember States were
represented. It should, however, be considered in relation to limited
membership bodies. As to the second part of proposal 3, the necessity of
improving the existing practice was illustr~ted inter alia by the
difficulties experienced in the implementation of Economic and Social
Council resolution 2079 (LXII) of 13 H~ 1977 on reinforcing the social
development sector within the United Nations. In reply to comments made
on his delegation's proposals 4 and 5, he found himself in agreement with
the concept that importance should be attached to competence in the
selection of staff members of the Secretariat; that, however, did not affect
the need for equitable geographical distribution in appointments to
Secretariat posts.

"97. The eighth and last speaker at the 14th meeting said that he wished to
reserve the right to comment on some of the w'orking papers at a later stage.
In reply to one speaker, he indicated that his \ielegation had said that the
Sixth Committee should consider draft international conventions which had
been drafted by the International Law Commission but not that it should
reconsider conventions which had already been adopted at international
conferences.

"98. He also dre1v attention to the amount of time lost as a result of late
starts and the ending of meetings before the scheduled time, In that
connexion the Sixth Committee had lost 38 hours as a result of late
starts and an additional 33 hours 35 minutes because meetings had ended
before the scheduled time. Ways could always be found to start on time,
He pointed out that the draft convention on territorial asylum had had
nothing to do with the Third Committee. A special conference had been
convened for that purpose. Hhat was true was that the conference had not
been properly prepared,l!
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D. Statement made at the 30th meeting

15. At the 30th meeting, on 24 March 1978, the Chairman made the foll01ving
statement: 21/

"1. At its 9th meeting, the vlorking Group of the Special Committee on
the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the Role of
the Organization decided to hold informal consultations among interested
members of the Working Group on the question of the pacific settlement of
disputes. The participants in the informal consultations had at their
disposal the working papers on this topic submitted during the present session
of the Special Committee (A/AC.182/WG/l/Rev.2, A/AC.182/WG/2, A/AC.182/WG/4,
A/AC.182/WG/5, A/AC.182/WG/7!Rev.l, A/AC.182/WG/9-11 and Add.l,
A/AC.182/SR.12, A/AC.182/WG/17/Rev.l, A/AC.182/WG/18 and A/AC.182/WG/21).
They also had before them the documents of the session of the Special
committee held in 1977 (A/AC.182/L.2, A!AC.182/L.4-7, A/AC.182/L.9,
A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l, A/AC.182/L.13 and A/AC.182/L.1S). Finally, the
statements made by me at the Special Committee's 27th and 28th plenary
meetings were also before the participants in the informal consultations of
the Working Group. Nine meetings were held. The debate was based on the
above-mentioned material and the participants tried to find all proposals
which had been made on the peaceful settlement of disputes. In this search,
main attention was directed to the criteria whether any individual proposal
could be classified as one within the confines of the peaceful settlement of
disputes. It was not the intention of the participants to make final
statements on the substance of the various proposals, but rather to present
questions and listen to answers on the contents of those proposals in order
to get clarification as to the intentions of the various delegations which
had made proposals. They reserved their positions as to the submitted
proposals until the Special Committee enters upon the next stage of its work
on this topic.

"2. The work at this stage resulted in the compilation of the follmving
51 proposals:

"(1) The preparation of a General Assembly declaration on the
peaceful settlement of disputes as a first step towards the possible
preparation of a treaty on the subject.

"The declaration should include the following elements:

"(a) The obligation to settle all disputes by peaceful means;

"(b) Exclusion from the application of the declaration of all
matters already governed by other treaties or means;

"(c) The procedures enumerated in Article 33 of the Charter of the
United Nations do not imply any particular order, and the
parties may resort to the procedure that best suits their
interests;

21/ For a summary of the Chairman's statement, see A/AC.182/SR.30 and Corr.l,
paras. 1-9.
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"(d) This declaration shall not be applicable to matters of internal
jurisdiction; if the parties disagree as to whether a matter
is one of internal jurisdiction in the light of the.decision
taken with regard to paragraph (h), the International Court of
Justice shall decide;

"(e) States shall have an obligation not to make diplomatic
representations to protect their nationals or to invoke
international jurisdiction for that purpose when the said
nationals have means of recourse to competent national courts
available to them;

"(f) Recourse to means for the peaceful settlement of disputes
shall not limit the right of self-defence under Article 51 of
the Charter of the United Nations;

"(g) Inclusion and elaboration in the declaration of all means for
the peaceful settlement of disputes provided. for in Article 33
of the Charter of the United Nations;

"(h) Competence of the International Court of Justice with respect
to specific disputes, which will be defined in the declaration;

"( i) More frequent recourse to the advisory opinions of the
International Court of Justice;

"(j) Notification by States of situations which may give rise to
international tension; enumeration of situations, which should
not be considered exhaustive;

"(k) Reaffirmation of the general prohibition regarding the threat
or use of force and any form of coercion.

"(2) The establishment of a permanent c~mmission of the General
Assembly to fulfil the functions of mediation, good offices and
conciliation. LSee point 29~

"(3) The adoption of measures to accelerate the process of
codifying the principles and s-::~dards relating to the peaceful
settlement of disputes, in order to ensure the effective functioning of
the ways and means of peaceful settlement. The adoption, in the longer
term, by the United Nations of an international instrument aimed at
establishing specific procedures to deal with and solve disputes
between States.

"(4) Articles 33 and· 37 of the Charter should be implemented.

"(5) Provision should be made in bilateral and multilateral
conventions for a means of binding settlement of disputes.

"(6) When there has been voluntary recourse to a binding procedure
for the settlement of disputes, the decision rendered should be conplied
with.
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"(7) Wider use should be made of regional machinery pursuant to
Article 52 of the Charter.

"(8) Ad hoc and specialized settlement procedures should be
developed further.

"(9) A list should be prepared of authorities 'Iorhich would be willing
to appoint arbitrators or chairmen of arbitral tribunals.

"(10) A practical United Nations manual on the settlement of disputes
should be prepared. {See points 14 and 19~

"(11) As a further measure to assist the Security Council, having
regard to Article 29 and the provisions of Chapter VI of the Charter, in
particular Article 33, paragraph 2, members of the Council should be
encouraeed to consider the establishment of a standing committee of
experts in the techniques of fact-finding and mediation. The Security
Council should also be encouraged to bear in mind the use of suborgans,
established in accordance with Article 29, in individual cases.

"(12) (a) In order that steps may be taken to minimize any threat
to the peace or the possibilities of a breach of the peace or act of
aggression, the members of the Security Council should be encouraged
to review situations of potential crisis and to this end should bear in
mind the opportunities for such a review providea. by Article 28,
paragraph 2, of the Charter of the United Nations and the capacity of
the Secretary-General to provide relevant information.

"(b) To the same end, the Secretary-General should be encouraged
to utilize fully the machinery available to him under the Charter.

"(13) \-lhere it appears that the continuation of a dispute or
situation is likely to endanger international peace and security, Member
States which are not directly involved should be mindful of the
possibilities of taking an initiative to encourage the parties to seek
a solution utilizing the methods indicated in Article 33 of the Charter
of the United Nations and, in appropriate cases and havine regard to
Article 35 of the Charter, should themselves be prepared to bring the
matter to the attention of the Security Council.

"(14) In order to facilitate the implementation of Article 33,
further consideration should be given to the proposal made in 1965 (in
draft resolution A/SPC/L.123 and Add.1-3) 22/ that a summary or
handbook should be prepared which would de;;ribe all means by which the
peaceful settlement of disputes may be promoted~ and would list all
existing mechanisms and facilities for this purpose. /See poin~b 10
and19~ - -

"(15) Reaffirmation of the principle of international law, confirmed
by the provisions of Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Charter concerning
the settlement of international disputes by peaceful means.

22/ See Official General of the General Assembly, Tt.;entieth Session, Annexes,
agenda item 99, document A/6187, para. 7.
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"(16) Under the terms of the Charter, the United Nations should be
seized only of disputes or situations the continuance of which is likely
to endanger the maintenance of international peace and security.

"(17) Direct negotiation between the States parties to a dispute
is the simplest, most effective and most practical of the ways and means
provided for under Chapter VI of the Charter.

"(18) The United Nations should encourage Hember States to conclude
bilateral agreements with a view to the settlement of any disputes which
might. arise in the future in certain specific fields.

"(19) Preparation of a practical United Nations manual on the
peaceful settlement of international disputes. LSee points 10 and 14,J

"(20) Utilization of regional machinery in the peaceful settlement
of disputes: in accordance with Article 52 of the Charter, provision
for priority of recourse, in the future treaty, to regional machinery
in the peaceful settlement of disputes.

"(21) The General Assembly should prepare a declaration on the
peaceful settlement of disputes:

"(a) The proposed declaration, while not giving preference to any
procedure for peaceful settlement, should nevertheless emphasize
the advantage which negotiation, if and when conducted in good
faith, has over, ::her methods of settlement.

"(b) States must choose the most appropriate means for resolving
their disputes peacefully. The failure of one method of
solution should not preclude the utilization of another while
the dispute remains unresolved.

"( c) The declaration should also state that, although disputing
States are obliged to use first the means set out in Article 33,
they, nevertheless, can submit to the Security Council or the
General Assembly any dispute dangerous to peace and
international security which they cannot settle peacefully.

"(d) The proposed declaration should also emphasize the need to
restore the integrity of the decision-making processes or
organs. Where a decision is seen to have been arrived at
equitably and objectively, such a decision is likely to command
respect and implementation.

"(e) The United Nations should give greater support to specialized
or regional organizations in resolving disputes, but these
should be brought into an appropriate relationship with the
central institution of the United Nations system.

"(f) The role of the Secretary-General under Article 99 should be
enhanced and also in the field of fact-finding, mediation
and good offices.
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"(g) The declaration should stress the close connexion between
disarmament and the peaceful settlement of disputes. The
existence of effective international tribunals with extensive
powers to deal with all kinds of disputes will enable nations
to disarm completely.

