United Nations A ss6ipv.51
draX), General Assembly Official Records
\ V Sixty-sixth session
S

51st plenary meeting

Tuesday, 8 November 2011, 3 p.m.

New York
President: M AL-NGSSEr .. e (Qatar)

The meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m.

Agendaitem 122

Question of equitable representation on and increase
in the member ship of the Security Council and
related matters

The President (spoke in Arabic): At the outset, |
would like to express my great pleasure as we begin
our meeting today to consider agenda item 122, on the
question of equitable representation on and increase in
the membership of the Security Council and related
matters. Thisissue in particular is central to the reform
process of the United Nations. There is clear consensus
among the majority of the members of the international
community on the need for the United Nations in
general, and the Security Council in particular, to adapt
to the changes that have been taking place
internationally since 1945.

Our meeting today is of the utmost importance,
because it constitutes the starting point for the
resumption of discussions of this vital issue, which |
have personally grown to appreciate over my more
than a decade of experience at the United Nations. | am
well aware of just how important this issue is and
realize its centrality to the wider question of United
Nations reform.

At the beginning of my presidency, | identified
Security Council reform as one of the four pillars of
my programme of work for the sixty-sixth session of
the General Assembly. Here | would aso like to
mention my statement of 16 September addressed to

Member States, in which | emphasized my confidence
in the leadership of the Permanent Representative of
the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan, Ambassador
Tanin, in chairing the intergovernmental negotiations
on Security Council reform. | should also like to affirm
my full support for his endeavours in guiding these
negotiations. |1 hope that Member States will adopt a
flexible and constructive approach during the
forthcoming round of negotiations.

While | have no doubt that there continue to be
tangible differences between the positions of different
parties on various aspects of the issue, | hope that the
discussions during these intergovernmental
negotiations will lead to the formulation of well-
defined steps in the reform process, steps, we hope,
that will attract the broadest possible acceptance on the
part of Member States, in the manner defined in
decision 62/557.

| believe that achieving genuine progress in
reforming the Security Council will make a positive
contribution towards increasing the capacity and
effectiveness of the response of the United Nations to
global challenges. In that regard, | have no doubt that
we all agree on the urgent need to bring the United
Nations closer to and more conformable with the
realities of the twenty-first century.

The general debate at the sixty-sixth session
reflected world leaders’ shared views on the pressing
need for Security Council reform at the earliest
opportunity, reform that will make the Council more
efficient, transparent, inclusive and democratic. Here, |
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should like to make it very clear that the primary
responsibility for realizing our aspiration to reform the
Security Council lies with the Member States. The
chances for our success will be improved by our
collective will and by putting to good use the points on
which  agreement was reached during the
intergovernmental negotiations.

Finally, | sincerely encourage the Assembly to
fully engage in the relevant discussions with flexibility
and effectiveness. | hope that our discussions today
will move matters forward and make it possible to
achieve the progress desired in a manner that garners
the widest possible political support among Member
States. | wish you every success.

Mr. Abdelaziz (Egypt): | have the pleasure to
speak today on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement.

At the outset, | would like to express the
Movement’s appreciation to His Excellency Mr. Joseph
Deiss, President of the General Assembly at the sixty-
fifth session, for his efforts and goodwill in advancing
the important issue of Security Council reform.

| would also like, on behalf of the Non-Aligned
Movement, to commend you, President Nassir
Abdulaziz Al-Nasser, for putting this issue at the top of
your priorities for the sixty-sixth session of the
Assembly, and for expressing your commitment to
exerting every all efforts to reform the Security
Council, based on the collective will of the Member
States. The Movement congratulates you, Sir, for
reaffirming confidence in His Excellency Ambassador
Zahir Tanin, Permanent Representative of Afghanistan
to the United Nations, and in his continuing to serve as
Chair of the intergovernmental negotiations on the
reform of the Security Council, which will help us to
achieve maximum progress during the sixty-sixth
session.

The Non-Aligned Movement attaches great
importance to achieving concrete results on Security
Council reform through intergovernmental negotiations
and in accordance with decision 62/557 and subsequent
decisions 63/565, 64/568 and 65/554. In that regard,
The Movement’'s position is clearly reaffirmed in
section E of the final document (A/65/896, annex),
adopted by the sixteenth Ministerial Conference of the
Non-Aligned Movement, held in Bali, Indonesia, in
May.

The Movement believes that the reform of the
Security Council should be addressed in a prompt,
comprehensive, transparent and balanced manner,
without setting artificial deadlines, in order to properly
reflect the needs and interests of both developing and
developed countries, while at the same time addressing
all substantive issues relating, inter alia, to the question
of membership and regional representation and the
Council’s agenda, working methods and decision-
making process, including the veto.

