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Article 109 of the Charter"; "Amendment of the Charter: election of a 

technical committee to study and report on the amendment of the Charter on .the 

basis of proposals to be submitted by Member States" in the agenda of its 

eighth session and to refer the items to the Sixth Committee for consideration. 

3. The Sixth Committee considered the three items Jointly from its 371st: 

meeting held on 19 October 1953 to its 3(!0th meeting held on 4 November 1953• 

4. A memorandum containing observations on the first two items was submitted 

by the Secretary-General to the Sixth Committee· for its. information (A/C.6/~3). 

In his memorand\l]ll the Secretary-General presented a detailed description of the 

official records of the San Francisco Conference end indicated, in particular, 

that the only official records not published up to the present were the 

dqcuments of the Co-ordination Committee including the summary reports of the 
,, 

Advisory Committee of Jurists. The memorandum described the manner in which 

a chronological and synaptical index of the documentation of the ·Conference 

could be prepared by the Secretariat and indicated that the preparation of :a 

systematic and comprehensive study of the legislative history of the ~ter 

previoUs)¥ undertaken, had had to be deferred in order to give priority to - . -
the preparation of a repertory o;f' the practices of the United Nations under· 

the Charter. The suggestion was. made that the main purpose of publishing a 

legislative history might be achieved by the :!?reparation of a compreh:ensive· 

index to the San Francisco documentation. The memorandum also contained a iireport 

on the initial steps taken within the Secretariat with a view to a preparation 

of a co-ordinated history of the apPlication of the Charter provisions. A ', 

summary of the financial impli.cations of the proposals mede to the Committee. 

was annexed. 

II. PROPOSAlS SUBMITTED . TO THE COMMITTEE 

5. 'The following draft resolutions were before. the Committee: 

(a) A draft resolution by Argentina (A/2415/Add.l) which stated in its 

preamble that one of the best methods of acquiring knowledge of the Charter was . . . 
to study its legislative history and the practice followed by the various Olt:'g811E 

' of the United Nations in applying it, end that this 11tudy could be carried out 

I 
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by the Secr~tariat o4j ·~~ .. 
1 baJ~s :ojf 

1 

the of~icia.J. docume~.tsll fChe operative p~t 
provided th~t the Geqf'r~f As1~m~ly :would; feg_uest th~ S~c~h~y-Genera1 to 

arrange to publish, 9!'if~)l'e t~T·~nd of 1954: (J.) a l!YB~ett~c compilatio~ or the 

documents of the Uni ~ed' Nati~~s 'ConferenC!e on Internatioijal :·organizaUon, n:ot 

yet pablished; (2) a ,bo!!!Plet*'iztde~ of a1;L the docwents 'Of ithat Conference'; 

(3) a sys'tematic and ·~orllpreh~$a:l;ve study of the leg:!.slat~i,e !!history Of the 1 
• .' II . ;I.' : , ;: , I ', " 

Charter; and (4) e. re~e:f'tory•lltlf vQl(:l.oua provisions of the! cli.arter, taking i;pto 
i I ' I ' ' ~ ' ' ' ' ~ ' ' ' ' I ' : I ! I : 

account their applicSf'l;i¢n by'ii;he vt;J.rious orgaw o:f' theiUt#.t~d Nations and ti~e 

inter:rretations to wha.cb. theyiihave given riseo : ' ' , !; !' ., 

(b) A draft reslplu~ion!j~Y •Co&:~ta. Rice. and ESY:Pt (A/d.6/L.305) the preakble 

of which referred to f:rgcle :Jo9' paragraph 3' of tl!le ca#-t~r' and stated ilhat 

the examination of tl:je l!i'opo~,~l tc: , hold, e. General Conferlt;nc~ for. the purpos;!' 
:: " •.t,.: ' ., ' ; ' . ' ' i' :: ,: 

of reviewing the Chaz1tte:r <woull.ql. z;e9.U:ire · considerab~e, prepa,t-ailory work, and that 
I' I I :I · " , 1 ' • , , •I :: ' :: 

the work and delibere;'(;i9. n~ o~·!; t~e qeneral Con:f:'erenc~ , itl e~se th<> General i 

Ass<>mbly should deci~[il t<> c<>,tet~e it - would be con~id~refbl;f facilitated i~ a 

comprehensive study ~er~ i1!lad~:iof the prov;isions of the c~ter as applied b~ 
I ·\ • ' II ,1 ' ' :· !: :, 

the various orge.I)S o:t;, th$ Un~Jed :NatioJis. The opere,tiiTe :7t~t of the draft •• 

resolution ])reposed ~~a~:!the•:4e~e;e.l Ass~mbly should (l).J~~uest the Secr~tiu-y
General to prepare a;$: tl!te r~l.eye.nt doc.um~nts · ~d mMeti~s i:necessary for tpe 

preparatory' work and ililtuty mil,~t:l,oned iii the preambl~; ( 2.~~ e~tablish an adVi~ory 
committee composed 0~1 fifteej:l:Member States to assiipt thel, S~cretary-General in 

• ' . I ~ ! i ' ; I ' ; ' ' I : I ' " I ' ' I ' I : 

the preparatory work ifne~essar~ for 
1 

the possibJ;e · convell!LI!$. of the General 
~- I ' } II ~ ·- ' ' ' I • .I I . ''; ' ii 

Conferentle ~eferred i)p ~l!l Ary~cl,e .109, !l.afagraph :5,, of: t~~. ?harter. The advisory 

committee would be requested! ~o prepar.e a g_uestio:t!naire 1;o 'lie circulated tq, the 
' '·: ';' '1.:; ' ,' ' : • ' ·. ', ' li ,: 

Member States to ascertain tl!teir :pJ:elim:tnary views on '#~ they might deem · 
, ' , I ,,,i' ; , ' ' , , 