"(h) Increasing use should be made of the advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice.

"(i) The obligation to settle disputes peacefully and at all times
should be emphasized.

"(22) Exploration of reasons why States do not make greater use of
existing machinery:

lI(a) Questionnaire;

"(b) Study.

"(23) The Security Council should consider greater use of informal
consultations to consider possible difficulties before they get out of
hand.

"(24) The Security Council should consider greater use of committees.

"(25) Greater use of the International Court of Justice as dispute
settler and source of law.

"(a) Contentious cases;

"(b) Advisory opinions:

"Expand parties entitled to request.

"(26) Elaboration of new instruments:

"Enhance acceptance by States of third-party disputes
settlement.

11(27) Elaboration of Article 33 specifically to provide a procedure
for higher levels of third..party involvement.

"(28) More frequent recourse to the International Court of Justice
and expansion of its competence to render advisory opinions.

"(29) Establishment of a Commission of the General Assembly for the
peaceful settlement of disputes. [See point 2.J"

[Specific proposals relating to p£ints 27 to 29 above were submitted
in document A/AC.182/WG/II/Add.l~

"(30) Establishment or creation of regional machinery in the pacific
settlement of disputes.

"(31) To include in the agenda of the General Assembly an item
entitled 'Peaceful settlement of disputes'.

:,
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"(32) To define an international dispute.

"(33) To elaborate the role of the United Nations in the process of
prevention of disputes or conflicts.

"(34) To include in the agenda of the General Assembly an item
entitled 'Consideration of implementation of the resolutions of the
main organs of the United Nations, in particular those concerning the
peaceful settlement of international disputes'.

_ "(35) To urge a more active role of the Security Council in
applying Article 33 of the Charter more frequently.

"(36) To hold ministerial meetings of the Security Council.

"(37) To convene 'meetings of the Security Council in the place of
some unresolved international dispute which endangers peace and security
in the .rorld.

"( 38) To hold periodic meetings of the Security Council in order
to review the progress achieved with regard to the elimination of
tensions and international crises.

"( 39) To enlarge the number of Judges of the International Court
of Justice by electing a certain number of new Judges from different
legal and pOlitical systems of the world, which should result in more
frequent recourse to the International Court of Justice for its advisory
opinions.

"(40) Appeal to permanent members of the Security Council to reach
an understanding on the non-use of veto in matters pertaining to the
peaceful settlement of disputes.

"(41) The General Assembly should include in its agenda an item
entitled 'Peaceful settlement of disputes' with a view to formulating
appropriate guidelines and, eventually, elaborating a generally acceptable
treaty on the subject.

"(42) The consultative role of the International Court of Justice
should be enhanced and, to this end, methods should be stUdied in order
to entitle States parties to a dispute to benefit from an advisory opinion
of the International Court.

"(43) If, after the lapse of a determined period of time, the
parties involved in a process of negotiation have not been able to reach
agreement, they should have recourse to means of settlement, with the
participation of third parties, the mandatory acceptance of which they
would agree upon in advance in the case of certain types of controversy.

"(44) The parties to a dispute which is made subject to any method
of peaceful settlement should refrain from engaging in any act which
might make the solution more difficult or aggravate the controversy.
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"(45) At the request of a Member state the Secretary-General may
send observers to the territory of the requesting Member State which
considers that a situation or controversy may exist, the prolongation of
which may endanger the maintenance of international peace and security.

"These observers would keep the Secretary-General continuously
informed so that he could use more effectively the machinery provided
for in Article 99.

"(46) Chapter VI of the Charter related to pacific settlement of
disputes should be integrally implemented.

"(47) The procedures enumerated in Article 33 of the Charter do not
imply any particular order and the parties may resort to the procedure
that best suits the settlement of disputes.

"(48) A collateral treaty must be concluded which will include
rules indicating means and methods for the implementation of the
Charter's provisions and the enforcement of decisions adopted by the
Security Council under Article 37 of the Charter.

"(49) The role of the International Court of Justice in the solution
of disputes should be strengthened. A binding system of pacific
settlement of disputes should be established.

"(50) The fact-finding capacity of the Security Council, the
General Assembly and the Secretary-General should be enhanced.

"(51) In order to assist the Security Council, the General Assembly
or the Secretary-General in carrying out fact-finding functions, expert
groups and fact-finding panels should be more efficiently used.

"3. That compilation was a preliminary stage in the process of fulfilling the
mandate entrusted to the Special Committee by paragraph 2 of General Assembly
resolution 32/45, namely:

"'2. Decides tha''C the Special Committee should continue its work in
pursuance of the following tasks with which it is entrusted:

"'(a) To list the proporals which have been made or will be made
in the Committee and to identify those which have awakened special
interest;

li, (b) To examine proposals which have been made or will be made in
the Committee with a view to according priority to the consideration of
those areas on which general agreement is pcssible'.

"4. Three new working papers (A/AC.182/WG/2G-22) have been submitted since
the previous meeting. The first of those papers (A/AC.182jWG/20), concerning
the maintenance of international peace and security, was submitted by Cyprus.
It read as follows:
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"'(1) In order to strengthen the role of the United Nations in
the maintenance and consolidation of international legal order, security
and peace, as envisaged in the Charter and as spelt out in the present
item, it is necessary to ensure respect for the decisions of the
Security Cou~cil by taking appropriate steps thereto under the Charter.

"'(2) To this end, the Security Council should be requested to
give early consideration to the provisions of Article 43 of the
Charter regarding special agreements by Member States of the United
Nations undertaking to make available armed forces, assistance and
facilities required for the purpose of maintaining international peace
and security.

"'(3) Request the Security Council to proceed, as a first step,
with the early negotiations of the above agreements.'

"5. The second working paper (A/AC.182/WG/21), concerning the peaceful
settlement of disputes, was submitted by the United States of America. It
read as follows:

"'LIST PER PARAGRAPH 2 OF RESOLUTION 32/45*

"'I. Proposals of a general nature:

ilIA. The preparation of a General AssemDJ.Y declara"t;l.on on the
peaceful settlement of disput~s as a first step towards the
possible preparation of a treaty on the subject. One
suggestion was to have the Gen~ral Assembly include in its
agenda an item on the peaceful settlement of disputes in
order to formulate guidelines with a view to the preparation
of an international instrument on the subject.

"'The concept of a declaration on peaceful settlement is a
proposal that awakened special interest and, although
reservations were expressed to some of the suggested elements
for such a declaration and to the idea of an eventual treaty,
this appears to be a proposal on which general agreement is
possible.

"'(Some suggested elements for such a declaration and for a
subsequent treaty are contained in Committee working papers
A/AC.182/WG/l/Rev.2, A/AC.182/WG/2, A/AC.182/WG/7,
A/AC.182/WG/9 and A/AC.182/WG/IO.)

"'B. The preparation of a practical United Nations manual or
handbook on the settlement of disputes which would describe
all means by which the peaceful settlement of disputes may
be promoted and would list all existing mechanisms and
facilities for this purpose.

"'* The United States of America endorses this method of listing but does
not necessarily agree or disagree with the proposals contained herein.
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"'This proposal awakened special interest and is a proposal
on which general agreement is possible.

"'c. The General Assembly should include an item in its agenda
on the peaceful settlement of disputes in order to define an
international dispute and to elaborate the role of the United
Nations in the process of prevention of disputes or conflicts.

n'It is not clear that this pro:;:,osal in this form awakened
special interest.

"'D. Examine, through use of a questionnaire and study, why States
do not make greater use of the existing machinery for
peaceful settlement of disputes and explore how existing
machinery can be made more effective.

"'This topic is one which awakened special interest and
proposals along these lines are ones on which general
agreement is possible.

"'E. Provision should be made in bilateral and multilateral
conventions for a system of binding settlement of disputes
including possible referral to the International Court of
Justice.

"'Thic; concept awakened special interest and proposals along
this line are proposals on which general agreement may be
possible.

"'F. In certain cases ad hoc and specialized settlement procedures
should be developed further.

"'This proposal awakened special interest and proposals along
this line are proposals on which general agreement may be
possible.

Strengthening existing procedures and machinery:

"'A. In order that steps may be taken to minimize any threat to
the peace or the possibilities of a breach of the peace or
act of aggression, the members of the Sec~ity Council
should be encouraged to review situations of potential
crisis at an early stage and, to this end, should, inter alia,
consider the greater use of informal consultation and bear
in mind the opportunities for a review provided by
Article 28, paragraph 2.

n'The concept of increasing the effectiveness of the Security
Council awakened special interest and proposals along these
lines are ones on which general agreement is possible.

niB. Where it appears that the continuation of a dispute or
situation is likely to ~ndanger international peace and
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security~ Member States not directly involved should be
mindful of the possibilities of taking an initiative to
encourage the parties to seek a solution utilizing the methods
indicated in Article 33 of the Charter of the United. Nations
and should be prepared to bring the matter to the attention
of the Security Council in accordance with Article 35.

"'This conce.l:-,t awakened special interest and it appears that
proposals along these lines are ones on which general
agreement is possible •

. "'C. The Security Council should take a more active role in
applying Article 33.

n'This proposal awakened special interest and is one on which
general agreement is possible.

"'D. Enhancing the role of the Secretary-General in the field of
peaceful settlement of disputes by encouraging the Secretary
General to utilize fully the machinery available to him
under Article Y9 of the Charter including calling for
meetings of the Sec~rity Council, encouraging the greater
use of "good offices", and bearing in mind the fact-finding
capacity of the Secretary-General through the sending of
observers he could designate to the territory of a Member
State to monitor a given situation in its territory.

"'The concept of enhancing the effectiveness and role of
the Secretary-General awakened special interest and it
appears that proposals to that end which do not require
Charter revision are ones on which general agreement might be
possible.