That is why the Ministers of the Movement, at
their recent gathering in Bali, reiterated that decision
62/557 will continue to be the basis for
intergovernmental negotiations on Security Council
reform. They also stressed that the enlargement of the
Security Council and the reform of its working
methods, as the body primarily responsible for the
maintenance of international peace and security, should
lead to a democratic, more representative, more
accountable and more effective Council.

In that context, the Ministers of the Non-Aligned
Movement acknowledged the historical injustices
against Africa with regard to its representation in the
Security Council, and expressed support for increased
and enhanced representation of the African continent in
the reformed Security Council. They also took note of
the common African position as reflected in the
Ezulwini Consensus and the Sirte Declaration.

Improving the working methods of the Security
Council is of great importance to the Movement, as it
is crucial for the effectiveness of the Council.
Transparency, openness and consistency are key
elements that the Security Council should observe and
preserve in al its activities, approaches and
procedures. The rules of procedure of the Security
Council, which have remained provisional for more
than 60 years, should be formalized in order to
improve its transparency and accountability. Moreover,
the Movement rejects any attempts to use the Council
to pursue national political agendas and stresses the
necessity of non-selectivity and impartiality in its
work.

In that regard, there is an urgent need for the
Security Council to adhere to the powers and functions
accorded to it by Member States under the United
Nations Charter. The Council should therefore stop
encroaching on the functions and powers of the
General Assembly and the Economic and Social
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Council by addressing issues that traditionally fall
within the competence of those organs. Close
cooperation and coordination among all principal
organs are highly indispensable in order to enable the
United Nations to remain relevant and capable of
meeting existing, new and emerging threats and
challenges.

The Security Council should also avoid resorting
to Chapter VII of the Charter as an umbrella for
addressing issues that do not necessarily pose a threat
to international peace and security. It should, rather,
fully utilize the provisions of other relevant chapters,
where appropriate, including Chapters VI and VIII,
before invoking Chapter VII, which should be a
measure of last resort.

Security Council-imposed sanctions remain an
issue of serious concern to the Non-Aligned
Movement. The use of sanctions raises fundamental
ethical questions as to whether suffering inflicted on
vulnerable groups in the targeted country is a
legitimate means of exerting pressure. In that regard,
the objectives of sanctions regimes should be clearly
defined, and their imposition should be for a specific
time frame and should be based on tenable legal
grounds and be lifted as soon as the objectives are
achieved. The conditions demanded of the State or
party on which sanctions are imposed should be clearly
defined and subject to periodic review.

The Movement remains committed to the
dynamic and ongoing process of overall reform of the
United Nations, including the reform of the Security
Council, in accordance with the objectives and scope
of the review exercise set out in the 2005 World
Summit Outcome (resolution 60/1) and the Millennium
Declaration (resolution 55/2). Such reform should not
be considered an end in itself, and must be
comprehensive, transparent, inclusive and balanced. It
should be pursued in an effective and accountable
manner, fully respecting the political nature of the
Organization, as well as its universal and democratic
character, consistent with the Charter. In that context,
any reform measures should be decided by Member
States through an intergovernmental process and the
voice of each and every Member State must be heard
and respected.

In my national capacity, | would like to associate
my remarks with the statement to be delivered by the
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Permanent Representative of Sierra Leone on behalf of
the African Group and to add the following elements.

Egypt reiterates its long-standing position
towards achieving tangible progress and reaching
concrete results in the intergovernmental negotiations
on Security Council reform on the basis of consensus
decision 62/557. Paragraph (d) of that decision clearly
stipulates that the intergovernmental negotiations
should be based on proposals submitted by Member
States. The rationde is to preserve the
intergovernmental nature of the process and avoid
jeopardizing the neutrality and impartiality of the
President of the General Assembly and the Chair of the
intergovernmental negotiations.

The five key issues of our intergovernmental
negotiations are clearly defined in paragraph (€) (ii) of
decision 62/557. They should remain inextricably
linked and constitute an integral and inseparable
package that must be agreed upon together.
Accordingly, any proposed outcome of the review
exercise should include all five negotiable issues and
should garner the widest possible political acceptance
by Member States.

Our efforts should be directed at reaching an
agreement that would have an effect on the power
structure of the Security Council and allow equitable
representation of all regions. Selectivity in dealing
with the five key issues or attempts to classify them
into points of convergence and divergence will only
divide Member States and jeopardize the progress
achieved so far.

Egypt, along with the African Group, continues to
call for agreement first on the principles and criteria of
the negotiations regarding the five key issues before
embarking on any drafting exercise involving merging
language or streamlining positions in the compilation
text, or even discussing any proposed draft resolutions.