0 
f. :1 jl 

appropriate, for the ]llr:(l~se ~;f:' the :Generall Conference;: ttj. r~ceive, examine;; 
~ ' I · ' . ' • , ' ' . .. . I I : " 

analyse and co-ordinate![ the f~ews expreasled by th~ MemPelt), S*ates; and to re~ort 
to the General Assemb

1

ly: oot l!iltE;r than _3q June 1955'· j'lte~bet States would be 
. I, ., .. , • . I' . ,. . , 

;invited to ipUbmit t~irl View~; on the g_ueSitionnaire :prepa.l[edi,by the advisor~ 

committee. ~. 1. . ,
1 

. • . "k ": 
(c) A draft resiol\ltionf~Y.Ar~entina;, Can,ada~ ?uba, lth~ Netherlands, 

New Zealand and Pakistan: (A/9·6~L.3o6/RE1~·2), rwhi~h alsoif!.'e:ferred in the p~~e.mble 

to the provisions of :~ticle'! il.09 of the Charter ~d stat~~. ~hat the exainination 

-
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of a ~roposal to hold a General Conference would require considerable 

preparation on the part · of both the Secretary-General and Member States. ·· It 
. - :: 

expressed the view that a study of the legislative history of the Charter; and 

of the practice followed by the various organa of the United Nations woulc;l be 

one of the best methods of acquiring knowledge of the Charter and would greatly 

facilitate the Assembly's consideration, at its tenth annual seasion, of the 

question of calling a General Conference. Under paragraph l of the opera~ive 

part of this draft resolution, the General Assembly would request the Sec;fetary

General to prepare and publish duriDg 1954, or shortl,y thereafter: (a)- a:· 
I . ', 

systematic compilation of the documents of the United Nations Conference en 

International Organization not yet published; (b) a complete index of all, the 

documents of that Conference; (c) a systematic and comprehensive s.tudy of'ithe 

legislative history of the Charter; (d) a repertory ~f the various providons 

of the Charter, takiDg into account their application by the various org~ of . ' 

the United Nations ~d the interpretations to which they had given rise. ;!under 

paragraph 2 the General Assembly would invite Member States to submit, pr~ferably 

not later than 31 March 1955, their preliminary views with regard to the 

possible review of the Charter, and under paragraph 3 it would request the 
i 

Secretary-General to circulate these preliminary views to Member States ea soon 

as they had been submitted • 

. 6. The followiDg amendments were submitted to the draft resolution of 

Agrentina, Canada, Cuba, Netherlands, New Zealand and Pakistan: 

(a) An amendment submitted by Belgium, Colombia, Fr.ance and Mexico .. 
I 

(A/C.6/L.3Q7) which proposed to replace the preamble of the six-Power drai':t 

resolution with a sta-tement that any measure likely to J.ead to a more thOZ'ough 

knowledge of the Charter would be conducive to· the efficient functioning of t~e 

United Nations; that a study of the preparatory work on the Charter and of the 

practice followed by the various organs of the United Nations would be one1 of 

the best means of acquiring knowledge of the Charter; and that such a study 
' 

might be made with the help of the official documents by the Secretary-General. 

A further amendment proposed to delete paragraphs 2 and 3 of the operative, part 

of the draft resolution. 
t: 
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' ' 'II ' I, 1,', ·'· ' ' ., ' j' '/'" ''' ' ', 
: ! ~ . . . I ! ! : . . . , I ! . : : 

(b) 1m amendm~n~ ,l~u~tt~d by- Australia .and th , '(!, i1il;ld Kingdom 

(A/C.6/L.308/Rev.l):;w~~ph !!?~FpFse~ to ~ a fourth p ra tWh to the pream~le 
ref'erring specif'ic$~ ,to ~~e !llem.orand~ by the SecrJt ~?eneral (Ajc.6/$4;); 

to amend s!.ib-paragr~ph ]<b) :~:r ~peratire: paragraph ,l ~p ·. 
1 
e~ as ·follows: ~·(b) A 

complete index of t\l;e ,~bc~p.t~ oir that 1, Conference ad t !~ines envisaged in 
.i i' ,, 1 · .. •! I' · '· ' ' · ,. . • ' i . I 

part II and part II~ q :bf tll!e tnemoran<J.# by the ~~cr~taji'Y-'1~eral"; to dirlete 
, ,j II I, 11. I, ·. 1 

:. I· ·II II . ' 

sub-paragr~ph {c); !i~~ to, if~Pjlac~ Sl.\b-:-iaraguaph (d) !bylt~\'! f'ollowing .sub~ 

paragraph :.
1

, '" (c) A
1

!'! reliP'~rt~lt.'1.' P,f' ·the ;pr$.ctice of .. U:·n. i ~e. d \Nations organs , •• 
appropriately index<!ld";l,! II; ; , ', , i• ' , , i , I ~· ! ·, I, •! 

. (c) An amendm~n~,i ~ub ,' 
1

ittrd by ~l ~alvt:~dor (Ajc.l6/ .~b9/Rev.2) which;proposed 

to make ce,rtain ara.ttfh~ eli, g~s J!.n thE) ipre*le of' ~e laif-Power draft resolution 

and :to indicate in ~ar~a ' ! 1; of,' the di~erat~ve ;p®"t' ~~ 1
:t the Secreterjl'-~neral 

would not only prep"i;r~, l;uld ~~~bhsj:t the .<ioc-tat:!;on :re . 1 ue~ted but .that he would 

also circulate that ;;ao:~J;une!:l~ll-tton' amoti:g :the :t.~etriber' st'~t ,s. i! .. ' 

(d) An amendme.
1
;I!t[, ~ub11~t~d by P~ (f,.jc.6./L;~l11·0····:• w~ich ·proposed td re1;.lace 

per. 'agr. aph ~ of the.~. !' fti.~ .. ,f! ~~ p.~. ;. of the sixi.Power··· dr.~ .. ·· ·.· ; r~. solution by a ' 
par~aph inviting ~he ~~~f $t~tes t~ .submit1 ~refef~~ly~! not later than, 