'1 'E. The permanent members of the Security Council should be
appealed to in order to reach an understanding on the non-use
of the veto in matters pertaining to peaceful settlement.

n'Hhile this proposal may be said to have awakened specia.l
interest, it does not appear to be one on which general
agreement is possible.

n'F. In order to enhance the role of the Internatiol1al Court of
Justice and increase its effectiveness, there should be more
frequent recourse to the Court in contentious cases and an
expansion of parties entitled to request advisory opinions
and, to this end, methods should be studied which would
enable States pa~ties to a dispute to avail themselves of
an opinion of the Court.

"'The concept of enhanced effectiveness and greater use of
the International Court of Justice awakened special interest
and it appears that proposals to that end which do not
require Charter revision are proposals on which general
agreement may be possible.
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Il'G. Enlargement of the International Court of Justice to be more
representational of the various legal and political systems.

t~ 1 This proposal did not a'IVaken special interest and general
agreement on it does not seem likely.

"'H. There should be wider use made of regional machinery in the
peaceful settlement of disputes pursuant to Article 52. ~le

United Nations should lend its support and prestige to regional
efforts to resolve disputes and, in regions without regional
machinery on the pacific settlement of disputes, consideration
should be given to its establishment.

ti , The concept of wider use of regional machinery awakened
special interest although there were differing views on
'lVhether the regional mechanism must be used before turning
to the United Nations.

lI'I. Greater adherence to the provJ.sJ.ons of Article 33 by
providing a procedure for higher levels of third-party
involvement which might include recourse to specific third-party
settlement procedures if, after a predetermined period of
time, a particular process of negotiations has not achieved
results.

ttiThe elaboration of Article 33 and the application of the
provisions of Article 33 awakened special interest and
proposals along these lines which do not require Charter
revision are proposals on which agreement is possible.

il'J. When there has been voluntary recourse to a binding procedure
for settlement, the decisions rendered should be complied
with and the parties to a dispute subject to a method of
peaceful settlement should refrain from engaging in any act
which might make the solution more difficult or aggravate the
controversy.

Il'These proposals awakened special interest and are ones on
which general agreement is possible.

l1'K. Preparation of a list of authorities which would be willing to
appoint arbitrators or chairmen of arbitral tribunals. The
list could include such international authorities as the
United Nations Secretary-General, heads of specialized agencies,
President of the International Court of Justice and such
national authorities as the heads of national courts.

Il'This proposal awakened a measure of interest.'

"6. The last of the documents referred to (A!AC.182!WG!22). concerning
the peaceful settlement of disputes, was submitted by Algeria. It read as
follows:

Il'Before the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes can
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be discussed, the concept must be defined. It is not possible to
spe~c of settling disputes when, for example, a third country has
designs on a territory under colonial rule and wishes to assume the role
of the United Nations in the field of decolonization by trying to
settle a non-existent dispute through an agreement with the •
administering Power of the territory in question. In such cases, neither
the administering Power nor the third cotmtry can invoke Article 33 of
the Charter. i "
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21st meeting

Monda.v. 27 February 1978. at 4 p.m.

Temporary Chairman: Mr. SUY (Under-Secretary-General,
The Legal Cotmsel)

A!AC.182/SR.21

OPENING OF THE SESSION

1. The TEMPORARY CHAIP.MAN declared open the 1978 session of the 8pecial
Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of the
Role of the Organization, reconvened in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 32/45. He informed the Committee that its reports (A/31/33 and
A/32/33) contained an account of the work carried out at the 1976 and 1977
sessions on the basis of the analytical study submitted by the Secretary-General
(A/AC.182/L.2). He was convinced that, in the conduct of its deliberations,
the Committee would proceed with the circumspection and sense of responsibility
called for by such an important and delicate question as the one before it. He
assured the Committee that the Secretariat would df.) everything in its power to
provide the necessalJr assistance.

2. On the question of documentation, he reminded the Committee that, in
pursuance of General Assembly resolution 32/45, the Secretary-General, by a
circular note of 12 January 1978, had requested Governments to sUbmit, or to
bring up to date, their observations in accordance with General Assembly
resolution 3499 (XXX). No observations had been received as yet.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

3. The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN said he had been informed that informal negotiations
were tmder way regarding the election of the officers of the Committee and he
therefore intended to adjourn the meeting in order to give delegations time to
continue those negotiations.

The meeting rose at 4.05 p.m.
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2. It was so decided.

5. Mr. ALBORNOZ (Ecuador), speaking on behalf of the Latin American group,
nominated Mr. Jose Luis Lcvo-Castelar (El Salvador) for the office of Vice-Chairman.

22nd meeting

Tuesda.y. 28 February 1918. at 3.50 p.m.

1. The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN said that he had been informed in the course of
informal consultations that the Committee wished Mr. Broms to continue as
Chairman. If he heard no objections, he would take it that the Committee wished
to re-elect Mr. Bengt H. G. A. Broms (Finland) as Chairman.
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Mr. SUY (Under-Secretary-General,
The Legal Counsel)

Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/SR.22

Chairman:

Temporary Chairman:

ELECTION OF OFFICERS

3. Mr. Broms (Finland.) took the Chair.

4. Mr. GONZALEZ-GALVEZ (Mexico) said that the re-election of Mr. Broms as
Chairman reflected recognition of the exceptional services he had rendered to
the Special Committee but did not constitute a precedent and was without prejudice
to the principle of rotation.

6. Mr. YANGO (Philippines), speaking on behalf of the Asian group, nominated
Mr. Sumaryo Suryokusumo (Indonesia) for the office of Rapporteur.

1. The CHAIRMAN said that if he heard no objections, he would take it that the
Special Committee wished to re-elect Mrs. Shirley Gbujania (Sierra Leone) and
Mr.• Siegfried Zachmann (German Democratic Republic) as Vice-Chairmen and elect
Mr. Lovo-Castelar (El Salvador) as the other Vice-Chairman and Mr. Suryokusumo
(Indonesia) as Rapporteur.

8. It was so decided.

13. It w
Special C<
Economic
resolutiol
on restru
country s
Committee

14. His (
of disputE
regarded

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (A/AC.182/L.11)

9. The agenda was adopted.

ORGANIZATION OF WORK

15. Mr.
the repre
resolutio
the Unite

10. Mr. GONZALEZ-GALVEZ (Mexico) said that his Government attached particular
importance to the work of the Special Committee, a position not shared by most

. of the Committee's members. It was important that the Special Committee should
work towards a formula on which those who favoured a revision of the Charter and
those who opposed it could agree. Accordingly, it was to be hoped that those
members of the Special Committee "Tho had obstructed the Committee's work in the
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past would rethink their position and assist the Committee in its consideration
of the proposals before it.

ll. His delegation had submitted working paper A!AC.182/L.13 containing
guidelines for the Special Committee's '-TOrk. With respect to paragraph 2 of
that document, it might be preferable for the Special Committee to establish
one open-ended sub-committee and one sub-committee with limited membership.
The working paper also indicated topics that should be given priority and topics
that should be considered by the Working Grou~ in plenary. With regard to the
latter, the maintenance of :international peace and security should be considered
in the light of proposals to amend the Charter in respect of the composition of
the Security Council and questions subject to the veto. With regard to the
question of decolonization, it should be noted that, in practice, Chapters XI
and XII of the Charter had been amended by the adoption of General Assembl~r

resolution 1514 (XV) and the establishment of the Special Committee of 24. He
was aware that several great Powers did not share the views of his country and
he noted in that connexion that the United States Government was expected to
submit proposals on the strengthening of the role of the United Nations and the
amendment of the Charter in the very near future. The fact that the question of
the Charter was in the minds of the policy-makers of all countries represented
in the Special Committee should give the work of the Committee added impetus.

12. His delegation believed that, at the current session, the Special Committee
should devote itself exclusively to proposals which did not involve amendment of
the Charter. The Committee might then be in a position to submit proposals to
the General Assembly for adoption at the thirty-third session. It would be wrong
for the Special Committee to wait until it had dealt with all issues before it
submitted proposals to the General Assembly.

13. It was important not to forget the relationship between the work of the
Special Committee and that of the Ad Hoc Committee on the Restructuring of the
Economic and Social Sectors of the United Nations System. In its
resolution 32/197, the General Assembly had made specific recommendations
on restructuring. In view of the importance of those recommendations, his
country suggested that the officers of the Special Committee and of the Ad Hoc
Committee should meet as soon as possible (A/AC.182/L.13, para. 2).

14. His delegation did not want working paper A/AC.182/L.13 to became a subject
of dispute. If any disagreements arose in that connexion, the document should be
regarded as withdrawn.

15. Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of ll.merica) said that the comments made by
the representative of Mexico concerning the status of General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV) and the nature of any statements that might be made by
the United States Government were perhaps not absolutely accurate.

The meeting rose at 4.15 p.m.
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23rd meeting

Wednesd~v. 1 March 1978, at 10.55 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A!AC.182/SR.23

ORGANIZATION OF WORK (continued)

The CHAIRMAN said it was his understanding that the various groups were
still holding informal consultations on the organization of 1vork. Stressing
the importance which the decision to be teleen on that matter would have for the
satisfactory progress of the Committee I s work, he said that, if he heard no
objection, he would adjourn the. meeting, in the hope that the various groups
would be able to state their positions when the afternoon meeting began.

The meeting rose at 11.05 a.m.

-80-

ORGANIZ

1. Mr
work as

2. Mr
it was
in plen

3. vIi
should
permane
views 0

the vet
Nations
for in
the Me .
to malee
of the
confront
to melee

4. J.lfr.
intended
with it.
as soon

5. Mr.
that the
heartedl:
an excel.

6, 111r.
A!AC.182
could be
which wo
but, as
time.
That wo

7. The
could me

8. Mr.
Members
Council,



24th meeting

Wednesday, 1 Marc~ 1978, at 3.20 p.m.