In full observance of the Ezulwini Consensus and
the Sirte Declaration, limiting the expansion of the
Security Council only to the non-permanent category
or to the enlargement of the permanent category
without veto rights is not an option for Africa, as both
options will neither change the power structure of the
Council nor correct the historical injustice to the
African continent.

Accordingly, Egypt believes that one way to
advance negotiations on the veto rights of new and
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current permanent members alike would be the
consideration of restricting the scope of application of
the veto rights accorded to both current and new
permanent members to exclude cases of genocide,
ethnic cleansing, crimes against humanity, grave
violations of international humanitarian law, the
cessation of hostilities between belligerent parties and
the election of the Secretary-General.

Regional representation is also closely linked to
the size of the enlarged Security Council. Therefore,
when the Ezulwini Consensus states that Africa is
demanding, inter alia, no less than two permanent seats
with all prerogatives and privileges, including the right
of veto, that should be read in the sense that Africa
might demand more permanent seats if other regions,
smaller in size and number, are to get more seats than
justified by their ratio of representation among the
wider membership. Despite the continued efforts and
attempts within the Security Council’s Informal
Working Group on Documentation and Other
Procedural Questions to improve the Council’s
working methods, none of those efforts has met the
aspirations of the larger majority of Member States, as
the views of the General Assembly have not been taken
into consideration in that exercise.

Enhanced representation of developing countries
and small States in the Security Council remains one of
the fundamental pillars of the reform process since the
adoption of resolution 48/26. Egypt stresses the
necessity of taking duly into account the position of the
members of the League of Arab States demanding a
permanent seat for the Arab Group in any future
expansion in the category of permanent membership of
the Council. That position was reaffirmed in the Sirte
Declaration adopted by the Arab Summit in its ordinary
session of 28 March 2010. We also stress the necessity
of taking into account the position of the Organization
of Islamic Cooperation, which demands adequate
representation of the Muslim Ummah in any category
of membership in the expanded Council.

Mr. Wolfe (Jamaica): | have the honour to speak
on behalf of the group of countries that sponsored draft
resolution A/61/L.69/Rev.1. The L.69 group is a diverse
group of 40 countries from Africa, Latin America and
the Caribbean, Asia and the Pacific that are united by a
common cause, namely, to achieve lasting and
comprehensive reform of the Security Council.

The L.69 group is firmly convinced that
expansion in both the permanent and non-permanent
categories of membership of the Security Council is
needed in order to better reflect contemporary world
redlities and achieve a more accountable,
representative and transparent Security Council. Those
are the principles that we feel should be at the heart of
Security Council reform. And we are convinced that
the overwhelming majority of United Nations Member
States think along similar lines.

The L.69 position is well known. But let me
recap briefly that the L.69 group calls for expanding
the Security Council from the present 15 to around
250r 26 members, with the inclusion of new
permanent and non-permanent members as per the
Charter of the United Nations. The new permanent
members would include countries from Africa, Asia,
and Latin America and the Caribbean. The new
non-permanent members would be from Asia, East
Europe, the Group of Latin American and Caribbean
States and from Africa, taking into account the need to
ensure representation from developing countries,
including small island developing States, wherein
participation shall be based on the concept of rotating
seats. There must also be improvement in the working
methods of the Council and in the relationship between
the Security Council and the General Assembly.

Let me take this opportunity to applaud your
commitment, Mr. President, to this important agenda
item, which was evident in your opening address to the
General Assembly on 13 September. You also acted
fast in reappointing Ambassador Zahir Tanin as the
Chair of the intergovernmental negotiations. That was
a wise decision and the L.69 group applauds you for
that.

The L.69 group will continue to work actively
and constructively with Ambassador Tanin. We were
instrumental in starting the intergovernmental
negotiations. We remain engaged in those negotiations
on the understanding that the Charter of the United
Nations, the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly and the relevant General Assembly
resolutions require support from a two-thirds majority
of the United Nations membership for any decision in
that regard. We appeal to Ambassador Tanin, through
the President of the General Assembly, to convene a
meeting on the intergovernmental negotiations as soon
as possible.
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Let me say a few words on the L.69 group’s
assessment of the state of play. Member States have
been engaged in the intergovernmental negotiations
since 2009, including text-based negotiations, which
began in mid-2010. Substantial progress has been made
and a third revision of the negotiation text was issued
in the beginning of the year. At the first exchange of
the seventh round of intergovernmental negotiations on
2 March, it readily became evident that we were once
again at an impasse. A small group of delegations
expressed their opposition to the third revision of the
negotiation text, throwing the negotiations into
suspense mode.