"51 March 1?55, the~ op~ecttpn8 t? the <jhart~r and tlre ~ v1\.ews with regar<j, to 

the possible reView iiof!' the ~;r; to 1replace pe.rasr · ~ ~ of the operat~ve part 

by a req_uest to the :isec~tl.iU._Gel!l.~!ral td circulatE:~ thea . o~jeations and p:t;elimiDary 
~· ~r,r , , I I 

views to Member States' liobn ,as they q~ been Submili-t' d. so that each Menlber State 
I' :II' ' !v ~ I 

could express its orliDion tliler~on; ail'd ::to add a f'ourt
1 
h ~Qli'agraph iDstructiDg the 

•11 I' I• [i' 1 ' I 
Secretary~Oeneral tq submit: W tlire docY,mentat:ton whibh e :would prepare in 

• I i I I I I I I 

accordance with the llr.-ee~lut, ~n 'to the deneral Asse$14• its session in 1955 so 
I 'I j I• I I f: ' 

that the AJ?sembly cqhldi co,~dE)r 'ljlhethex' a· General,, Co~ ~efce should. be canveDed 

to take a definitiv~; d$~isit~ :veglirdin~ ·,~uch 
1

ameDdlllents,l~o ,the Charter as inight 

be necessary and ad~ia~{+e, 1: ' i ' , 1, :11~ 1
' 

(e) 1m amen~nt''~-ubJll~~ted. ~y Czecposlovakia' (Aaj C ff·312) which proposed 
11. ' 'I' i • , , to delete sub-paraf5Jlll-P~ (c 1 arid ~d) of oper?-tive par Pli! l. ' 

. li " !, ' ,II;!· ' : ,: I I' I' })lj[ '· ' 
,; ,: ', · 1· ,. : ·1: ~~··· , . , ' : i' . 1 .. :; ::lr . 
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III. · DISCUSSION IN THE SIXTH COMMITTEE 

A. Study of the Charter and Charter review 

7. During the discussion which took place in the Committee, consideration was 

given to the ~uestion of the relation between the proposals before the Committee 

and the ~uestion of Charter review under. paragraph 3 of Article 109. 

8. A number of delegations held the view that it was desirable to Jiiake ·such 
I ·. • " 

preparations now as would enable governments in 1955 to reach a considerEijd opinion 

on the ~uestion whether a General Conference should be convened to revie~ the 

Charter. It was the view of those delegations that the provisions of Allticle 10 

and of paragraph 1 of Article 109 of the Charter were sufficiently broad ~'to enable 

the General Assembly to undertake such preparations • Without committing 

themselves on the ~uestion whether a revision of the Charter woUld be desirable, 

several delegations e:>q>ressed themselves in :favour of holding a General Qonference 

for the purpose of reviewing the Charter. other delegations went :furth~r and 

asserted that the Charter re~uired revision, but it was recognized that fevfsion 

could not be effected without the approval of each of the permanent members of 

the Security Council. 

9. · Some delegations :favoured technical studies, but wished to avoid liqking them 

at the present time to the ~uestion of reviewing the Charter. In their 'view, it 

was premature to deal with the ~uestion of review and it was even doubtfUl whether 

the General Jl.ssembly was compet.ent to undertake any activities bearing d~rectly on 
' 

the review of the Charter, since Article 109 entrusted that task to a Gei:l,eral 

Conference and not to any of the existing organs of the United Nations. 

10. Some· delegations opposed the adoption of the proposals submitted to 'the 

Committee and maintained that they were indirect attempts to abolish the :unanimity 

rule and to undermine the'basic principles of the Charter. In their opinion, it 

was .not likely that extensive and costly preparatory work would be propo~ed unless 

the proponents intended it to result in revisions. Any proposals made in 

anticipation of the revision of the Charter could only increase internatibnal 

tension and might endanger the existence.o:f the United Nations. 

" 
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IT ' .. ' ' . 1'''1' 
B. ub lcttion of 

1bcum~nts concer ing the drafting 
ii 

1 

,·, e,iap :·licatdion of' the Ch .t .. ,, 

(a) Compilation o~ ;: l!ubl; ~h~d 1 

ocume 
1~s of the cisco Conference 

ll. It w~s generak; 'gre~t i;~-i, it wduld ;e use~ :t. ~~blish the hitherto 

unpublished ot'f'ici1l &, cu4~tll! ot the '9~-orl)liM:bion po ~tee of the San ,Wrancisco 

Cont'erenc~. · In t1is I: ~oilllrfi;n, , the ~~~gges~~on was ·~' .•... . that the Secret~iat 
should dis. tribute iF. ~.f. ve:rmre~.ts. t some.· io. f' wll~ch Wfl., re: n. ~ represented at t.he 
San ~ancisco Cont'~r~~fe a#-f !lad:! not ~f the same op o ~w;iity as others to obtain 

those doclQ!nents, t~~ ~1iti: l qf' the S$j Fra.J;~;cisco rero s :'prepared by the; T}nited 

Nations Imf'ormatioJ oaani' jr.tfon'; Without that. mater } . it would be of; little 

value to ~ave at htd!'t&at: fm\ld
1

be a sfPPl~ent to '::. · ii 
i ' ' I I I' .· ' ' ', I .. ',. 