Chai~: Mr. BRQl\1S (Finland)

A/AC.182/SR.24

ORGANIZATION OF "lvORK (continued)

1. Mr. VOICU (Romania) urged the Committee to complete the organization of its
work as soon as possible so that it could proceed to deal vTith matters of substance.

2. Mr. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said that however the Committee organized its work,
it was important that the views of all Member States should be heard and recorded
in plenary meetings.

3. With respect to the Mexican working paper (A/AC.182/L.13), three points
should be made. Firstly ~ the rule of unanimity was nm. out-dated and the five
permanent members of the Security Council should be asked to re-examine their
views on that subj ect. Secondly ~ those same members should also be asked 1vhether
the veto power had not been subject to abuse, especially with respect to United
Nations membership. Thirdly, it must be recognized that the machinery provided
for in the Charter unfortunately was not vTOrking as it should. He was not agr.inst
the Mexican proposals, but feh that they should be examined carefully in order
to melee sure that they did not conflict with the proposals made by the countries
of the third world in document A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l. He did not seek a
confrontation with the great Powers but simply wanted to discuss with them how
to make the Charter a viable instrument.

4. Mr. GONZALEZ-GALVEZ (Mexico) said that his delegation's working paper was
intended only to supplement document A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l and 1vas not incompatible
with it. The important thing was to begin the SUbstantive work of the Committee
as soon as possible.

5. Mr. GAVIRIA (Colombia) said that he agreed with the representative of Mexico
that the time had come to start the actual work of the Committee. He whole
heartedly supported the Mexican proposals because he felt that they would provide
an excellent starting-point but he was prepared to hear other proposals as well.

6. Mr. ABDALLAH (Tunisia) suggested that documents A/AC.182/L.12/Rev.l and
A/AC.182/L.13 might be combined. Instead of sub-committees, two working groups
could be established to deal respectively with questions which would and questions
which would not require changes in the Charter. The groups could work in parallel,
but, as a convenience to the smaller delegations, they should not meet at the same
time. The results could then be reported to the plenary Committee for endorsement.
That would expedite the discussion and facilitate agreement.

7. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the sponsors of General Assembly resolution 32/45
could meet, as suggested at the preceding meeting, after the plenary meeting rose.

8. Mr. HACAULAY (Nigeria) appealed to the developed countries and the founding
Members of the United Nations, particularly the permanent members of the Security
Council, to give their views on how the Special qommittee should proceed.
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9. i·IT. YAl~GO (Philippines) supported the suggestion that the sponsors of General
Assembly resolution 32/45 should meet immediately after the meeting of the Special
Committee in order to discuss the organization of work.

10. Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) said that his delegation would
like to hear the views of the sponsors of the resolution before indicating its
mm vieYTs. Some of the proposals put fO.L~vard by the Mexican delegation in document
A/AC.182/L.13 were premature, particularly the proposal in paragraph 3, but the
general approach was useful and deserved consideration.

11. Hr. MACAULAY (Nigeria) said that it was not necessary to hear the views of
the sponsors of the resolution before discussine the Mexican proposals. It was
importan.t that those who opposed any revision of the Charter should make their
views known.

12. Mr. GONZALEZ-GALVEZ (lvIexico), supported by Iv'f.r. GAVIRIA (Colombia) and
Hr. BUENO (Brazil), suggested that the question of the organization of work
should be dealt with by a small group consisting of the officer~ of the Committee
and a few other members of the Committee selected with a view to ensuring
equitable geographical representation. The group should meet after the meeting
of the sponsors of the resolution but before the next meet~ng of the Committee
as a 1-Thole.

13. ~rr. FIFOOT (United Kingdom), supported by Mr. KORO¥ill (Sierra Leone),
Hr. HUSEUX (France) and Hr. ONDA (Japan), said that his delegation agreed with
the representative of Mexico that the organization of work shoUld be discussp.d
by a smaller group, but such a group should meet after the next meeting of the
Committee as a whole, not before, in order to give all delegations an opportunity
to express their views on any proposals that the sponsors of the resolution might
submit after their meeting.

14. 111r. MACKAY (New ZeG.land) suggested that the decision as to 1vhether the small
group referred to by the representative of Mexico should meet before or after the
next meeting of the Committee as a whole should be postponed until the following
day. Once the sponsors of the resolution had met, informal consultations could
be held to decide which approach was preferable.

15. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the small group should consist of t1'TO

representatives from each regional group in addition to the officers of the
Committee. If he heard no objections, he would take it that the Committee wished
to adopt the proposal of the representative of New Zealand.

16. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 4.40 p.m.
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25th meeting

Thursday, 2 March 1978, at 11.05 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/SR.25

ORGANIZATION OF HORK (continued)

The CHAIRMAN said that if he heard no objections, he .Tould adjourn the
meeting so that the members of the Special Committee could meet informally.

The meeting rose at 11.10 a.m.
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26th meetinp;

Thursday, 2 March 1978, at 3.35 p.m.

reached. There
the period when
would take it t

Chairman: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A!AC.182/SR.26

ORGANIZATION OF WORK (concluded)

1. The CHAIRi'v1AN said that an informal group of about 20 members had met that
morning and had decided to recommend that the Special Committee should have one
working group which would meet without summary records. The working group would
concentrate on discussing the topics specified by Mexico (A/AC.182/L.l3) and
first priority would be given to the topic concerning the peaceful settlement of
disputes. The 1vorking group woUld formulate new topics for discussion at a
later meeting. ~lenary meetings would also be held during the period when the
working group would be meeting so that the progress made in the working group
could be assessed. There would be summary records for the plenary meetings. If
he heard no objections, he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt that
recommendation.

It was so decided.

3. fill". HSU Chao-chun (China) said that the Committee had already during its
first two sessions completed its consideration of the Secretary-Generalis
analytical study (A/AC.182/L.2) concerning suggestions and proposals received
from Governments regarding the review of the Charter. It had considered the
proposals of Governments paragraph by paragraph and had thus accomplished a great
deal. It had criticized and refuted the fallacies contrived by the super-Powers
to oppose review and revision of th': Charter. It could be seen from the work at
the two previous sessions that the overwhelming majority of Member States
favoured Charter revision. The mandate given to the Committee under General
Assembly resolutions 3499 (xxx) and 32/45 clearly req~red the Committee to carry
on with its unfinished task. It must therefore draw up a list of proposals and
identif,y priorities. Some proposals were of great concern to the third world and
must be given serious consideration during the current session. In order to cope
with that task it was essential that the Committee should organize its work
efficiently. The Special Comlliittee must consider proposals for the revision of
the Charter. That was the main task which had been entrusted to it by the
relevant resolutions of the General Assembly.

4. 11r. ABDALLAH (Tunisia) said that during its first two sessions the Committee
r'ld encountered great difficulty in drafting its reports because of the lack of
records for many of the meetings which had taken place. His delegation would
therefore reserve its position on any decision not to have records. He considered
that there should be at least one meeting per week at which progress made could
be formally recorded for the information of members. That would provide a
starting-point for further discussion.

5. The CHAIRMAN said it was his understanding that the point made by the
representative of Tunisia had already been met by the consensus which had been
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reached. There would be meetings of the plenary Committee with records during
the period when the working group would meet. If there were no objections, he
would take it that a satisfactory order of procedure had been agreed upon.

6. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 3.45 p.m. C
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27th meeting

Friday, 10 March 1978, at 11 a.m.

Chairman; Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/S~.27

CONSIDERATION OF THE OBSERVATIONS OF GOVERmJillNTS PURSU.ANT TO GENERAL ASSENBLY
RESOLUTIONS 3499 (xxx) A."m 32/45

1. The CHAIRMAN .•. /ror the text of the statement, which was contained in
paragraphs 1 to 26 of the present summary record, see above, sect. 11, ~art A,
of the report of the S~ecial Committee/.

27. il1r. ROSENSTOCK (United Stat~s of America) said that the Chairman's exhaustive
summary of the discussions in the \-lorking Group ivas a satisfactory substitute for
summary records. It would be desirable to have further such summaries as the
various items were considered.

28. In his report, the Chairman had emphasized the usefulness of submitting
working papers. However, that practice, by linking a specific formulation with
the name of the country in the document, could make it difficult for the Working
Group to work as flexibly as was desired; that had been demonstrated by the
experience of the Special Committee in 1977.

29. Mr. GONZALEZ-GALVEZ (Mexico) said that the Chairman~s report had been very
useful; however , it might be advisable in future to have a far more general
summary which would reflect the general trends of opinion expressed in the Working
Group, so that the various delegations would not feel the need to give detailed
explanations in plenary. It would be useful if, in his summaries of the Ho!'king
Group's work, the Chairman would comment not only on the written proposals but also
on those made orally.

30. The CHAI~ffiN recalled that, at the preceding session, delegations which had
referred to the preparation of the Committee's report had re~uested that it should
be as comprehensive and detailed as possible.

31. Mr. FIFaaT (United Kingdom) said that he felt some concern at the method
used for reporting on the discussions of the Working Group. The report which the
Chairman had read out, although of high ~uality, could not be considered a report
on the work of the Working Group, for if it were, it should have been submitted to
the Group for its consideration and approval.

32. ~~. KaRa~ffi (Sierra Leone) said he could not agree with the delegation of
Mexico that the Chairman's report should be only of a general nature. If there
were no summary records, the informa~ion on the Working Group's activities should
be as full and detailed as possible. The report submitted by the Chairman

_ accurately reflected the discussions in the Working Group, which had been most
useful. It was clear that all delegations wanted to see disputes settled by
peaceful means. His delegation had always held the view that the peaceful
settlement of disputes was as much an obligation as the non-use of force. However,
at least one delegation had expressed the opposite view. Some interesting proposals
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had aJ so been submitted which shelved a determination to reach agreement on the
peaceful settlement of disputes and various delegations had proposed w~s of
improving the. machinery for that purpose.