To break the existing deadlock, a broad coalition
of Member States undertook an initiative aimed at
taking the process forward. The initiative took as its
starting point the assessment made by Ambassador
Tanin in September 2009 that the reform model
seeking an expansion in both categories “commanded
the most support from the del egations taking the floor.”
Further, the initiative was completely in accordance
with the parameters laid down in General Assembly
decision 62/557, which established the
intergovernmental negotiations, and other relevant
resolutions.

The initiative consisted of reaching out to
Member States based on the proposition that the reform
of the Security Council should include expansion in
both of the Charter-provided permanent and
non-permanent categories as well as improvement on
its working methods. The results of the outreach
indicated that the proposition enjoys broad support
from delegations across various regions. To date, an
overwhelming majority of delegations have signalled
their support for the proposition, including 80 that have
done so in writing.

The L.69 group believes that such strong support
for the initiative should be the basis for further
discussions in the intergovernmental negotiations.

Mr. Touray (Sierra Leone): Permit me, on behalf
of the African Group of States, to thank you, Sir, for
convening this debate on agenda item 122, “Question
of equitable representation on and increase in the
membership of the Security Council and related
matters’. Let me at the outset express thanks and
appreciation to those Member States that have
responded to the call of the facilitator and sent in
documents outlining their respective initiatives on
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Security Council reform, the results of which have
been circulated to the entire membership. We share the
Facilitator’s belief that such documents would help
inform the process as it moves forward and their
circulation helps to maintain an open, transparent,
inclusive and comprehensive process.

The facilitator has made his usual commitment to
the process and circulated the documents he received
under cover of his letter of 9 September. We are
gratified by and take comfort in the declaration of
support for the African cause that was unequivocally
and forcefully documented in the outcome and
principles that emerged from the ministerial-level
conference on global governance and Security Council
reform held in Rome on 16 May this year, which was
attended by 123 delegations, including the President of
the General Assembly at its sixty-fifth session.

The outcome and principles were contained in the
facilitator’'s bundle. They expressed the common will
that emerged at the meeting to correct, first of all, the
injustice done to the continent, which is the subject of
70 per cent of the Council’s decisions but is, at the
same time, underrepresented in it.

As we continue to hold consultations and remain
open to further exchanges with al interested groups
and Member States that have proposed or are likely to
propose initiatives on Security Council reform, we urge
the facilitator, in keeping with the principle that the
reform process is membership-driven and requires the
broad support of the general membership, to translate
and implement that common will of nearly two-thirds
of the membership into action. That can be done by
factoring the special needs of Africa into the reform
process as a special case in the facilitator’s programme
of work during this session, in order to ensure that due
regard is given to the voice of such a substantial
majority of Member States.

We underscore our firm commitment to that very
important issue and look forward to much progress
during this session. Indeed, all Member States have
recognized the need to reform the Security Council to
make it more representative, more democratic and
more legitimate. Therefore, all of us must seek to agree
on a realistic reform that takes into account the core
values of the United Nations, namely, inclusiveness,
democracy, accountability and transparency.

After nearly two decades of debate, we seem to
be gradually approaching a point where the United
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Nations will lose its credibility, if we fail to generate
the necessary political will to make progress on this
very crucial issue. In that regard, we urge Member
States to be flexible in their quest for a more secure
world and a more representative and democratic global
governance system.

Allow me at this juncture to refresh our memories
of the call made by His Excellency Mr. Ernest Bai
Koroma, Chair of the African Union Committee of Ten
Heads of State and Government on the Reform of the
United Nations Security Council and President of the
Republic of Sierra Leone, in his statement during the
general debate, on 23 September, in which he said:

“There is an increasing need for the Security
Council to be more representative, inclusive and
democratic, as well as for an improvement in its
working methods and its relations with the
General Assembly. The status quo is increasingly
unacceptable and has the potential to undermine
the legitimacy, effectiveness and efficiency of the
Council’s work in maintaining international peace
and security. It is therefore imperative that we
reaffirm our commitment to the standards and
principles of this noble Organization by
generating the political will for a reformed
Security Council that would pave the way for
correcting the historical injustice done to Africa,
through the allocation during this session of two
permanent seats and five non-permanent seats to
Africa, in accordance with the United Nations
Charter.” (A/66/PV.20, p. 3)

It is clear from President Koroma's address as
Chair of the African Union Committee that ours is a
continental aspiration with which we believe all
Member States and other stakeholders are now very
familiar. In that sense and in the African context, we
recognize the importance of paying due regard to, and
strengthening the profile of, the regional dimension in
areformed Security Council.