(b) Prep$-I'ation o~ ah J ind1 
I to the doc~ents o~ the : S francisco Cont'e~ence 

I ' ' ~ I I I ; I . ' . ' I ' ' I. . '. ' II I I ' ·. ! 1 II, • I . . ', I , . , , 

l2. With i respect ·F t ,'e prf>ei.rayion of1
1 

a cqll1Jilreh¢nsfv if,dex' to the San Francisco 

documents~ agreeme~f w~ e~~ess~d wi~ the :sugge~ti~n I i~ the Secretary~~neral~s 
memorandum as to the f9rm r !cot:ttents 'of sU.Ch an in~e '• !; It was pointed out· that 

the analytical it:tddk ~~gge~ted 1:1:r the ~ecret:ary~~ef .· I s~ould be prepared not. only 

from the technicSl !~ut.•j·als~lifz;om:,the j~iditl~ viewpdl ,. k~ !'with due regard t~ the 

legally s}. gnifican~.~ i$111es .• [J ~~lJed in 
1
t.· he ~te~etrl:t ~~.n· ~.:of' each particllilar 

Article or paragrap~ ~f th J1 ~arter. '• ! • • • ,., · !• .: 
II I• .I: : li'l' ' I I ' : " I' ·~ f•; i; 

·' :: I' I' i II \ ·: ' ',,1 ' 1·: . ~f11-:l 
( 

li lj , ! 1, I • , '' , 1 •~' \IJ.-~1· 

c) Legif!I;Lative h 13t~ · o, It e ~arter' •• ,. 
1

, I' f'~i, 
: i! ::·1: ,.! II .:' ., 1 .I I' ,· " > ! il ' ........ .l:l ·,··. 

l3 .. Thos~ delegati~nf!l!'l?hic~~~f~vofed ta:J:? pr~~arationl,o a::systematic o.uu. 

comprehens .. ive legi~•ra•. H ... ve •. #rs~.o:q of ~. 
1
e. dra£ ..... • titigrn. t. ~.'· artar s~ress~~ t~e. 

use:t'ulnes~;.· wh. ich s1fph'!j' st.~ .. , wcnU• d have. fo~. gove .. n· ·~fro. for United Natwns 
organs. · Its cost ,ii' w~1n s~~e~d. ~ver the two years w: · i ~ ~uld be requir~d for its 

preparati'?n, would lret··.·~.'m4.!fc. c>1.,1I1Jil~.· .• red.· .. ~. 1 ~.· h ·it's val~ ..• e.t.',.· pt*er. delegations expressed 
doubts as· to the dest:itibiJ.itY '·of' such 'ai, hist<:>:ey a.nd. o e~ed whether its .cost and 

· the burde~ that it1! p~+Jilarij±on, '*aul~ p!lace Uplm: the's :rttariat would b~, justified. 

In particUlar, it V{fils'ii!'Oin~r· d :out that !a. ~tilaterj s~rument such as the 
' " I •JI I ' ~ " 

Charter it:titially ~~f~'cteej., a Variety ~f VieWS ~Ut l :t r 'j-C<J.Uired an independent 

existence and had ~p ~t in1irpre~ed acc,ordingly .' I rs !:therefore questionable 

whether the intent:iibnal,of ll. s au~hors Would be of valu :lllll. its interpretation, not 
li I I :II I f I 
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only because of the number of countries involved, but also in view of the fact 

that States which became members subsequent to its drafting had not beeri heard at 

the San Francisco Conference, In addition, it was stated that a legis1~tive 

h:!,story, .unless accoll(penied by explanatory comments, would not help the 't•eader , 

greatl; in understanding why the vaa:ious provisions had developed along certain 

· lines • The selection of material for inclusion in such a history would;' be a 

difficult task.for the Secretariat, and would be more difficult in a summarized 

history then in an extended one • 

I" 
! 

14. In view of those considerations, the Secretary-General's suggestio~ that a 

coll(prehensive index might serve the purpose of a legislative history of be Charter 

evoked favourable response from several delegations. 

(d) Repertory of practice under the Charter 

15.• Irl supporting the proposal rega,rding the preparation of a reperto:cy'. of the 

practice of the United Nations under the Charter, several del,egations ob$erved that 

such ·a repertory would assist goverD)llents in.:f'orming· a considered opinion about the 1 

• ! 

desirability of convening a General Conference under Article 109. In addition, · 

ell(phasis was laid on the intrinsic value which would be derived from the;'prop(Jsed I 
repertory independently of itf! usefulness in the determination whe~her tfe Charta j 
required review. such a repertory woJ.l].d contribute to an understanding of the 

Charter regardless of whether a General Conference were· convened or not •. ; The· . . ' : . 

. Secretariat was the only institution equipped to carry out such a scientific and 

objective study and had already commenced its pr.eJ?'aration as part of its '',normal 

functions. 

16. With respect to the presentation of the proposed :r,;pertory, some delegations', 

wishing to give the Secretary-General clear instructions on the matter, ~xpressed . ' the view that it should be prepared along the ·line$ indicated in part IV!io:f' the 
' •, 

Secretary-General's memorandum. It was pointed out that material should be 

organized primS.ri!y in terms of the various Articles of the Charter so all to reveal 

their application and interpretation,· rather than be given a historical ~as~-by~ 
case .. treatment. A significant topic might be treated ~para,tely when i-l:;s 

' . . . . 1: 
ill(portance warranted such consideration or when dealt With in more than One 

Article. , The ill(portance of a good index to the repertory was stressed. i: Some 

delegations suggested that the repertory should be kept up to date by pe~iodic 

supplements . 
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I ,; I II ~ I I '' J}ll ., I',: 
I I I i I I 1 ,..... ' I· . 