33. It had also been stressed that the United Nations had failed in its mission
of settling disputes by peaceful means, but that 1vas due to a lack of political
1vill on the part of Governments rather than to deficiencies in the machinery. In
any case, the very fact that the United Nations had existed for more than 30 years
should give c&use for hope. It must be recognized that, even though it had not
always been possible to prevent breaches of the peace and of security over that
period, the United Nations had achieved fairly positive results.

34. Currently, it was important to continue trying to improve the existing
machinery and persuade States Members of the United Nations that that machinery
offered the best means of solving disputes.

35. 1I1r. LOVO-CASTELAR (El Salvador) concurred in the view of the representative
of Sierra Leone that the Chairman's report on the activities of the I'forking Group
should be as full and detailed as possible, In the present instance, it would be
useful if the Chairman's report could be reproduced as accurately as possible in
the summary record.

36. Mr. VOICU (Romania) requested that the report that had been read out by the
Chairman should be reflected as accurately as possible in the summary record and
that it should be made available as a report to all members of the Committee. His
dE:llegation wished to make some comments on that report but 1vould not do so until
it had had a chance to see the text in writing.

37. His delegation had always insisted on full and detailed reports being
submitted so that the General Assembly could have an accurate picture of the
Committee' s work, which was proceeding satisfactorily under the system of work
currently applied.

38. Mr. HUSEUX (France) exPressed the view that a report such as that just
submitted by the Chairman was one 1vay of reconciling the opinions of those
delegations which preferred not to have summary records of meetings and those
which wanted all the discussions to be recorded. However, his delegation, like
that of the United Kingdom, believed that a report of that type gave rise to
problems, because it had not been submitted to the Working Group for consiaeration.
Although it would be possible to submit amendments at a later date, the ame:ndments
to summary records appeared much later and in a separate document, which made them
less effective.

39. Mr. ABDALLAH (Tunisia) shared the opJ.nJ.on of other delegations that the
report on the Working Group's discussions should be as full as possible. He
regretted that the Committ"'e had decided to function as a Working Group without
summary records as that created special problems for small delegations which could
not follow all the discussions. He felt that there should be a plenary meeting
at least every two or three days at which a detailed report of the Working Group's
discussions would be submitted.

40. His delegation would comment at a later stage on the proposals submitted in
the Working Group but it ,vanted to place on reccrd at once its disa,greement with
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the Mexican proposal with regard to the fUnction of regional organizations in the
settlement of disputes. Mexico did not believe it was appropriate to use those
bodies, but his delegation thought that disputes should be referred to them as a
first step. \'lithout summary records it was impossible to understand the
considerations on which the delegation of Mexico based its opinion.

41. His delegation reserved the right to intervene at a later stage with respect
to the other proposals that had been submitted.

42. Mr. PICO de COANA (Spain) observed that, in the particularly delicate
circumstances in 'Which the Committee had to work, it was very useful to have a
detailed summary of what happened in the vJorking Group. His delegation reserved
the right to comment on the report which had just been submitted by the Chairman
after it had had an opportunity to study it carefully.

43. ~1r. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet'Socialist Republics) said that the Chairman's
report provided a satisfactory summary of the Horking Group's discussions.
However, it should be noted that it did not constitute a report of the Working
Group and that the members of the Committee had wisely reserved their positions
with regard to it pending an opportunity to study it.

44. His delegation agreed with the Romanian delegation that the method of work
adopted by the Committee had so far proved to be excellent.

45. ~1r. GAVIRIA (Colombia) said his delegation had always considered it important
that the Committee's deliberations should be recorded in summary records but, for
practical reasons, it thought that the system suggested by the representative of
Tunisia, whereby plenary meetings would be held more frequently so that reports on
the Working Group's activities could be considered, was a useful one. Such reports
should be as full and detailed as possible.

46. It was important to take account of the suggestion made in the Working Group
by the representative of Japan to the effect that the Committee should embark on a
new stage in its work in order to fulfil its mandate. It was time to begin listing
and sifting the proposals from Governments.

47. With respect to the substantive issue, his delegation had always maintained
that it was necessary for the international community to work out an agreement on
the basis of which the parties to a dispute, after exhausting the means provided
for in Article 33 of the Charter, would mutually agree to submit their dispute to
an international judicial settlement, which would be binding.

48. His delegation was studying with great interest the proposals submitted by
France and Romania and the suggestions from the United States delegation. Generally
speaking, it approved in principle of the proposals submitted by Mexico in document
A/AC.182/WG/l/Rev.2. However, it felt strongly that the proposed General Assembly
declaration on the peaceful settlement of disputes should recognize the need to
prevent an international dispute from remaining unresolved at the wish of one of
the parties when the other had agreed to refer it to the competent international
organs.

49. Mr. HSU Chao-chun (China) note d that during the preceding two days many
delegations had expressed their opinions on the organization of work of the Special
Committee. Some had said that it was very inconvenient for the Working Group of the
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Special Committee not to have summary records. Others held the view that the
Special Committee should proceed in conformity with the mandate set out in the
General Assel)lbly resolution, namely, by preparing a list of specific proposals on
each item and, on that basis, enumerating the proposals which were of general
interest and then going on to draw up a list of priorities with respect to the
proposals to be considered. His delegation maintained that the opinions expressed
earlier on lrays of improving the organization of work warranted detailed
consideration by the Special Committee.

50. In its statement made at the 26th plenary meeting, held on 2 March, his
delegation had said that, in accordance with the mandate contained in General
Assembly resolutions 3499 (xxx) and 32/45, the Special Committee should first of
all draw up a list of proposals, including those relating to revision of the
Charter, and then proceed to consider those proposals, in particular the ones
concerning such revision. The sponsors of General Assembly resolution 32/45 had
already requested that the proposals for revision of the Charter should be included
in the list. That was a reasonable request and the Special Committee's work should
proceed along those lines.

5L The Special Committee did not have much time left and not many proposals had
been discussed. If a list of main proposals were made, its work might perhaps
advance more rapidly. He hoped that when the Special Committee came to examine the
next topic, in particular the maintenance of international peace and security , it
would first make a list of main proposals, including proposals on review of the
Charter. For instance, in so far as the maintenance of international peace and
security 1vas concerned, that list should include proposals which involV"ed a review
of the Charter, such as the broadening of the powers of the General Assembly,
changes in the membership of the Security Council, restriction of the use of the
veto, elimination of the veto and elimination of certain outdated provisions.
In the view of his delegation, that would increase the Special Committee's
effectiveness.

52. Replyine; to a question by the representative of France, the CHAIRMAN said
that the consulting group would be meeting again shortly.

53. ~·1r. ONDA (Japan) suggested that before that group met, the Special Committee
should consider ways of facilitating its own future work. If it continued to
function as it had over the preceding two ..reeks, it would be very difficult for it
to draft a reasonable report for submission to the General Assembly. So far, the
Committee had discussed only the peaceful settlement of disputes, and it did not
seem to have exhausted that subject. The various proposals which had been made
should therefore be classified in order to determine what topics were of interest
to the majority of countries. The Committee could not go on discussing the various
proposals, which now numbered more than 10, without any kind of order.

54. Mr. LOVO-CASTELAR (El Salvador) said that the system for peaceful settlement
of disputes had remained at the stage reached by the League of Nations and that
progressive development of international law in respect of that matter had not
taken place. In view of the paramount importance of the matter, an effort should
be made to develop the framework established by the Charter of the United Nations
and thereby to contribute directly to strengthening the role of the Organization.
Failure to develop the norms set forth in Article 33 of the Charter had frequently
limited or paralysed the ability of the United Nations to deal with situations of
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conflict. Furthermore, in many situations which had threatened world peace the
Security Council had. been unable to take action because of the improper use of the
veto.

55. In most cases where the means of peaceful settlement of disputes men·Honed
in Article 33 had been used, that had been done outside the framework of the
United Nations, largely because the requisite legal instruments had not been
elaborated. The Charter revealed a major lacuna as far as the powers of the
Secretary-General were concerned. The Secretary-GeneralIs personal intervention
in providing his good offices had been decisive in connexion with numerous
international problems. Yet no provision of the Charter conferred that pmver on
the Secretary-General, although it had been confirmed in practice and was one
function in the exercise of which the personal qualities of successive Secretaries
General had been most evident. Chapter XV should expressly include a reference to
that power.

56. Several of the proposals submitted. to the Special Committee were very useful
and warranted support. However, it 1vas regrettable that, for methodological or
political reasons, some members of the Committee had limited themselves to
examining at that stage only those proposals which did not involve a review of the
Charter, even though the Committee was first and foremost the "Special Committee
on the Charter of the United Nations IY •

57. His delegation supported the Mexican proposal that the General Assembly
should issue a declaration on the peaceful settlement of disputes as a first step
towards the possible preparation of a treaty on the subject and believed that the
11 points mentioned in document A/AC.182/WG/l/Rev.2 should be included in that
declaration. They constituted a good working basis for later detailed drafting
of the text of the declaration. At a later stage, the Committee should consider
including new procedures and recourses, dra1ving mutatis mutandis on the work being
done on settlement of disputes by the Third United Nations Conference on the Law
of the Sea. It should also tm~e into account the various regional systems for the
settlement of disputes such as the European Convention for the Peaceful Settlement
of Disputes, the Latin American Treaty on Peaceful Settlements, or Bogota Pact,
and the system established within the Organization of African Unity. The
declaration proposed by Mexico should include reference to the role of regional
arrangements or agencies, developing the principle established in Article 52,
paragraph 2, of the Charter according to which, at the beginning, every effort
should be made to achieve pacific settlement of local disputes through such
regional arrangements or agencies. 'rhe declaration would thus formalize what had
been confirmed in practice and would make it possible to settle the well-known
argument among prominent Latin American internationalists as to the oblie:ation to
submit disputes first of all to regional procedures. The proposals by France
(A/AC.182/WG/4) also referred to that subject.