The present geopolitical  realities and
circumstances clearly dictate the common sense and
fairness of Africa’s full and effective representation in
all decision-making bodies of the United Nations, in
particular the Security Council. We reaffirm that, in
accordance with the common African position set forth
in the Ezulwini Consensus and the Sirte Declaration,
Africa’s full representation in Security Council means,
first, no less than two permanent seats together with all

the prerogatives and privileges of permanent
membership, including the right of veto as long as it
continues to exist; and secondly, five non-permanent
seats, with the African Union being entrusted with the
responsibility of selecting Africa’s representatives in
the Security Council. It is our collective responsibility
to correct the present imbalance in the composition of
the Council, so as to give it greater legitimacy as an
organ that is primarily responsible for the maintenance
of international peace and security.

We note that the task of the facilitator is not an
easy one. The facilitator faces an array of initiatives
and positions of interest groups and Member States on
how to move forward and/or how to turn the third
revision of the negotiating text into an acceptable
working document, and must also respect the common
will of a substantial majority of Member States to
correct, first of all, the injustice done to the African
continent. However, we pledge to continue to engage in
the process as usual, in good faith and with mutual
trust, in order to achieve a reform that will garner the
widest possible political acceptance of the entire
membership within the shortest possible time.

In conclusion, we hope that this session will set
the tone for a more frank and lively debate in the
intergovernmental negotiations, in which there will be
more flexibility, compromise and decisiveness. We also
hope that it will generate the political will necessary to
bring about a speedy reform of the Security Council in
accordance with the vision of our leaders at the 2005
World Summit.

Mr. Goddard (Barbados): | have the honour to
speak on behalf of the 14 States members of the
Caribbean Community (CARICOM) that are Members
of the United Nations: Antigua and Barbuda, the
Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Dominica, Grenada,
Guyana, Haiti, Jamaica, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname,
and Trinidad and Tobago.

At the outset, CARICOM wishes to align itself
with the statements made by the Permanent
Representative of the Arab Republic of Egypt on behalf
of the Non-Aligned Movement and by the Permanent
Representative of Jamaica on behalf of the group of
sponsors of draft resolution A/61/L.69/Rev.1.

We also wish to place on record our appreciation
to you, Mr. President, for your continued attention to
this matter, which is of high priority to a great humber
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of Member States, including those of CARICOM. We
also join previous speakers in commending His
Excellency Ambassador Tanin, the Permanent
Representative of Afghanistan, on his role as Chair of
the intergovernmental negotiations and we look
forward to further progress in the negotiations during
the current session.

In CARICOM’s view, a reformed Security
Council would ideally have the following
characteristics. First, it should provide for the equitable
representation of developing countries in terms of
numbers.

Secondly, it should give continued and
heightened priority to accommodating and responding
to any complaint made by developing countries with
regard to threats to their security.

Thirdly, a reformed Security Council should
command, to a greater and broader degree, the respect
necessary to be able to discharge its mandate for the
maintenance of international peace and security.

Fourthly, it should be guided by working methods
that are demonstrably flexible and transparent. Member
States should have the right to participate in matters of
which the Security Council is seized that have direct or
indirect bearing on them. States wishing to express
solidarity should also be allowed to participate.

Fifthly and finally, a reformed Security Council
should be more responsive and accountable to the
entire membership, on whose behalf it acts.

After almost two decades of discussions on the
subject of Security Council reform, it is understandable
that there is growing impatience for action, a desire for
change that refuses to be denied. We in CARICOM are
strongly of the view that the Council must be reformed.
We share the impatience. As small vulnerable States
and strong proponents of multilateralism and the
principle of the equality of States, we have reiterated
time and time again our principled position on this
issue, a position endorsed by our Heads of State and
Government and one which | now reaffirm.

First, CARICOM supports the expansion of the
Security Council in both the permanent and
non-permanent categories. We are of the view that
expansion should take particular account of those
regions that are currently underrepresented or not
represented at all, namely Africa, Asia, and Latin
America and the Caribbean.
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Secondly, we believe that special provision must
be made for small island developing States to serve on
the Council in the non-permanent category. Thirdly, we
support the increase in the membership of a reformed
Council from 15 to around the mid-twenties. Fourthly,
we support comprehensive improvement in the
Council’s working methods, including in its
relationship with the General Assembly.

Fifthly, we support abolition of the veto, an
anachronism that has no place in a United Nations of
the twenty-first century. In our view, it undermines our
efforts to make the Council more transparent,
accountable and legitimate. As long as the veto is
retained, however, we believe it should be extended to
all new permanent members of the Council.

In spite of CARICOM's impatience for change,
we believe in due process. CARICOM looks forward to
the early resumption of the intergovernmental
negotiations on Security Council reform and assures its
Chair of our full cooperation in carrying this process
forward. CARICOM firmly rejects any notions of
partial, interim or intermediate approaches to Security
Council reform, which fail to address the compelling
need for comprehensive Council reform and ignore
contemporary global realities. In this as in all United
Nations matters, we continue to be guided by our deep
respect for the principles and the spirit of the Charter.
As an Organization comprising sovereign Member
States, we must practice the democracy and the
transparency that we preach.