17. In reply to 4\re$ io!il71' ! 1 r!l-ised il:\ the Sixth Cb . t e ~ the representative of 
11 ' 'rll , 1 , ,: , 

the Secratary-Oenera:l.leX!!i'Jl' ined. .that 1ebctstiPg stat'f 'w c). be inadequate if'or the 
d : I :r 11 I ' ' 1' 

a heavier workloadll o:p. i:the'li$e~re1iariat ~d wuld req J .the same staff (,five 

research: assistan~~) !I~ ani"~oii!Pr~hens:i,J 'study' !btllt ,h, p~inting costs wohla be 

less • As regards:: t~ 1 
pr: 

1 

Osed. 'index, j· the fie bate h~d .a.fe it clear tha~ the 

ilidex would have tb It : mo¥ 1:1oD\Plete tt,an l:.lf>d be~n ci!ied, and the ser!\rices 
'I II !l:'jl I t... . I II 

of an ind.exer wit~, le al 1lta:Ln~~g wou;ta be requti'ed W$th respect to the 
1 

, I 1 11
1
1'1 1 ·'I 

1 ~I·• ' . ' 
repertor~ of ,Prac-t1ice : e~~ qe!)artmentl would be res o i1ile for the,, section 

'I .l,li I I ' II ,, 
which was its own 'llP<!I ia1j~~on,celt)l; two add;l.tiona1 t f 1lnembers working under 

i I' I .11 ! . , 'I ' 
a Secretariat co tt,e ~~~be neoellsary,for co-o ·di ation and editorial 

) ., I, ll:~li~/ I I , ,I ~ II I 

presentation. •I , 1 ·II'• ;' . ·' 1 +··'·:• 
1 ', II rl I ~ ' ' I , ' , 

18. In regard to thE\!J'tim<!!~'jsqheqille itt·l·was noted ;th 't .hur)lication of the'' 
1 , 

1 
1:

1 

• , • rr- , 
Co-ordination Co~tt e dQ ~en~s and ~f tli~ ina&x wo~,be completed within 

one year and the r!~P~z!ito;~ ]~o~ p!dactice 1: wohl(l. pro:!lab1r , ~e :~ubstentially d?ne 
,I I •I 'I I I I, ' j I• within that time. :1 t ', wa1;1 ,UI!llltely t)lat tb.e repert•r cquld be comp1ete.;J. in 

I 1: I : ·[11 I : I , ' ' 
a ye.ar, );larticular~y 

1

: inc~ ilt~anl'ilat:!;pp.l and :publ:i¢at •on w~uld require add,iL tional 

time. " I •.· .• 1!]~·· i ·: .• ·•. .' . I ·'.· • I li •• .!~;: . :I 
•,il.' ' . :·I . '•:' ' l •i', ~':i ,:1 ' ~~! ~: : ' j, -: , " ' . ,~.,I' . , ··::I .: I· :: ." I r I ' 

. I I ' ' : ' ~ ' I ; ' i I ! I · c; Pro in 1te, Member• States· to sub;m rt r lilninary views 
e d.,·· pssible rli!vision of th · C a:!fter 

;: ·i;: iii '1. I ' '' : •.• i, , '' . 
19. With respect ~o i: he ~~o:I;1pseiJ. to ~~vi tel Menlper ~ta: e~: to. submit theif 

preliminary views te ... ·: d;i;~~. t~e ~oss.ip~e ~~hsia~ q I j ·.e iP!larter, t~e deJegations 

which favoured theljPli! 1 OSI.d\ ifq~ght .that it$ ad~ti p.
1 

d~d result in a 1!JSeful 

exchange Of VieWS '&h:i;qlJ, wd,JJ,d gr;llatzyi ~SSiS;\; the 'Ge er !)\.Ssembly at its I tenth 
. II .I I!Jf I I· I ' I ' 

seas ion ~n decidin~ ~l:(kth~:' ,
1 

e! GE\nera.l 9onfer'¥lc~, sh ;u1 ~e called, since 1
i a general 

Ji1iature of the posh:t~n t, en and' the l!mendJ!nents :de 
1U:' d ~Y governments i:rould 

II . :. ~ r . ~· .. 1: I 1 •• • 

emerge. ' It was ~J~ta<J1~ tP,at the. ~.~.rds :•
1
•p;rel:lim:l, 

1 
wews" were used'. in order 

' · " "i"l, I II ' ' ·. ' '· . . • · . ·1·· 
to leave 1governtnen}s ·~.~ •. l .. '~til1.: ·.'~,~. ?y.'1

. fr .... fl~e to .. rxpr~$.1. s. Wh. ·a.:l;e 'IS~. op ... ·,·1• nions they wished or 
not to eJ!jpress anyjl s:~ !J.ll<l !I !J:zldked, ., i;llie pul:'pbs~ . of ~e ueif!ting the views ot 

gov'ernmei\t. s was no~l:.l ·~:qi IJ!UJlj. tp .• :14t., duoe··· :~hem J~ '~e. ! 'd~·l f~pite position i~.~. advance 
' ' I . " ' I i : ' I ' ' I : - ' I ' I ~ ' ; ' i ' • . I ' I • I I 

as to at;iJnulate "th~mi 11F s-t;::: y t~~ quel;.tion.: So~e ~·· gifions felt that non-member 

States should e.lsoljb~ 'feq~~stbd .~o S)lbJfdt t~e1ti'• </Pi ~~· s on Charter revi$ion. 
I. I. L . . " . .. '" . 
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20. In addition to the constitutional arguments mentioned earlier, other reasons 
' .. were advanced by those delegations which opposed the proposal to request· 

' governments to submit their preliminary views on Charter revision. Governments 

would hesitate to formulate their views without knowing what would be the · 

international atmosphere three years hence. Id" they submitted their vi~ws 

beforehand, they mi{¥lt ffnd. it difficult to modify their positions during the 

General Conference, if one were held. ' . 

