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With the increasingly preponderant mem- inherent con isni w

bership of the Third World countries in
the United Nations General Assembly and
the Specialized Agencies, these countries
have, by force of numbers, been able to
. concentrate the attention of the UN on
isssues of concern to them. A degree of
disenchantment with these developments
has set in amongst Canadians, some of
whom question whether the UN can con-
tinue to be an effective and useful means
for international co-operation in the in-
terests of all member states, developed as
well as developing. Under Article 13 of the
Charter, one of the basic tasks of the UN
General Assembly is to initiate studies-and
make recommendations for the purpose of
"encouraging the progressive development
of international law and its codification".
It is legitimate to ask how well the UN
has discharged this responsibility. The
following is an attempt to draw up a kind
of balance-sheet of successes and failures
in UN lawmaking activities, as seen from
a Canadian viewpoint.

It is clear from recent General Assem-
bly debates that the climate has been
unfavourable to the development of inter-
national law in certain areas. Where a
majority of members are preoccupied with
political disputes it may be difficult to
sustain the balanced, long-range approach
necessary for the development of rules that
are workable and broadly acceptable. The
outcome of debate on several lawmaking
efforts.has reflected political perceptions
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