In closing, | reiterate CARICOM’s full support
for the intergovernmental negotiations on Security
Council reform and our commitment to work with all
Member States to bring about meaningful, democratic
reform of the Security Council. CARICOM pledges to
continue to be actively engaged in this process.

Mr. Chua (Singapore): | have the honour to
deliver this statement on behalf of the group of five
small nations (S-5), comprising Costa Rica, Jordan,
Liechtenstein, Singapore and Switzerland.

It has been more than two decades since the end
of the Cold War, when talk of reforming the Security
Council gathered pace. Since then, the United Nations
membership has increased by nearly 20 per cent, and
the complexities of maintaining international peace and
security have multiplied. The need for a more
representative and effective Council continues to grow.
We all risk irrelevance if the Council, a leading organ
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of the United Nations, does not evolve to reflect the
realities of the twenty-first century.

It is difficult to strike a balance between
representation and efficacy. The protracted reform
negotiations attest to this. Seven rounds of
intergovernmental negotiations have come and gone
without any progress. Other initiatives, such as the
informal Group of Friends convened by the former
President of the General Assembly, have not made
headway due to the lack of political will for reform.
We urge Ambassador Tanin to persevere. We also urge
the relevant parties to break the deadlock over other
issues.

We must remain steadfast in our efforts to agree
on a comprehensive reform of the Council, covering all
five aspects of the intergovernmental negotiations. It
will take considerable time to bridge the fundamental
divergences of opinion on the five areas of reform, but
that does not mean that nothing can be done now to
make the Council more inclusive, transparent,
accountable and effective. Basic changes in the
Council’s working methods would make a practical
difference and would substantially benefit all Member
States. They would make the Council more nimble in
the face of new and evolving realities.

That is why the S-5 has consistently advocated
improvement in the Council’s working methods,
independently of and without prejudice to the other
aspects of Council reform. In the absence of agreement
on comprehensive Council reform, we should not shy
away from picking the low-hanging fruit. We should
not let the perfect be the enemy of the good.

The Council has taken some steps to improve its
working methods, which the S-5 welcomes and further
encourages. The revised presidential note 507 issued
by the Council last year (§/2010/507) indicates its
continued willingness to make serious progress on
working methods. But these steps are not enough. The
current implementation of the measures contained in
both the original (S/2006/507) and the revised note 507
remains inconsistent and unsatisfactory.

In this regard, the S-5 has circulated a text
entitted “Improving the working methods of the
Security Council” as a follow-up to the draft resolution
that we had issued in 2006. Our text sets out specific
measures for the improvement of working methods,
which the Council either should continue to implement
on aregular basis or could consider adopting.

We have held open consultations about the text
and have taken on board many good suggestions from
Member States. Our text puts forward suggestions on
enhancing the relationship between the Council and the
General Assembly; evaluating outcomes of past
decisions and improving the drafting of mandates for
operations to increase the Council’'s effectiveness;
increasing the transparency of the work of subsidiary
bodies and Member States involvement in those
bodies; augmenting the Council’'s governance and
accountability; consulting more widely in appointing
the Secretary-General; and providing greater
transparency when the veto is exercised. We believe
that these proposals command the support of many
Member States.

The S5 believes that the Security Council, as
master of its own procedures, can take decisive steps to
continue improving its working methods. We hope that
the members of the Council will seriously consider the
suggestions we have put forward in our text, and we
stand ready to engage with them. The S-5 also looks
forward to continuing engagement with the wider
United Nations membership, not just on the text, but on
the improvement of the Council’s working methods in
general.

Mr. Schaper (Netherlands): | have the pleasure
to speak on behalf of Belgium and the Netherlands.
Our subject today is Security Council reform — an
important issue for sure, but at the same time one that
has been on the agenda of the General Assembly for a
very long time.

Nearly 20 years ago, in a previous posting here in
New York in the mid-1990s, | represented my country
in the ongoing discussion on Security Council reform
that was already taking place at that time. As is the
case at this moment, the issue that was discussed most
of the time was the Council’s enlargement. The
different options for such an enlargement remain the
same. The ones that we discuss today are the same as
we discussed then: enlargement in both categories of
Council membership, enlargement only in the category
of non-permanent members, and some sort of
intermediary solution. All those ideas were already on
the table nearly twenty years ago and all the arguments
and considerations that were used then are still used
today.

But while most of the membership seems to agree
on the objective of a Security Council that reflects not
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the world of 1945 but the world of today, there is little
agreement on the road to take to reach that goal. The
net result is that hardly any progress has been made in
the many, many years during which we have discussed
the question.