Should some governments advance their 

views and others retrain from doing so, an incorrect picture of international 
' 

opinion would result. It was pointed out that, if the only purpose of requesting 

governments for their opinions was to stimulate the study of Charter reVlsion, 

that purpose had already been achieved by the debates in the.Sixth Committee.· 

D. Proposal for election of a technical committee to study 
and report on amendment of the Charter 

21. With regard to the establishment of an advisory committee to study '.!lnd report 

on the amendment of the Charter, the delegations which supported this proposal 

considered it a method of preparing gradually for revision of the Charte! similar 

to the conference which had been held by the Great Powers prior to the 

San Francisco Conference. One of the committee's tasks would be to pr~pare 
'' a. questionnaire to ascertain the preliminary vieW's of' governments as . to 'what 

amendments to the Charter might generally be acceptable, although the position 

, of' Member States would not be prejudiced by the expression of' such prel:frninary 
' 

views. The committee would also assist the Secretary-General in his tcisk of' 
' . 

preparing·the necessary documentation, .thus guaranteeing his neutrality; 

22. Most of' the objections to the proposal to request governments 'to stibmit theil' 

views on Charter revisi6n were also raised with respect to the proposal ,regarding 

' an advisory committee. Doubts were also expressed as to the usefulness of' a 
' committee having such imprecise terms of reference. By the mere act of drawing . ,, 

up a questionnaire, the committee would limit the scope of the comments of' 

governments and it was questionable whether the committee should be allQwed to 

supervise .the preparation of documents and studies by the. Secretariat. '' The 

task entrusted to the Secretariat should be a purely objective one, and:the 

General Assembly alone could judge its value. 
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' I' ' . -''-'- _C I ; . L : !;~ :·: : ii 
I ,IIi • !•I' -,.·r-· ,'' ~f .• -. -·~··._'~. ,,.,,1_,/ .'' 

~}. 'At ':the 372nd '"' .,~ lb:t' ilt!e 1'1<:<- ''·· ' 'l · +" . ·< of Arg~ntina 
·'"'t'h~•-e•·•.,:· 4 ts --- 1 

_, !!_ I' ' 1 ~~/?h I ; , 
1 ;: ~~ ''- . li w"' .... w. ~ dr1li't Ii:E'll"s"oJ'<lJ,:q":•w"p.• '·\~-f-' VAlin lJi in' · < •· the six-Power••draft 

resolut~on (A/C.6 (L 
1 

},'(At: :f )d~I:J11f6r1.~) •. •.· J Ail; ;he :;,~4th; .L 1_ , ~he draft resol~tion of 
Co10ta Rica and Ee;J~ ·~ -·~h. ·c; · . L -' . !..1' h'' ·' '" • :!j 

"'"' . 111 . .o .wt.. ·~· · · li -- . ·~·· · •P 1: 

24. At :t;he .J r'9'uu:l ru: ' - . Jll 
1 

·""
1
·<· ·+ 1 

'•the l~irll: I> • proceeded to yote on _ 

the six.,lPower drah; . . ;~:rAI~.: .. I IL."\0 ;fR.,. ~12) !llr tpe amendments sJbmitted • " ' ' ·I II I •' ~~n/ -:: ! i jl • , i ! I I ~~j I' 

to it. ! . +11 I! .. ; I• i ,;[ '!l'. fA/~ ;-J ~~~' .. 
25. Polft 2 of "' 

1

te I: ""': I , , ", . '"j' ,, 111)1:fL•. l"'" ing the de~etion of 
pBJ:'agraph 2 was , . ..:.. ~-··~ ·~{ ,;.~~p ·• ~3,. 1 w:itb !;5 -~ ·inn". ii 
26.. Thai -~ . ••' 

1

'. · < ·•.1 '.· -;,.,.,' · i ' 1 ttihe ""' !.,.,. •a~ tci conSult ~1he I . I ! : . I - '~ : -.: i ,' '·:-, i :· ": 1:~.. . . li 
Col);lllitteil:l on the · · · a:' "' "'"1te: ·. · · · 1<' ' to check tlj:.'.e results . I •: ' ru ''f'F"' . f" •v,.-, :· : ,· ·: 
of. the fttrst •. Tl fe ! ' ·

1 ;..kna{ . ·, i;hat :.a ne
1

w, fat· would imply 

recotlSid~ration o:
1 t ! , )uti' · '' : I i · 1 ·. • to the vote m!der· 
II li I• ., . . ' : :,, · ... ·- - . ! :: 7_ T" II 

rule 122: o~ the r1:Lle;, : of
1 

. .: ···•:·· : i s, 1 wer~. 25 I , in favom', 24 ~gainst 
an!i 5 abstentions :1 ·. ii rhe

1 

i 1 )t:~'JI·'- '" i cBS .• • ~~·II' r
1
?l C Lll, WOO SS fol.Jibws: • 

In favour: 1'1·-,·ll .... · !~~:. ... . Rl"~io:~i; ,, 'I : ' 'Mla, China, cqFta 
_,, \: 

1
;HI' : ( , ' · · • · .n R .. 1nh1 if"' · . El Salvador, :Ethiopia, 
I i:t· · · 'lp_a, '''·. · . ':I '•. " .' '. I· ' I' 
. " I • ' :Iii,, " N" ' ' ' .: rakist,_n1 

• p 11 ·. . . . . ... . :. 
1 

, ~w· , , 1 ..,-, enema, 
!!Pi l lh:l .: • i :!'I [)lrJ·~e;t'~,: UtH~edl ~~ of America, J;r'uguay, 
!I lj{' !I [.c.! ,.,,!I c-,,. ! [i , tU 
I

.' I • ' .: I ' i I·) - ·:· : . ! . i :; . i . · .•. ' 
Ia · · .· , • ~ .. lui> ·· BUJ!ma,· iR.Ir,, . · Soviet Soci$-ist 

I . .. . . I . .·. -. . . . . • I ' 
· ' · I •: • • ,,; ' . . •.• · i ·· ~. France, cfuatemala, 

I, . . . ., I' : . ! ., I . . • ~ ,..,. . - ' 

[IT. ·. lon~. 1T·.1.ill~ '. T~."".'.· . ,,;.· ,;'.j. ''. . · .· . · . Me. xi '' ' , , . !, .... . . . .. ;;: , , a: . . 1~, ft'"'' F"' ,=, c~, No~y, Poland, 

II 
' 

1 

• • • • ! ' : Flvii>i"- . kra ln' "<ri • S "ali 't 
, .. · ... 