58. He also generally supported the various proposals made so far in the Horking
Group, in particular by Romania.

59. Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) said that it would be regrettable
.if the Committee I s work became disorganized. The iiorking Group must complete its
consideration of the peaceful settlement of disputes before the next topic could
be taken up. At the same time, ways of carrying out the task assigned to the
Committee in paragraph 2 of General Assembly resolution 32/45 must be considered.
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60. As far as the Committee is method of work was concerned. his delegation had
no special preferences as to meetings of the Working Group or plenary meetings,
but it felt that some system must be established. The system applied so far had
proved useful in that it allowed all members of the Committee greater freedom to
express their views and to cite examples. However, time-limits should be
established in order to enable the Committee's work to be better organized.

61. Mr. SOKALSIIT (Poland) said that in general he shared the views expressed by
the representative of the United States. The proposals made by Japan seemed to be
significant and to warrant consideration.

62. His delegation hoped that the Secretariat would provide the Committee with
the Chairman's report as soon as possible. so that it could be considered in
plenary. The proposals made by Japan could be considered at a later meeting of
the Working Group.

63. Mr. PEDAUYE (Spain) said that the system of holding meetings of thE' Horl~ing

Group gave the Committee greater flexibility and opened the way for a freer
exchange of views. However, it would be useful if, at the end of each week, the
Chairman presented a report similar to the report made to the current meeting
which would give a deta.iled account of the progress of work in the Working Group.

64. After a procedural discussion in which Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of
America), Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland). Mr. GONZALEZ-G.ALVEZ (Mexico) and Mr. KORm.1A. (Sierra
Leone) took part, the CHAIRMAN ruled that the meeting would be adj ourned.

The meetin~ rose at 1.20 V.m.
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28th meeting

Thursday, 16 Harch 1978, at 10.55 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/SR.28 and Corr.l and 2

CONSIDERATION OF THE OBSERVATIONS OF GOVERN~lliNTS PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RESOLUTIONS 3499 (xxx) AND 32/45 (continued)

Report of the Chairman on the work of the Worldng Group

1. The CHAIRMAN •.• (for the text of the statement, 'vhich was contained in
paragraphs I to 29 of the present summary record, see above, sect. II, part B,
of the report of the Special Committee/.

30. Mr. SOKALSKI (Poland) said that, in view of the decision taken by the
Committee at its 26th meeting that the Working Group should devotl? its attention as
a first priority to the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes, it was
necessary for the sake of logic to indicate in the summary record of the current
meeting why the Working Group had allowed statements to be made on t,vo other
matters before they were actually under consideration.

31. Mr. ABDALLAH (Tunisia) said that he would like greater emphasis to be placed
in the summary of his statement on the specific example which he had given to
illustrate the manner in which the General Assembly had reacted to an impasse in
the Security Council in 1950 and prevented a further deterioration of the
international situation by adopting resolution 377 (V) entitled llUniting for
peace ll

•

32. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) observed that no objection had been raised when the
Mexican representative had stated at the 6th meeting of the Working Group that his
understanding of the agreement reached by the Committee was that the question of
the maintenance of international peace and security would be given the same
priority as that of the peaceful settlement of disputes. The situation should not
be depicted as a concession to the representative of Mexico and it was wrong to
attempt to doctor the record after the event.

33. Mr. LOVO-CASTELAR (El Salvador) asked the Chairman to outline the progress
made by the Working Group in preparing a list of proposals.

34. The CHAIRMAN said that the smaller group of the '(forking Group had held two
meetings so far. At the 1st meeting, it had discussed the method to be followed in
preparing the list and at the 2nd meeting it had identified 40 proposals for
inclusion in the list. It had not been able to discuss all the working papers,
owing partly to the fact that the sponsors of some of the documents had not been
present at the meeting.

- 35. Hr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) noted that the Committee had
recognized that its task was to deal with all the matters raised in the analytical
study (A/AC.182/L.2) submitted by the Secretary-General pursuant to General
Assembly resolution 3499 (XXX) but had decided to begin its work at the current
session with the question of the peaceful settlement of disputes. The
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representative of Mexico had indicated that he would be unable to be present
in New York for the entire session and had requested permission to make a
statement before his departure on t';'10 items before they were scheduled to be
taken up by the Committee. The Committee had granted that request as a courtesy
and without prejudice to the agreed order in which the various topics were to be
dealt ,;nth. It was necessary to indicate clearly the circumstances surrounding
the statement made by the representative of Mexico.

36. Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) welcomed the fact that the
Chairman had invited comments and corrections to his report from delegations. He
agreed that the Committee should indicate that it had allowed the representative of
Mexico to speak on a number of topics before his departure as a courtesy since that
explained why other delegations had not yet had an opportunity to express their
views concerning the Mexican working paper in document A!AC.182/WG/6.

37. Mr. MUSEUX (France) recalled that he had explicitly stated that his delegation
would agree to allO\'1 a statement to be made on questions not yet formally under
consideration only as a personal courtesy to the representative of Mexico.

38. Mr. DROUSHIOTIS (Cyprus) said that his delegation continued to hold the view
that the Committee should. take up the question of the maintenance of international
peace and security at the current session after its discussion of the peaceful
settlement of disputes.

39. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) said that the sound recording of the 5th meeting of
the Working Group should be consulted in order to ascertain what understanding had
been reached regarding the consideration of the question of the maintenance of
international peace and security.

40. Mr. FIFOOT (United Kingdom) said that the progress made by the smaller Working
Group at its meeting the preceding day augured well for its success in preparing
a tentative draft list of proposals.

41. Mr. ~1USEUX (France) agreed that it would be well to listen to the sound
recording of the 5th meeting of the i-lorking Group.

The meeting rose at 12.15 p.m.

~
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29th meeting

Wednesday. 22 March 1978. at 3.15 p.m.

Chai:i'ID.an: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/SR.29

CONSIDERATION OF THE OBSERVATIONS OF GOVERNMENTS PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RESOLUTIONS 3499 (XXX) and 32/45 (continued)

Report of the Chairman on the work of the Working Group

1. The CHAIRMAN ••. lior the text of the statement, which was contained in
paragraphs 1 to 98 of the present summary record, see above, sect. 11, part C. of
the report of the Special Committee/.

99. Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) commended the Chairman for his
thorough and accurate statement but wished to stress that it was virtually a
summary record of the discussions in the Working Group and therefore contrary not
only to what the Committee had decided but to binding decisions of the General
Assembly concerning permissible documentation. He found it particularly
reprehensible that such an act was being perpetrated by the Committee while
discussing rationalization. He objected very strongly to that procedure, but
realized that the Chairman was merely accommodating the majority of delegations,
which unfortunately insisted on it.

100. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus), speaking on the topic of the maintenance of
international peace and security, said that some wars had never been brought
before the Security Council because the parties involved did not think that the
Security Council would be effective. Was that because of the Charter or because
of the abuse of the veto? The veto was a reality under the Charter. The real
problem was not the veto but the fact that the Security Council was ineffective
because it could not implement its resolutions. He drew attention in that
connexion to Article 2, paragraphs 4 and 5, of the Charter. The need for
implementation of decisions of the Security Council and the General Assembly
relating to peace and security was greater than ever because of such problems as
increasing terrorism. The problem of Cyprus in partiCUlar highlighted that need.
The Committee must therefore give content, meaning and effect to Security Council
resolutions. He would accordingly propose as soon as possible a working paper
aimed at ensuring compliance with Chapter VII of the Charter and giving effect to
the decisions of the Security Council, eopecially the provisions of Article 43.

101. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) said that the maintenance of peace and security was
the primary objective of the United Nations and he called particular attention to
Articles 24, 25 and 26 of the Charter. He also noted that the principle of the
non-use of force applied to non-memberq as well as Members. It was therefore very
important to find ways to implement the provisions of the Charter, especially
Articles 39, 41 and 42. Article 24 had often been violated with impunity, to the
detriment of the Organization's effectiveness. The fact that the provisions of
Chapter VII of the Charter had never been put into. effect in the cases of
aggression in southern Africa and in the Middle East was the fault of the members
of the international community. States must make it clear that aggression could
not be committed with impunity and the Security Council must therefore be asked
to implement resolutions unanimously in accordance with the Charter.
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102. Mr. HSU Chao-chun (China) said that many proposals had been made in the
Committee reflecting the desire of many states to change the status quo in the
United Nations. His delegation favoured the review and revision of the Charter.
Nothing was immutable. The world situation had changed and it was therefore
essential to meet current needs. The Special Committee must give particular
consideration to the proposals relating to the maintenance of international peace
and security, such as those concerning the powers of the General Assembly,
increasing the permanent membership of the Security Council and abolition ot the
veto. They referred to very important issues and should be included in the list,
despite the strenuous efforts of the super-Powers to exclude them. The struggle
to revise the Charter would continue and would eventually be crowned with success.

103. Mr. BOUAYAD-AGHA (Algeria) said that before the question of the peaceful
settlement of disputes could be discussed, the concept must be defined, for it was
not possible to speak of settling disputes when, for example, a third country had
designs on a territory under colonial rule and wished to assume the role of the
United Nations in the field of decolonization by trying to settle a non-existent
dispute through an agreement with the administering Power of the territory in
question. In such cases, neither the administering Power nor the third country
could invoke Article 33 of the Charter (see A/AC.182/WG/22).

104. Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) said that his delegation did not
think it was possible to debate an issue such as the maintenance of international
peace and security in a body which kept summary records so soon after the adoption
of Security Council resolutions 425 (1978) and 426 (1978) without noting how well
the existing system had worked in the case in question. He hoped that all States
would honour their obligations under resolution 425 (1978) as well as under
Article 17 of the Charter.

105. Mrs. ~1UTUK}L~ (Zambia) expre3s3d regret that the Committee had not been able
to take up the question of the maintenance of international peace and security and
wished to place on record her delegation's hope that it would be one of the first
items, if not the first, to be discussed at the next session of the Committee.