Mr. Khazaee (Islamic Republic of Iran), Vice-
President, took the Chair.

In the view of Belgium and the Netherlands, this
cannot go on. Here we have an issue on which the great
majority of the Member States declares time and again
that a solution needs to be found, but the same Member
States have been unable to come to an agreement for
twenty years now. That not only undermines the
legitimacy of the Security Council, it also undermines
the credibility of the United Nations as an institution
capable of solving problems and of acting efficiently.

| was a bit surprised, | must say, when | heard in
an earlier statement this afternoon a warning note that
said, “no artificial deadlines’. | wonder whether that is
really one of the first concerns that should come to
mind when one speaks about a process that has lasted
nearly 20 years. The real issue is not the danger of
artificial deadlines, but whether Member States have
sufficient political will to start a process of rea
negotiations. Over the past couple of years, Belgium
and the Netherlands have tried to stimulate a full
discussion among Member States about this issue,
among other things, by making concrete suggestions
for a shorter and more focused text that could be the
subject of negotiations. | am sorry to say that those
efforts have not yet led to the desired result, despite
our efforts to illustrate that technical progress could
indeed be made.

Belgium and the Netherlands share the goal of the
vast majority of the membership of the United Nations,
namely, to reform the Security Council in such a way
that it better reflects today’s geopolitical realities. That
is a very legitimate request, if only because it has a
direct connection to the legitimacy of the Council. This
is a time when we see emerging economies in different
parts of the world that are ready to step up to the stage
with global ambitions and that are preparing to take on
future global responsibilities. That has to be reflected
in the composition of the world’s most important body
in the field of peace and security — the Security
Council.

In the view of our two countries, the way forward
on thisissue is first of all to agree that now is the time
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to start a serious process of negotiations on this issue.
If we cannot agree on this, then we can better spend
our precious time on other pressing issues and put an
end to this increasingly irrelevant process of
continuously repeating well-known positions without
coming to grips with the real issues, the central issues.

Apart from that, we cannot expect the P-5
members of the Security Council to take this issue
seriously as long as the membership does not start a
process of real negotiations. In that sense, we have not
so far given all five permanent members an incentive
to play an active role, although some have been
showing a genuine interest in the issue. What we need
now is a concrete proposal, or even a couple of
concrete proposals, on the basis of which we can start
our negotiations.

At this moment, there is a very short proposal of
the Group of Four, kind of floating around in the
corridors of the General Assembly. That proposal has
the support of more than eighty Member States. So let
us put it on the agenda and let us start a serious
discussion about its contents and implications, in
particular about a moderate — at least, in the view of
our countries it should be moderate — expansion of the
Security Council in both categories of membership,
permanent and non-permanent, an expansion that
respects the provisions necessary for an efficient and
effective Security Council. Let us discuss for the first
time in depth the various aspects of that proposal, and
see whether the necessary support is really there. If
that does not work, let us see if there are any other
proposal s that we can discuss.

At this moment there are various groups with a
stake in the discussion. We have the Group of Four, the
Uniting for Consensus group, the sponsors of draft
resolution A/61/L.69/Rev.1, the African States and so
on. As we can read in the statement of the Group of
Four ministers, they are prepared to take a flexible
approach to this matter. | appeal to the representatives
of other groups to do the same and also to show some
flexibility.

Like other countries, Belgium and the
Netherlands do not formally belong to one of the
groups | just mentioned, but we are very much
committed to finding a solution for the issue and we
are willing to contribute constructively. Also in this
regard, we are looking forward to hearing Ambassador
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Tanin’s ideas and initiatives on how to move the
process forward during this session of the Assembly.

Finally, | want to thank Ambassador Tanin for his
tireless efforts so far and his willingness to continue
his good work on this issue. | also want to thank the
President of the General Assembly for his commitment
to this issue and for the points he made earlier in his
introductory remarks, calling it one of the four
important priorities of his presidency. | sincerely hope
that with sufficient political will, combined with a
minimum of flexibility among the membership and
with the leadership of Ambassador Tanin and the
Assembly President, we can make the necessary
progress on this issue in the Assembly’s sixty-sixth
session.

Mr. Dua (India): 1 am honoured to address the
General Assembly on behalf of my country on the
question of equitable representation on and increase in
the membership of the Security Council and related
matters.

Let me place on record the Indian delegation’s
appreciation for the commitment the President has
shown towards this important issue. He explicitly
referred to it as one of the main priorities of his term.
He also moved swiftly to reappoint the highly
experienced and wise Ambassador Zahir Tanin of
Afghanistan as chair of the intergovernmental
negotiations. We call upon Ambassador Tanin, through
the President, to convene a meeting of the
intergovernmental negotiations as soon as possible.