1 

,,,, ::··: .·.:·c· . 1 .. v.~v- oc~ ~. 
. \C ;I :~ • . I • I ..; ~~ . . • ,; . ·. I ~ S i 

: . · '' • • o. ' . o:r ov et Sociai!List 
I· 1 

"-. -1-! ·i.n >. !,,_ .~ · ... •• :: _, . ..: );fl. I• . ;: :: 

![Rej~~·ll!~·~ I' I • • - ·l<li ( '·~~ -- ~ In ~ Northe'"fh_.·. 
, I. ·. •·• .. · .. r. : ... ··.·. .·: ., .. ·•. '·.· . . -,, fn·'' 1 ""~ 1

1 ·· i ,;, ', :. . · ·· ;, 1: ' ·( • .!! 
I 'i ; ' . I : ,.,.~,~- ~.. ti:hai llRll ' . ,i: 
-v,l ; • I ,~ ' ":t - .,., ; • 'ji -

I+.'' -~-" ~~~"'.!'~~~ · · ~' • ' .c.,., irru the propo~al was 
'I' ",: I . I ' I l i . . . ,, ·' . "J' 
I ' I! ' ; . .. :.''I' ,,:·.: ·!'" ': ·. 1

: I• ,'ill! l'l•i II 

Agalinst: 

Abstaining: 

Havh.g f<> i 1 

rejected; 
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27. By 27 votes to 1.6, with 2 abstentions, the Committee decided no"\' tci' vote 

on point ; of the four-Power amenQillent. As a result, paragraph ; of the 
operative part of the six-Power draft resol.ution was considered deleted~ 

28. The deletion of operative p~agra:phs ~ and ; of the six-Power draft: · 

resol.ution rendered umtecessary a vote on.the amendment 'by Panama (A/C.6jL.)l0) 

to amend those paragraphs and to add a fourth operative paragraph. 
, I . , 

29. Point 1 of .the Czechoslovak amendment (A/C.6/L.;51.2) to del.ete sub- • 

paragraph (c) of operative paragraph 1. of the six-Power draft resolutiotf was 

rejected by 20 votes· to 18, with 7 abstentions. 

proposing the deletion of sub~paragraph (d) was 

Point 2 of :the same antendlnent 

rejected by 24 votes to B, With 

5 abstentions • I 
· ;o. Point 4 of the amendment submitted by El Salvador (Ajc.6jL.)09/Rev.2), to 

'insert the words "and to circulate among the States Members" in operativ'e 

paragraph 1., was edopted by )9.votes to 5, with 5 abstentions. 

)1.. Point 2 of the amendinent submitted by Australia and the United King\iom 

(A/C.6/L.;08/Rev.l), to substitute a new text for sub-paragraph (b) of ~~erative 

paragraph 1, was adopted by 29 votes to 1.7, with 4 abstentions. Notwithstanding 
' 

the rejection of point 1. of the amendment of Czecl:!.osl.ovakia (A/C.6jL.)l'i!:,), the 

Committee decid~d,'by 26 votes to 1.6, with 6 abstentions, to vote on point; of 

the amendment by Australia and the ·United Kingdom, proposing to delete sub-
• • .I 

paragraph (c) of operative paragraph 1.. Point ; of the amendment was ~opted 

by a roll.-ca.J..l vote of 27 to 20, with 5 abstentiops. The voting was as: foll.ows: 

In favour: Afghanistan, Austral.ia, Bel.gium, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet 
. ' 

Against: 

·Socialist Republic·, China, . Co:Lombia, Czechoslovakia, D~nmerk, 

Egypt_, France, Iceland, .India, .Iran, Iraq, Liberia, Norway, 
'. 

Philippines, Poland, Saudi Arabia, Sweden, Syria, Ukrainian 
' 

Soviet So.cialist Republic, Union of South Africa, Union of . 
Soviet. Social.ist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain 

and Northern Irel.and, United States of America. 

.Argentina, Brazil., Canada, Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican 

Republ.ic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Indonesia, Mexico, 

Netherl.ands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, !lanama, Peru, Uruguay, 

Venezuela, Yugoslavia. 

Abstaining: Greece, I,srael, Pakistan, Thai.l.a.rjd, Turkey. 
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32. Point 4 of' the anfunMen-~;:'tlY A1£!trali~ and·:~e .Unit 'a i' • :gdom to substitute 

a new text in p1ace o~! su~-p~~~al)ij (d) or operativ¢ p' ·.. dph 1,, was adopted 

by 23 votes t. o 16, wi iJh Y 11.abs~~.
11 

niiQilS··· • , . 1 
i, ·: . ·•. · ; ?,1 ii ' .. 

• . . II :; : I:!! .I • ·. ' ! I · , : : ' ~v. 11 ·' 

33. Pqint 1, of' the f'9\n'~ jowe#llenten~t (~/c.6ift;3<)7), !t, r~place the preamble 

of' the six.,. Power draf'.o-11 r.i>. '
1

olulJ. ' 4 o. ri. :-rl.th a. ;aw teXt·'. , :'tl . . ~.· s .e. J.l c~ed by a roll-.caJ.l. '11 li 1 ,
1

.:1rl , -~r..... . ·. .· , . , .. 
II 'I I ,, J !, : I, ,, ' : ' ' ·.. 'I : 

vote of 28 tq 15, Witbjl 9 bste,t:tonli •. ··~~a vot:lng was ,s 'o':l:lows: ,: 

In f'avo\U": M~~nf ;:~~~.~.·~· ... 11Be

1 

•• lgi. ;um, .. ·B···. prma·.·· :·. , j:ly .. e1otus ,i4 ... · •. So .. viet Social~sti•!· ' 
Rep~li !, c~4ombi(j;, Czec~oslovakia, 1 J~e) Guatemala, Ir~, ' 

· Libefi~ I Me#cci,, ,Iipland,i:syri~, 1Jkra :i goviet Socialist, 

Rep~~. 1.!. · '., .d .. !] 1.oJ. Cl!f',. Soviet. soc~&u"~. 1R · ·. 1tcs • .. "l v~ .. I' .. ·. ' II . 