106. She also regretted that some of the countries which in the view of her
delegation were mainly responsible for the continuation of the situation in
Southern Rhodesia had refused to take a decisive stand on resolution 425 (1978).
Part of the problem of the maintenance of peace and security was that Member States,
by such failure to co-operate in United Nations undertakings, made efforts to apply
the provisions of the Charter only partially successful.

107. Mr. ABDALLAH (Tunisia) said that since the Working Group had no summary
records, the Chairman had a special responsibility to remind the Committee of its
decisions, including the decision to take up the question of the maintenance of
international peace and security after the discussion of the questions of peaceful
settlement of disputes and the rationalization of United Nations procedures.

108. The CHAIRMAN said that a number of delegations had previously spoken in the
plenary Committee on the peaceful settlement of disputes and that therefore the
agreed procedure had not been disregarded. Cyprus had been given permission to
speak on that topic.

109. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that the maintenance of international peace and
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security and the international settlement of disputes were related, and called
attention to Article 33 of the Charter, which referred to settling a dispute
before an act of aggression had taken place. Chapter VII made no mention of
peace and security or the undoing of aggression. An act of aggression or.
occupation could not be settled by peacefUl means or by negotiaticn under the
existing provisions of the Charter.

The meeting rose at 6.25 p.m.
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30th meeting

Friday, 24 March 1970. at 11.50 a.m.

Chairman: Mr. BROMS (Finland)

A/AC.182/sR.30 and Corr.l

CONSIDERATION OF THE OBSERVATIONS OF GOVERNMENTS PURSUANT TO GENERAL ASSEMBLY
RESOLUTIONS 3499 (xxx) AND 32/45 (concluded)

Report of the Chairman on the work of the Working Group

1. The CHAIRMAN ... lior the text of the statement, which was contained in
paragraphs 1 to 6 of the present summary record, see above, sect. 11, part D•. of
the report of the Special Committee/.

7. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) objected to the publication of document
A!AC.182/sR.28/Corr.l (English only).

13.
sta
Cam
at
whi
on
set
the
pea

14.
alt
to!
mer
Wit
OVE

Me",
cor

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

8. After a procedural discussion iil which Mr. LENNUYEUX-COMNENE (France) and
Mr. ROSENSTOCK (United States of America) took part, the CHAIRMAN said that,
according to the minutes of the meetings in question, the document referred to
adequately reflected the discussions in the Working Group and, if he heard no
objections, he would take it that the Special Committee wished to adopt his
report on the work of the Working Group, the final part of which he had just
read out.

10. I'lr. SURYOKUSUMO (Indonesia), Rapporteur, introducing the Special Committee's
report to the General Assembly(A/AC.182/L.18), said that the document contained
the introduction, in which the current state of the Special Committee's work was
described. As was indicated in paragraph 9 of the draft report, the statements
made by the Chairman on the work done by the Working Group were to be reproduced
in section 11 of the report. As in the case of the preceding session, he intended
to reproduce the summary records of the Special Committee's meetings as an annex
to the report. However, in order to avoid duplication the statements of the
Chairman to which he had referred would not be included. There would merely be
a reference to section IT of the report, in which the complete texts of those
statements would. appear.

9· It was so decided.
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11. He had agreed. with the members of the Committee that the following text, which
would constitute paragraph 11, should be added to the draft report:

"Some members of the Special Committee felt that its mandate should
be renewed. Some members felt that that was a matter which fell within the
competence of the General Assembly."

12. He would also take into account any further decision which the Special
Committee might adopt before the closure of the session.
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13. Replying to a question asked by the representative of Cyprus, he said that the
statements made by the Chairman in the vlorking Gro\lp were reflected in the Special
Committee 's report and he read out the part of the statement made by the Chairman
at the 27th meeting of the Special Committee, on 10 March 1978, in paragraph 1 of
which it was said that "It had been agreed that the \'lorking Group would concentrate
on discussing various topics, taking up first the question of the 'peaceful
settlement of disputes', followed by a .consideration of other questions, such as
the 'rationalization of existing procedures' and the 'maintenance of international
peace and security'''.

14. Mr. ROSSIDES (Cyprus) said that in paragraph 8 of the report (A/AC.182/L.18),
although it was said that the Working Group would concentrate on discussing the
topics specified in the Working Paper submitted by Mexico (A/AC.lb2/L.13), no
mention whatever was made of the mairr~enance of international peace and security.
Without bringing up for the time being the question of the priority of one item
over another, which was also important, he asked whether the representative of
Mexico had requested the omission from the report of any mention of the item
concerning the maintenance of international peace and security.

15. Mr. CORREA (Mexico) said that the problem could be solved by reflecting in
paragraph 8 of the report (A/AC.182/L.18) exactly what was said in the summary
record of the 27th meeting.

16. The CHAIRMAN said that if he heard no objections, he would "';ake it that
paragraph 8 of the report was amended in accordance with the suggestion of the
representative of Mexico.

17. It was so decided.

18. ~tr. SOKALSKI (Poland) recalled What the representative of Mexico had said at
th. 22nd meeting to the effect that his delegation did not wish document
A/AC.182/L.13 to become a subject of dispute and that if any disagreements arose
in that connexion, the document should be regarded as having been withdrawn.
He (Mr. Sokalski) observed that there was a lack of coherence in the summary
records.

19. Mr. CORREA (Mexico) said that at the time when the 22nd meeting of the
Special Committee was held there had been no objections to having the topics
mentioned in Working Paper A/AC.182/L.13 constitute the basis for the aeliberations
of the vlorking Group.

20. The CHAIRMAN invited the members of the Special Committee to submit whatever
amendments to the Special Committee's report they thought were necessary.

21. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) said that paragraph 10 of the draft report was
trivial and he proposed that it should be deleted.

22. Mr. KAPETANOVI(5 (Yugoslavia) said that paragraph 10 had been accepted in the
.informal consultations held on the previous day and the delegation of Sierra Leone
had not raised any objection at that time. He thought that it would not be
appropriate at that stage of the Special Committee's work to delete anything from
the report as it had been accepted in the informal consultations and he suggested
that if the representative of Sierra Leone so wished, his objections to the
paragraph could be shown in the summary record.
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23. The CHAIRMAN reminded the members that the Special Committee had carried out
its work on the basis of consensus. Although it was for the General Assembly to
evaluate the extent of the progress made by the Special Committee, the drafting of
paragraph la had been accepted in informal consultations and he asked the
representative of Sierra Leone if he intended to press his proposal for the
deletion of that paragraph.

24. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) reiterated his objection.

25. The CHAIRMAN said that the objection voiced by the delegation of Sierra Leone
would be recorded and that if he heard no other objections he would take it that
the Special Committee wished to adopt the report (A/AC.182/L.18).

26. It was so decided.

27. Mr. VOICU (Romania), referring to paragraph 11 of the report that had just
been adopted, stressed two aspects of the statements made by the Chairman. Firstly,
the Special Committee was beginning the next phase of its work, and, secondly, the
compilation of items to be considered or suggestions was a preliminary stage of the
process of fulfilling the mandate entrusted to the Special Committee. He also
noted that in the Chairman's statement on the working paper submitted by the
delegation of the United States the Chairman had said that it had been decided that
a fuller debate should -be held later. The only possible interpretation of th,lse
ideas appearing in the report was that there was a general desire to continue the
work of the Special Committee. If there was a preliminary stage, there must
obviously be other stages. That logical conclusion should be expressly set forth
in the Committee's report. After four weeks of work the Committee had not only the
right but also the obligation to inform the General Assembly of, its intenj.ons
regarding the continuation of its work. His delegation was convinced that the
overwhelming majority of members of the Committee were in favour of renewing its
mandate. In addition, his delegation welcomed the first part of paragraph 10 of
the Committee's report, in which it was stated that the Committee expressed its
view that progress had been made in fulfilling its mandate. His delegation believed
t:~t the very future of the United Nations was bound up with the activities of the
Special Committee and it3 capacity to offer Generally acceptable solutions with a
view to adapting the United Nations to the realities of the present-day world.
The success of the Special Committee's work would demonstrate the capacity of the
United Nations to make the necessary adjustments and adapt itself to reality.

28. It was well known that Romania, like many other countries, attributed great
importance to the future work of the Committee. Those countries placed, and always
had placed, great hopes in the participation which the United Nations should have
in the establishment of a new international order, in the building of a better and
more just world. The debates held during the Special Committee's current session
had drawn attention to the multiplicity, scope and seriousness of the problems
which mankind must solve in order to ensure its own survival and the progress of
all peoples. In the almost unanimous opinion of those who had participated in the
debate, the early and lasting solution of those problems required the co-operation
and contribution of all members of the international community. It had been
demonstrated once again how great was the desire of the immense majority of Member
States to use the United Nations as an instrument capable of mobilizing joint action
in favour of co-operation and peaceful and friendly coexistence.
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29. The basic idea in accordance with which the Special Committee had been

established was that the activities of the United Nations should be improved so as

to increase its effectiveness in the consideration and solution of international

problems. In essence, the United Nations must take into consideration and ponder

more appropriately its own structure, as also the activities carried out and the

great changes which had occurred in the world during the 3D-odd years that had

passed since its establishment. Imperfections and deficiencies had been noted from

the start and the United Nations had taken some unjust decisions and measures which

were contrary to the purposes and the spirit of the Charter. In addition, despite

the scope of the powers conferred on the United Nations there had been a tendency

to disregard the Organization and try to solve outside the United Nations framework

certain problems which were of direct interest to all peoples and affected the

progress and the peace of the entire world. An inevitable consequence of that

tendency had been the weakening of the United Nations and the impairment of its

functioning. Aware of that situation, the States which had proposed the

establishment of the Special Committee and supported its activities were seeking

the continuous improvement of United Nations activities as a whole, the enhancement

of the prestige of the United Nations and its authority in internation~l life and

a greater contribution by that forum to the lasting solution of the'problems

confronting mankind. It was in that spirit that the proposals submitted by Romania

to the General Assembly and the Special Committee had been conceived. With those

proposals Romania, in agreement with other countries, wanted the functioning of the

United Nations to be improved and strengthened and the process of its

democratization to be accentuated in order to provide the most favourable framework

for the effective participation of all nations in international political life.