We would also like to associate ourselves with
the statement delivered earlier by Ambassador
Raymond Wolfe of Jamaica on behalf of the group of
sponsors of draft resolution A/61/L.69/Rev.1.

India played an important role in ensuring that
the process of intergovernmental negotiations on
Security Council reform was initiated and has have
played an active role in the deliberations ever since
their commencement in 2009. We supported the start of
text-based negotiations in 2010 and have already stated
our clear support for the third revision of the
negotiation text. We feel that the logical next step
is to narrow down the options in the third revision and
make it atwo- to three-page document.

India was among the originators of the initiative
on a short resolution launched earlier this year that
called for reform that includes expansion in both the
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permanent and non-permanent categories of Security
Council membership as well as improvement of its
working methods. The success of the ongoing initiative
is clear from the fact that an overwhelming majority of
Member States have expressed their firm support for
the initiative, including the more than eighty
delegations that have done so in writing. | would like
to take this opportunity to thank delegations for their
support. We believe that the strong support shown for
an expansion of the Security Council in both the
permanent and non-permanent membership categories
and for an improvement of its working methods should
be considered as the basis for further discussion in the
ongoing intergovernmental negotiations.

India is a member of the two groupings devoted
to early reform of the Security Council, namely, the
Group of Four and the L.69 group. The positions of
those two groups have a number of elements in
common with other groups and Member States that
have made proposals on the subject. During this
Assembly session, we are keen to enhance our
convergences with other such like-minded groups,
particular the African Group, whose aspirations we
support.

In conclusion, let me reiterate that Indiais of the
view that reform and expansion of the Security Council
are essential if it is to reflect contemporary reality.
Such an outcome will enhance the Council’s credibility
and effectiveness in dealing with global issues. Early
reform of the Council must be pursued with renewed
vigour and urgently enacted. Let me assure the
President and the rest of the United Nations
membership of our willingness to remain constructive
on all issues on the table in the months to come. We
urge other delegations to do likewise.

Ms. Gankhuurai (Mongolia): As a member of
the group of sponsors of draft resolution
A/61/L.69/Rev.1, my delegation aligns itself with the
statement made by the Permanent Representative of
Jamaica on behalf of that group.

At a time of global uncertainty, the urgency of
Security Council reform remains as compelling as ever.
The Council must reflect present-day political realities
and become more broadly representative if it is to be
viable and effective.

Since 2009 Member States have been engaged in
the intergovernmental negotiations established by the
historic General Assembly decision 62/557. However,
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genuine negotiations are yet to start. While the third
revision of the negotiation text and the shorter
document prepared by Ambassador Zahir Tanin could
be further improved, they provide a good basis for
genuine negotiations. We call for convening a meeting
of the intergovernmental negotiations on Security
Council reform as soon as possible.

Mongolia's stance on Security Council reform is
well known. Our position has been echoed in the
initiative on the draft resolution of the Genera
Assembly to cut a decision on the categories of
Council enlargement. Mongolia supports that initiative,
as it ams to move the process forward. The
overwhelming support for the initiative makes it
compelling to use it as the basis for further discussion
in the ongoing intergovernmental negotiations.

It isimperative that enlargement in the permanent
category of the Security Council membership derive
from the principles of justice and equality, reflect
contemporary world realities and ensure due
representation of developing and developed countries.
Equitable geographical distribution is also essential,
with emphasis on the non- and underrepresented
groups, particularly Africa, Asia and the Latin
American and Caribbean Group. It is also critical to
ensure representation of small States in the Council.

My delegation shares the view of the majority of
Member States that the veto right needs to be abolished
eventually. In the meantime, its use should be
restricted, in particular by stipulating that the veto
should not be used under certain circumstances, such
as genocide, crimes against humanity, serious
violations of international humanitarian law, war
crimes, ethnic cleansing and terrorism. As long as the
veto right exists, it must be extended to new permanent
members to avoid creating a third category of
members, which could/would entail overruling
Article 23 of the Charter. It is imperative that new
permanent members have the same rights and
obligations as the current ones.

My delegation has noted that the Security
Council has continued to improve its working methods
since its last report (A/65/2). However, there is a
critical need for further improvement and the full
implementation of the note by the President of the
Council in S/2010/507 in order to ensure transparency,
a high degree of accountability and enhanced
participation of and access for non-Council members.
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In conclusion, | would like to commend the
President for identifying United Nations reform and
revitalization, including Security Council reform, as
one of the four priority areas during the current session
of the General Assembly. My delegation sincerely
hopes that under his strong leadership, this session will
achieve concrete progress on early reform of the
Security Council.

Mr. Ragaglini (Italy): | thank the President for
convening thi