Against\. l!rgeft~1a, ~4a1til~ C~e.d.f, Ch:L~~'. 9h e., {:cj,sta Rica, Cuba, 

Dennr-1\:1! Tlo~~ Repubj!.ic, 
1

;IDcua49r, ;E ~~ El S~lvador, :. 
Greece; ['Ice~iLd, Nethli)rlandsJ New Ze ' ·, !!Nicaragua, No~, 

I ,,I rr. ,, , ... ·,1: 
Pe.ki!3tj;, P ' ' ·, "Peru!-, j?hUippine$, , · · exJ:, Turkey, .United 

I ~ ' II II ' I II I 'I 

Stat'~s , ',rica, urugn~y, Venezll.ela' ,slavia. "t 'I' : 1. " Abstaining: i\ustwal , , , dia,· :Indobesia, Iraca.,, Is ,ae' , .1'Jaudi Arabia, 

, Tha~ :, u9~o~ ore Southj' Af'r:i,~e,, .Unit 'd ~~om. of' Great . ·•· 
" ,, II I.. • 'I . " .·· Brit~ilif ,~W-it:jl,'lor:&J:tE)lt'n kej!.and, . , . . , ). :,!, '· 

34. Point 1 ;of' t.he ~. n.~. ; ,· t ~~.·:~.El~Salvaabr (~. ~. q.6·/· ~ .• 3 ~:.9f.re.V;. ::.2) to delete, ~h. e 

word "·present" in th. e ri*··t1
· Pfl. ·.'a· .. •. ~.t.. of'. ~&. e p~.~.e~~.· <!1.•., .. :as. .~ .. P. pted by 28. vot~. s 

to 7, with J.O aostentib~ . ! :~ •lldlnEiht !. in ;ppXnt ~ t ' ~J.Eite the words "i$ one 

of' the best ll)ethods o~l!l a:. II .. rMg ·~~:wleO;g~i, of' t!le . ell~· I ··••. .&" . in the third •.. 

paragr!Wh of' the prewnpl~, !W~ ~~ej~~'llea ,~Y ~9 v~~es ~'? 5 ; .
1 
t~ 14 abstentions!: 

The amendmen~. in pointli .. 2· :.·~p de~. e. te

1

:li. !n. the. ·.· ~. ame.lJ• arljl..~.. ap .. t··.~e···· 'words "by the tenth 
annual sessi¢n" was re~ed 1 

d ~~~ 4b .Jotes i~ 2, with .7 a !,st~~ion~. The ame~dlllent 
in point 3 t6 delete t~e •• · bmm111aiji t~e end.1 ~f' th~ s~ p . ·. · J~h, and. to ~d the·· 

~rd~ '1with ihe object:!o* bev~~wi~ tile Chktel;'1' waj;l re ~el e~ by 16 votes toi9, 
,, I I . ''jli ' . . ,. i· . . .. 1' I • ,. i 

with 25 abstentions. • .. 1 .·, ,, ' , ' · . ,' · · · : "~' · " 1: 

.. 35. l'o.int 1 of the am~ bnt 1 ~y 'A.ufltralie.! and th~ tr~it ~ ·· bm 

(A/C.6/L~308(Rev.1) to:' a~ ! a ~~ur~!¥ ~~~~+ph ~f th~ .pr ', 1~:, was adopted b~ 
28 votes to 6, with 11,1 ab!liten~~ona. · ·. ·· · ' . · ~ , ' 

" I I' il:ii II ' ' ' I ' ' ,, ' 

36. The drat't resolut~o~ 1pf' ~1gent~a, Cc!ada, , ~~ e fe~her J.~, New , 

Zealand and Pakistan (f'/O.Ip/Lll~o6/Re(F .2), · ~s amended, , ~hep put to the VGte 
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in parts. The first paragraph of the preamble, as amended, wa.s adopted by 

38 votes to 5, with 3 abstentions. The second paragraph of the preamble wa$ ,, 
~ 

adopteiJ. by 4J, votes to 5, with 2 abJ;>tentions • The third paragraph of the 

preamble was adopted by 4o. votes to 5, with 5 · abstentions • The operati ire p~t 
'I 

of the draft resolution, as amended, was adopted by 44 votes to 5, 

37. The draft resolution as a -.hole,. as amended, was then put to a vote and 

was adopted by 48 votes to 5. 

38. The Sixth Committee, therefore, recommends to 'the General Assembly the 

adoption of the following resolution: 

The General Assembly, 

il:avirig regard to the provisions ,of. .Article 109 of the Charter under w~ich 

a proposal to hold a General Conference of the Members of the United Nations:. for 

the purpose of reviewing the Charter is to be placed· on .the agenda of the te~th 

annual session of the General Assembly if such a conference has not been held 

before that session, 

Considering that the examination,of such a proposal will require considerable ,, 

preparation on the part of both the Secretary-General and Member States, 

Considering that study of the legislative history of the Charter and of:' the 

practice followed by the various organs of the United Nations is one of the best 

methods of acquiring'knowledge of the Charter and will greatly facilitate th? . . 

General Assembly's consideration, ·at its tenth annual session, of the question 

of calling a General Conference, 

Having regard. to the memorandum by the Secretary-General (A/C.6/343), 

Requests the Secretary-General to prepare, publish arid· circulate among the 

Member States during 1954, or shortly thereafter: 

(e) A systematic compilation of.the documents of the United Nations 

Conference on International Organization not yet published; 
' 

(b) A complete index of the documents of that Conference on the lines 
- . il 

envisaged in part II and part III C of the m~randum by the' Secretary-General; 

(c) , A repertory of the practice of United Nations organs apprapriatel~, 

indexed. 

'' 