His delegation wanted the new realities of the world and the current concerns of

peoples to be reflected more broadly and faithfully in the activities of the

United Nations; that could be achieved by perfecting its structure and its

organizational framework and improving the way in which United Nations bodies

functioned and their methods of work.

30. His delegation was convinced that the Committee could fulfil its mandate if

all delegations showed a real desire to achieve solutions. There was no question

that solutions could result only from the participation and contribution of all.

It was therefore essential that all should contribute with their political will to

co-operation in the achievement of the Committee's tasks. His delegation considered

that all States which had accepted the Committee's mandate and had agreed to form

part of it had thereby committed themselves to contributing to the implementation

of a decision of the General Assembly. It was convinced that, thanks to the

concerted efforts of the Member States, the Special Committee would succeed in its

future sessions in deciding on specific measures, as requested by the General

Assembly. His delegation felt that the work of the Committee was sufficiently far

advanced, having regard to the discussions held, to enable it to formulate draft

recommendations on which there would be general ,...greement and which could be

discussed and adopted by the General Assembly. If it was to be possible to submit

such recommendations the work of the Cpmmittee would have to be carried out in an

atmosphere of frie',1dly co-operation a: .ong all delegations, in a spirit of mutual

esteem and respect fo the opinions of each participant. He felt that the current

session waS a first step in that direction. The Special Committee could surely be

transformed into a real laboratory in which ideas .would be analysed and synthesized

so that the best solutions could be found. His delegation was convinced that the

collective wisdom of the 149 States Members of the United Nations that were to study

the report of the Special Committee could give the Committee new impetus at both the

political and legal levels so that it could fully carry out its mission.
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31. Mr. ZACHMANN (German Democratic Republic) said that in the course of its
deliberations the Special Committee had made progress with respect to the topics
"peaceful settlement of disputes" and "rationalization of existing procedures".
As everyone was aware, it had not yet reached a stage where it was possible to
speak of a listing or even an identification of proposals which had awakened
special interest. What it had done Ivas to attempt to find out and enumerate
proposals submitted prior to or during the deliberations on the topic "peaceful
settlement of disputes". That compilation of proposals was of a purely technical
nature and represented a preliminary task, but it might serve as a basis for future
work towards the completion of the Special Committee's mandate, on condition that
the members were willing to respect the provisions of the Charter. His delegation
had also stated its vievs on the topic "peaceful settlement of disputes" and had
learned vith satisfaction that to a great extent they coincided vith those put
forward by other delegations.

32. A number of the proposals ;numerated during the informal consultations had
merit, but there vere others vhose intention or meaning lacked clarity for his
delegation and vhich it could not therefore accept. He vas thinking of such ..
proposals as the enlargement of the International Court of Justice, the
establishment of a permanent commission of the General Assembly to fulfil the
functions of mediation, good offices and conciliation, and the expansion of the
Security Council. It therefore seemed to his delegation that there was still a
long way to go before a consensus vas reached on proposals vhich were of general
interest and - vhat vas even more important - whose implementation would serve to
strengthen the role of the United Nations on the basis of a strict adherence to
the Charter. However, if the future vork of the Committee continued to be conducted
constructively, and if all the members considered themselves strictly bound by
resolution 32/45, paragraph 3, the Committee would not f~il to achieve further
results. His delegation was prepared to continue to act in that manner. As to the
reneval of the mandate of the Committee, his delegation held the view that a
decision on such a question was vithin the competence of the General Assembly.

33. The current session of the Special Committee rad made it clear again that the
role of the United Nations could be strengthened and the effectiveness of the work
of the Organization in the interest of one of its main purposes, namely, the
maintenance of international peace and security, could be enhanced, only if all the
Members strictly abided by the provisions of the Charter, which had stood the test
of time.

34. Mr. LENNUYEUX-CO~rnENE (France) commended the spirit with which the Special
Committee had worked in successfully preparing and adopting its report and the
consensus by which its work had continued to be governed at a session which had
seen the submission of many working papers, from every corner of the world and
representing every school of thought.

35. Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), summar~z~ng the vork of the
Special Committee on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Strengthening of
the Role of the Organization, said that the current session had been held in
conditions of constructive co-operation, which had made it possible for the
Committee to adopt the report for submission to the General Assembly. His
delegation, like the Mexican, Cypriot and other delegations, had from the beginning
urged the Special Committee to concentrate its energies on the proposals which would
increase the effectiveness of ~he United Nations and which would not require
revision of the Charter. It considered that it vas the only correct approach; the
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strenBthening of the role of the United Nations should be based on the strict
observance of the provisions of the Charter and on the use of the resources
contained in the Charter. He was convinced that any other approach would stand
in the ,fay of the efforts to strengthen the United Nations, \fould undermine the
foundations of the Organization and \fould threaten its very existence.

36. During the \fork, general discussions had been held on the peaceful settlement
of disputes and the rationalization of existing procedures; delegations had stated
their vie\fs on those topics and had suggested various ideas and proposals,
includinC the topic of the better organization of the work of United Nations bodies
and the Secretariat. His delegation considered that the statement made by the
Chairman summari 4ing the \fork of the \forking Group quite fully reflected the
general discussions and the proposals \fhich had been made. During the informal
consultations held \fithin the Working Group, an initial step had been taken in
pursuance of the Special Committee's mandate, as affirmed in General Assembly
resolution 32/45. At the present Juncture, the compilation of proposals \fhich
had been submitted in the Special Committee \fas not a finished or final list but
represented rather an initial approach to the fulfilment of the Special Committee's
task ef preparing an inventory. That approach had been adopted on an informal
basis, the substance of the proposals had not been discussed and delegations had
the right to formulate other proposals if they so \fished. Delegations had not yet
expressed their vie\fs concerning those proposals because all of them \fould be
considered subsequently.

37. His delegation considered that, when the Special Committee discussed the
question of the peaceful settlement of disputes at the next stage of its \fork,
delegations \fould state their opinions on the substance of the proposals SUbmitted.
At the current stage, consideration shOUld not be limited to the formally submitted
proposals, but should include all the opinions \fhich States had formulated,
including those \fhich opposed revision of the Charter of the United Nations. He
\fished to make it perfectly clear that his country, \fhich adopted a position of
principle in defence of the unalterable character of the Charter of the United
Nations, was not able to give support of any kind to proposals ai~ed at the
revision of the Charter.

38. In his delegation's vie\f, the Charter fully corresponded to the interests of
the maintenance of international peace and security, \fhich \fas the fundamental
task of the Organization. It \fas not the Charter that contained the reasons for
the fact that useful decisions adopted by the United Nations simply remained
pieces of paper. That was because certain Member States did not observe the
provisions of the Charter. His delegation considered that the Charter had stood
the test of time and had proved its viability ~~der conditions of a constantly
changing \forId. Acting in accordance with the Charter the United Nations had
contributed and continued to contribute to the strengthening of international
peace and security, the reinforcement of detente in relations among States, the
promotion of economic and social progress. The Charter \fas an integral part of
the system of international treaties and agreements \fhich had been created after
the Second World War and, accordingly, 'attempts to revise it \fere not only
equivalent to \feakening the Organization but also detrimental to international
p~ace and security and the process of easing international tension. His
delegation \fas firmly convinced that the increase of the effectiveness of the
United Nations should be achieved not by transforming the Charter but on the basis
of its observance by all Member States, implementing useful decisions of the
Security Council and of ether United Nations organs, and on the fuller use of the

-102-

"

possibiliti
respect for
Charter and
and the liq

39. Mr. ON
Romania tha
mandate con
of the drafi
completed i

40. The me
Full use ha
records of
adopted had
Committee h
asked to pr
Committee f(
perforIl.L the

41. Mrs. M1
\fould be po
internat ion
conjunction
the close r

42. Mr. GA
the Special

43. After E

sign that aJ
and declare'



possibilities provided for in the Charter. Similarly, there should be strict
respect for international'agreements and treaties concluded,on the basis of the
Charter and aimed at ending the arms race, preventing the threat of nuclear war
and the liquidation of hot-beds of international conflicts.

39. Mr. ONDA (Japan) said that he shared the hopes of the representative of
Romania that the Special Committee would convene again the following year. under a
mandate conferred on it by the General Assembly. As was stated in paragraph 10
of the draft report introduced by the Rapporteur, the Committee had not yet
completed its work.

40. The method used at the current session had not been the most suitable one.
Full use had not been made of the Working Group, which had met without summary
records of its proceedings, like some kind of "think-tank". In fact, the method
adopted had given rise to a delay, which could have been avoided if the Special
Committee had adopted his delegation's suggestion that the Secretariat should be
asked to prepare a preliminary list of proposals, thereby freeing the Special
Committee for other tasks. It would have taken the Secretariat 24 hours to
perforlli the work to which the Special Committee had devoted 10 days.

41. Mrs. MUTUKWA (Zambia) expressed the hope that at a forthcoming session it
would be possible to give maximum priority to the question of the maintenance of
international peace and security and to discuss that question substantively in
conjunction with the question o~ the peaceful settlement of disputes, in view of
the close relationship of the two topics.

42. Mr. GAVIRIA (Colombia) said he hoped that the General Assembly would renew
the Special Committee's mandate.

43. After an exchange of courtesies, the CHAIRlfillN observed that it was a promising
sign that all the decisions of the Special Committee had been adopted by consensus
and declared the 1978 session closed.

The meeting.rose at 1.35 p.m.
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