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,os Lfar as' the -Canadian delégation is ýconcernéedt an. exarn-iÎnationi of~ the jurists.1 report paragra ph by paarahwol
theref ore serei at this 'ti.me to be uxnecessary. For tb.atý
inatter, neither'have we any intention of? discussing the
report of the. ecretaýy-General artj.cle býy. article. Rather,
we should li1cg to make a few general observations and
specil:ic rýecoigmendatjo.ns with regard to'that report.

Our impression is that the Secretary-General will'L
désire to have the, opinion of~ delegation's and.that, in the
execution of his pôlicy, he will'--aecording .to his judg-
ment and as far as he ,can reconcile any conflictixig views -

aear thesa opinions i.n mmid. I. may hiere, remaark that the
Canaindéelégation was among those which urged u.pojn the

Secretary-General, in the meeting of the F'i.fth Gommitjee
O16 December, the wisdoiu of making haste slowly in
reahing déci.sions on certa-4Ljuatters that h1ad become
c~ntrover s i4.

We agree wholehi atted1y iwith the Secretar-Genra1' sremazks on the necssity of zàA tà±irn the intentional.
charctrand the independerice of' thé Secrétariat. This4sebly wyi14. zçt. find uiuc1 difliculty in reach4ng unatniity

of~ agreement on this point. This principle is now sogen -eÉa1ly agreeduu>on and sofirmly embodied in the Charter
,4that certain1y 1 have no present itention of' detfending

it t-ý'àa legh'ltogh 1 should like to say~ something
aboutth chnnlsthoug which it m1ay 1be Manainëd. I

hav-sïde'alir hat te Sertariat iaxa indspen.able
pa- o th nted Nlations. I is >equal true tI2at~ an

hotions w oud kiardly be able to lustiîy" fts existence.d
hopetha aa4c the znost violent critics of~ the Secrétariat are


